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Case Background 

Eagleridge I, LLC (Eagleridge), is a Florida Limited Liability Company which develops 

properties in Lake County, Florida. Lake Util ity Services, Inc. (LUSI), is a utili ty company 

providing water and wastewater service in Lake County, Florida, and is a who lly owned 

subsidiary of Utili ties, Inc. Eagleridge developed a parcel of commercial property (the 

Development) located on U.S. Highway 27 in C lermont, Florida. The Development is commonly 

known as Golden Eagle Village, which cons ists of a Publix-anchored shopping center. 

On April 29, 20 I 0, Eagleridge entered into a letter agreement (the Contract) w ith LUSI. A copy 

of the Contract is attached as Attachment A. Pursuant to the Contract, in exchange for LUSI 
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providing water and wastewater utility services to the Development, Eagleridge agreed to pay an 
up-front System Capacity Charge in the amount of $87,242.36, Plan Review Fees in the amount 
of $300, and Inspection Fees in the amount of $150. The System Capacity Charges were based 
on the utility's approved water and wastewater plant capacity charges and the projected demand 
for the Development. In addition, Eagleridge was responsible for constructing the on-site water 
and wastewater lines necessary to connect the Development to the utility's existing lines, 
consistent with the utility's approved main extension policy. Eagleridge paid all fees and charges 
identified in the Contract. The Contract also contains waiver language, in pertinent part: 

In consideration of this contribution, [LUSI] waive all other tap fees/connection 
fees. Water and wastewater usage charges will be levied in accordance with our 
authorized tariff as required and approved by the Florida Public Service 
Commission. 

Eagleridge proceeded with the Development, including obtaining all necessary permits. On 
August 10, 2010, Eagleridge applied for a Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
(DEP) permit to construct a wastewater collection line from the utility's existing collection 
system to the Development. In March 2011, Eagleridge submitted to DEP its Request for 
Approval to Place a Domestic Wastewater Collection/Transmission System into Operation. A 
copy of the Request for Approval is attached as Attachment B. On March 18, 2011, Patrick 
Flynn, LUSI's Regional Director, signed the Request for Approval certifying to DEP that all 
connections to LUSI's wastewater facility had been completed to LUSI's satisfaction. On March 
31, 2011, the DEP granted Eagleridge's application and the connection between the 
Development and LUSI' s wastewater system was completed in April 2011. 

On November 3, 2011, the Commission granted LUSI's application for increase in water and 
wastewater rates. 1 Before the Commission revised LUSI's main extension charge, the main 
extension charge was negotiable. The Commission also revised the utility's water plant capacity 
and water and wastewater main extension charges. According to the order, LUSI's wastewater 
service availability policy provided that developers would install new collection lines and donate 
them to the utility. The Commission approved a wastewater main extension charge that would 
allow the utility to collect the appropriate charge from a single property owner in lieu of donated 
lines. 

On March 4, 2013, LUSI wrote a letter to Eagleridge stating that the Commission granted LUSI 
the right to increase its wastewater main extension charge. LUSI's letter further stated that the 
new charge applied to the balance of the prepaid capacity fees for units that had yet to be 
connected for service. LUSI requested an additional main extension charge of $63,625.20 based 
on the new main extension charges of $4.44 per gallon ($1 ,243/280 gallons per equivalent 
residential connection) and 14,330 gallons of reserved capacity yet to be assigned. The March 4, 
2013, letter is attached as Attachment C. 

The parties dispute whether LUSI is entitled to charge the increased wastewater main extension 
charge to Eagleridge. Eagleridge, relying on Rule 25-30.475, Florida Administrative Code 

1 See Order PSC-11-0514-PAA-WS, issued November 3, 2011, in Docket No. 100426-WS, In re: Application for 
increase in water and wastewater rates in Lake County by Lake Utility Services. Inc. (November 2011 Order) 
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(F.A.C.), argues that LUSI "may not charge the fees for services rendered or connections made 
prior to the effective date of the PSC Order."2 The parties unsuccessfully attempted to resolve the 
dispute. Eagleridge, under protest, paid the increased fees to LUSI. Eagleridge has recently sold 
the Development, but Eagleridge has retained all rights to pursue and recover a refund of the 
subject disputed fees. 3 

On January 8, 2015, Eagleridge filed a complaint with the Commission requesting (i) a 
declaration that the fees are not applicable to Eagleridge where connections already have been 
made; (ii) a declaration that all amounts due and owing for service availability charges and 
connection fees have been paid by Eagleridge; and (iii) an order directing LUSI to immediately 
refund all monies paid under protest.4 On January 20, 2015, LUSI filed a response to 
Eagleridge's complaint with the Commission.5 Staff, in order to facilitate the review of the 
complaint filed by Eagleridge, issued a Data Request to LUSI.6 LUSI responded to staffs Data 
Request by letter.7 On April 3, 2015, Staff held a conference call for the parties to discuss the 
complaint. 8 Eagleridge subsequently filed a supplemental filing in response to LUSI's answer to 
the complaint, LUSI's answer to staffs first data request, and LUSI's response to staffs 
questioning during the conference call. 9 

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Chapter 367, Florida Statutes (F.S.) 
and Rule 25-30, F.A.C. 

2 See November 20 II Order. 3w. 
4 ld. 
5 Document No. 00342-15, in Docket No. 150026-WS, Lake Utility Services, Inc.'s Answer to Complaint. 
6 Document No. 00817-15, in Docket No. 150026-WS, Staff Data Request. 
7 Document No. 00996-15, in Docket No. 150026-WS, Lake Utility Services, Inc.'s responses to the Staffs First 

Data Request. 
8 Document No. 01788-15, in Docket No. 150026-WS, Memo to all parties and interested persons advising of a 

conference to discuss the complaint. 
9 Document No. 02038-15, in Docket No. 150026-WS, Eagleridge I, LLC's Supplemental Filing In Response To 
Lake Utility Services, Inc.'s Answer To Complaint And Answer To Staffs First Data Request And Response To 
Staffs Questioning During April 3, 2015 Conference. 
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Discussion of Issues 

Issue 1 

Issue 1: Did Lake Utility Services, Inc., appropriately charge increased fees to Eagleridge I, 
LLC? 

Recommendation: No. Staff recommends that the Commission find that it was not 
appropriate for LUSI to charge increased fees to Eagleridge I, LLC. (Tan, Lherisson, Thompson, 
King) 

Staff Analysis: To determine whether LUSI appropriately charged increased fees to 
Eagleridge, staff reviewed the Contract, supporting documents, the date of connection, and 
Commission Rules. Both parties believe, pursuant to Rule 25-30.475(2), F.A.C., unless 
authorized by the Commission and provided that customers have received notice, non-recurring 
charges, such as service availability charges, shall be effective for service rendered or 
connections made on or after the stamped approval date on the tariff sheets. Staff believes the 
crux of this complaint is whether the wastewater connection was completed prior to the new 
wastewater service availability charge ordered by the Commission. 

Eagleridge's Complaint 

Eagleridge believes that the wastewater main extension charge of $63,625.20 paid to LUSI under 
protest should be refunded because the Development was connected to the utility's collection 
system in April 2011, prior to the Commission approving a new main extension charge for LUSI 
in November 2011. To support its argument, Eagleridge argues that (1) the contract provided that 
all other tap fees/connection fees would be waived in consideration of Eagleridge's payment of 
the service availability charges, (2) all connections to LUSI' s wastewater system were made in 
April 2011 prior to the increase in service availability charges, and (3) LUSI was explicitly 
prohibited by Commission Rules and Order No. PSC-11-0514-PAA-WS (November 2011 
Order) from charging the new service availability charge. Eagleridge argues that Rules 25-
30.210, and 25-30.515, F.A.C., and Eager v. Florida Keys Aqueduct Authority, 580 So. 2d 771 
(Fla. 3d DCA 1991 ), support their request for refund. 

Pursuant to Rule 25-30.21 0(4), F.A.C., "service pipe" is defined as the pipe between the utility's 
main and the point of delivery, including the "pipe, fittings, and valves necessary to make the 
connection excluding the meter." Eagleridge argues that Rule 25-30.210(6), F.A.C., applies 
because the Rule provides that "point of delivery" is where the service pipe is connected to the 
utility company's main. Regarding service availability policies or contracts, Rule 25-30.515(1), 
F.A.C., provides "active connection means a connection to the utility's system at the point of 
delivery of service, whether or not service is currently being provided." In August 201 0, 
Eagleridge applied for a DEP permit to construct a wastewater collection line from the utility's 
existing collection system to the Development. In March 2011, Eagleridge submitted its Request 
for Approval to Place a Domestic Wastewater Collection/Transmission System into Operation to 
DEP. DEP approved Eagleridge's request to place its wastewater main extension to LUSI's 
collection system into service. 

Eagleridge believes that the Contract contains a waiver of additional fees, in pertinent part: 
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In consideration of this contribution, we waive all other tap fees/connection fees. 
Water and wastewater usage charges will be levied in accordance with our 
authorized tariff as required and approved by the Florida Public Service 
Commission. 

Issue 1 

Eagleridge believes that this waiver provides that "all other 'tap fees/connection fees' would be 
'waived,' while any water and wastewater usage charges would be levied as approved by the 
[Commission]."10 Eagleridge believes that LUSI "does not have any legitimate basis to charge 
the fees to Eagleridge . . . [and] the water and wastewater connections have already been made 
and, by rule (i.e., Florida Administrative Code) and the PSC Order, LUSI is prohibited from 
charging the Fee to Eagleridge." 11 

Further, Eagleridge argues that, pursuant to Eager, the Commission should apply the "plain and 
unambiguous language in the [F.A.C.] to find that the connections were completed when LUSI's 
service pipe was connected to Eagleridge's piping." Eagleridge argues that "LUSI is requesting 
that the [Commission] ignore the plain language of the [F.A.C.] under the guise of 
'interpretation."' Eagleridge believes that the Commission is obligated to apply the plain and 
unambiguous language of the F.A.C., which provides that a connection is completed when the 
utility's service pipe is connected with the customer whether or not service is currently being 
provided. 

LUSI's Response 

LUSI believes that it is entitled to collect the wastewater main extension charge approved by the 
Commission for the portion of the Development not yet receiving water service. To support its 
argument, LUSI argues that (1) the utility did not waive the right to collect the increased charges 
and (2) not all connections had been made when the increased charges were implemented. LUSI 
references H. Miller & Sons v. Hawkins, 373 So. 2d 913 (Fla. 1979), and Rules 25-30.210, and 
25-30.515, F.A.C., in support of their arguments. 

Citing H. Miller & Sons v. Hawkins, LUSI argues that contracts with public utilities are made 
subject to the reserved authority of the state, under the police power of express statutory or 
constitutional authority, to modify the contract in the interest of the public welfare without 
unconstitutional impairment of contracts. Regarding the waiver contained in the Contract, LUSI 
believes Eagleridge "misconstrues the waiver language" in that the "meaning of the waiver is 
that LUSI waived any other tap fees/connection fees that were in existence at that time" and 
"there is no significance in the language regarding usage charges." 12 LUSI argues that the waiver 
lang\lage relates to any other tap fees/connection fees that were in existence at the time the 
contract was signed. 

10 Document No. 00148-15, in Docket No. 150026-WS, Complaint Requesting Declaration That Connections Have 

Been Made and All Amounts Due Have Been Paid and Mandatory Injunction Requiring Refund Of Amounts Paid 

Under Protest. 
II Id. 
12 Document No. 00342-15, in Docket No. 150026-WS, Lake Utility Services, Inc.'s Answer to Complaint. 
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Issue 1 

LUSI argues that Rule 25-30.21 0(7), F.A.C., should apply when determining the definition of 
"point of delivery." Rule 25-30.210(7), F.A.C., provides "'point of delivery' for water systems 
shall mean the outlet connection of the meter for metered service or the point at which the 
utility's piping connects with the customer's piping for non-metered service." 

While LUSI believes that "[a] connection is not a connection for purposes of applying increases 
in service availability charges unless service has been previously implemented ... the actual cost 
of maintaining sufficient capacity cannot be determined until the date that service actually 
initially commences."13 LUSI argues that "unless water service is active there can be no 
wastewater flow and therefore, no wastewater service is provided." LUSI contends that a 
connection within the Eagleridge Development occurs only when a meter is installed after 
service is requested. Increasing service availability charges prevents current customers from 
subsidizing costs associated with future plant capacity. Referencing Rule 25-30.5I5(9), F.A.C., 
LUSI argues that Guaranteed Revenue Charges are designed to help the utility recover part of its 
cost from the time capacity is reserved until a customer begins to pay monthly service rates. 

Analysis 

Waiver of Fees 

Pursuant to the Contract, Eagleridge paid an up-front System Capacity charge, Plan Review 
Fees, and Inspection Fees to LUSI. The Contract included language which Eagleridge believes is 
a waiver of additional "tap fees/connection fees," in pertinent part: "[i]n consideration of this 
contribution, [LUSI] waive all other tap fees/connection fees. Water and wastewater usage 
charges will be levied in accordance with our authorized tariff as required and approved by the 
Florida Public Service Commission." LUSI argues that the waiver language related to any other 
tap fees/connection fees that were in existence at the time the contract was signed. Pursuant to 
367.0 II (2), F.S., the Commission has "exclusive jurisdiction over each utility with respect to its 
authority, service, and rates." Staff believes that the waiver language in the Contract would be 
insufficient to prevent LUSI from collecting fees when appropriate. 

Donated Lines 

The change the Commission approved in the utility's wastewater main extension charge in 
November 201I was merely to provide a charge that would be applicable to individual 
customers. Prior to the November 20II Order, the utility's approved main extension policy 
allowed the utility to receive donated lines from a developer, but did not address the apfropriate 
charge for a wastewater customer connecting to a main constructed by the utility. 1 In that 
Order, the Commission approved a wastewater main extension charge that would allow the 
utility to collect the appropriate charge from a single property owner in lieu of donated lines. 15 

Therefore, the main extension charge was not intended to be collected from a developer, such as 
Eagleridge, who constructed and donated a collection line to the utility. Staff believes this means 
that since Eagleridge donated its lines, a charge cannot be assessed. 

13 Document No. 00342-15, in Docket No. 150026-WS, Lake Utility Services, Inc.'s Answer to Complaint. 
14 November 2011 Order. 
15 Id. at 39. 
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Active Connection 

Issue 1 

Rule 25-30.21 0(6) and (7), F.A.C., define "point of delivery." Staff believes that in this case the 

"point of delivery" for wastewater service is where the service pipe is connected to the utility 
company's main, as defined in Rule 25-30.21 0(6), F.A.C. Subsection (7) addresses "point of 
delivery" for a water system; therefore, it does not apply to this docket. 

Pursuant to Rule 25-30.515(1 }, F.A.C., an "active connection means a connection to the utility's 

system at the point of delivery of service, whether or not service is currently being provided." 
Although it is LUSI's contention than an active connection was not made, in March 2011, DEP 

approved Eagleridge's request to place its wastewater main extension to LUSI's collection 

system into service. The DEP approval included the consent and understanding of the utility. 
Staff believes that an active wastewater connection was made when the physical connection was 

completed, even though water service has not been provided to the entire Development. If DEP 

had not accepted the line into operation, staff believes, as mentioned above, that the terms in the 

Contract that parties refer to as a waiver would be insufficient to prevent L USI from collecting 
fees. However, that is not the situation in this docket. 

Status of Contract 

To determine whether LUSI appropriately charged increased fees to Eagleridge, staff assessed 
the status of the Contract at the time the fees were levied. Pursuant to our rules, staff believes 
that the Contract was fulfilled because (1) Eagleridge paid the up-front System Capacity Charge, 

including the other fees identified in the contract, when signed in April 201 0; (2) the main 
extension charge should not have been charged because Eagleridge constructed and donated a 
collection line to the utility; and (3) LUSI's piping was connected to Eagleridge's Development 

and both DEP and the utility signed off on the active connection. Thus, it was an error for LUSI 
to charge Eagleridge $63,625.20 in addition to what was contemplated in the Contract. Stafrs 

analysis would end here if LUSI did not raise the argument that H. Miller & Sons applies to this 

docket. 

Applicability of H. Miller & Sons 

LUSI argues that under H. Miller & Sons, Inc. v. Hawkins, LUSI is permitted to increase service 

availability charges because the Commission has authority to change rates in a private contract 
between a utility and developer. In H. Miller & Sons, the developer, H. Miller and Sons, Inc., 

entered into an agreement with Cooper City Utilities, Inc., to obtain water and sewer utility 
service for a 500-unit subdivision. In early 1975, Miller completed the payments in accordance 
with the agreement. However, not all of the homes were connected to the utility system. In late 
1975, the Commission, in Order No. 6953, issued on October 9, 1975, in Docket No. 750368-
WS, In Re: Application of Cooper City Utilities, Inc., For Approval of Tariff Modifications, 

authorized the Utility to increase its wastewater main extension charges. 

In H. Miller & Sons, the Supreme Court of Florida affirmed the Commission's decision to 
modify the contract in the interest of the public welfare based on the principle that contracts with 
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Issue I 

public utilities are subject to the reserved authority of the state. 16 The Commission ordered 

Miller to "pay for all connections added to the Cooper City Utility Water and Sewer System after 

the effective date of Order No. 6953."17 

The Commission has applied H. Miller & Sons in over 40 cases. In an Order issued in 200 I, as 

well as in fourteen prior Orders, the Commission referenced H. Miller & Sons to explain 

"applicable service availability charges are those in effect at the time of actual connection, 

because the actual cost of maintaining sufficient capacity cannot be ascertained until that date." 18 

Staff believes that LUSI would be correct that H. Miller & Sons applies only if the connection 

with Eagleridge had not yet been made at the time the Commission granted LUSI's application 

for increase in water and wastewater rates. Staff believes that H. Miller & Sons is not applicable 

in this case because three events occurred before the Commission granted a rate increase: (i) 

Eagleridge paid the up-front System Capacity Charge, including the other fees identified in the 

contract; (ii) LUSI's piping was connected to Eagleridge's Development; and (iii) DEP and the 

utility signed off on the active connection. Therefore, staff believes the Contract was fulfilled 

and LUSI charged increased fees to Eagleridge in error. 

Conclusion 

Staff recommends that the Commission find that it was not appropriate for LUSI to charge 

increased fees to Eagleridge I, LLC. 

16 H. Miller & Sons, 373 So. 2d at 915. 
17 Order No. 7650, issued February 21, 1977, in Docket No. 760299-WS, In re: H. Miller and Sons. Inc. v. Cooper 

Citv Utilities. Inc. 
18 Order No. PSC-01-0857-PAA-WS, issued April 2, 2001, in Docket No. 000610-WS, In re: Application for 

uniform service availability charges in Duval. Nassau. and St. Johns Counties by United Water Florida. Inc. 
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Issue 2: Is a refund appropriate? 

Issue 2 

Recommendation: Yes. Staff recommends that the full amount of $63,625.20, plus interest, 
should be refunded to Eagleridge, pursuant to 25-30.360, F.A.C. (Tan, Lherisson, Buys) 

Staff Analysis: On March 4, 2013, LUSI requested that Eagleridge remit an additional 
$63,625.20 in Wastewater Main Extension Charges. Although Eagleridge disputed the amount, 
the company paid the amount to LUSI. As part of the complaint, Eagleridge has asked for the 
full $63,625.20 to be refunded back to them. 

If the Commission supports staffs recommendation in Issue I, the full $63,625.20 should be 
returned back to Eagleridge with interest, pursuant to Rule 25-30.360(1 ). In addition, Rule 25-
30.360(2), F.A.C., contemplates that the refund amount should be returned within 90 days of the 
final Commission Order. Staff recommends that interest shall be calculated pursuant to Rule 25-
30.360(4), F.A.C., to the amount of $1,737.32. If the Commission disagrees with staffs 
recommendation, staff recommends that no refund is required. 

Therefore, Staff recommends that the full amount of $63,625.20, plus interest to the amount of 
$1,737.32, should be refunded to Eagleridge, pursuant to 25-30.360, F.A.C. 
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Issue 3: Should this docket be closed? 

Issue 3 

Recommendation: No. Staff recommends that if the Commission supports staffs 
recommendation in Issues I and 2, this docket should remain open until the completion of the 
refund to Eagleridge. Upon staffs verification that the refund has been completed, this docket 
should be administratively closed. If the Commission disagrees with staffs recommendation on 

Issues I and 2, this docket should be closed upon issuance of the Consummating Order. (Tan, 
Lherisson) 

Staff Analysis: Staff recommends that if the Commission supports staffs recommendation in 
Issues I and 2, this docket should remain open until the completion of the refund to Eagleridge. 
Upon staffs verification that the refund has been completed, this docket should be 

administratively closed. If the Commission disagrees with staffs recommendation on Issues 1 
and 2, this docket should be closed upon issuance of the Consummating Order. 
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April 29, 2010 

Mr. Daniel Butts, Senior VIce President 
-BPb-Eaglerldge, b.b.C. ~len~e. :r, LLC.. 
P.O. Box 3010 ~ 
Winter Park, Fl 32790 

Re: Golden Eagle Village- Phase 1 
US Highway 27 
Clermont, Florida 

Dear Mr. Butts: 

Attachment A 

As requested, our Company, Lake Utility Services, Inc. Is willing to make water and wastewater 
utility service available to Phase 1 of the Golden Eagle VIllage In Lake County, Florida. It is our 
understanding that the project will consist of a 46,031 square foot grocery store, a combined 
12,650 square foot building space for mixed retail and 5,800 square foot of building space with 387 
seats for restaurant use. 9~ Eljltric.\!)e."'., LLC,. 
As the Owner, the BPL EagleFidge, b.b.C. will be responsible for the construction and installation of 
all neces:sary on-site water and wastewater collection fadllties such as water services, water mains, 
fire hydrants, manholes, service laterals, valves and other facilities reasonably requl~~t~So .PJ:C!VIde Nfll 

adequate utility service to your project. All facilities will be extended by the BPL Eegfe;~~.c ... trr"· 
to our existing 8" sanitary lateral located In the lake County right of way on Eagle Ridge Boulevard 
and 12" potable water main also located within the right of way on Eagle Ridge Boulevard and the 
FDQT right of way on U.S. Highway 27 per utility plans. 

All fadlltles Installed by Owner will be In accordance with all governmental specifications and in 
conformance with the construction standards utilized In our existing facilities. Owner will Indemnify 
our Company from any liability incurred during the Installation of these facilities. All of the on-site 
and off-site sanitary fadlities constructed up to the point of connection under the agreement shall 
remain under the ownership and responsibility of the Owner. All of the on-site and off-site water 
facilities up to the point of connection to each meter, as well as all necessary easements, shall be 
transferred to our Company at no cost. Plans and spedtlcatlons will be submitted to our Company 
for review, and shall have received the wrftten approval of our Company before construction is 
begun, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed. 

We are willing to provide the requested utility service In consideration of an up front System 
Capadty Charge In the amount of $87,242.36, $300 Plan Review Fee, and $150 Inspection Fee. 
This reservation of capacity fee Is based on your requested utility capadty requirements as provided 
through (7) 5/B" water meteri, (5) 1.5" water meters, (1) 2'" water meter and an 8" sanitary 
lateral. Meter and account set up fees will be assessed at the time of application. In consideration 
of this contribution, we waive all other tap fees/connection fees. Water and wastewater usage 
charges will be levied In accordance wlth our autholized tariff as regulated and approved by the · ! 
Aorida Public Service Commission. 

200 Weall1ersfilld Ave. ' AHamJniB Springs, Fl327144027 1 P:407-869-1919 ' f;407.a69-6961 1 www.lllwater.com 

--------------
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Mr. Butts 
Page 2 
Aprtl29, 2010 

Attachment A 

Ee~..stei-1<5e. r, ue. ~ 
If this proposal Is acceptable to the BPL EagleFidge; b.b.C., please sign and forward the original of 
this letter along with the required $87,692:36 payment by May14, 2010 to the attention of Bryan K. 
Gongre In our Altamonte Springs office: 

If you have any other questions or concerns, please contact Bryan at 1.800.272.1919, extension 
1360. 

Sincerely, 

ec: Patrick Flynn, Regional Director 

Accepted: D4-rti~ 1-1. Clwf+s 

~olJ.Qba.'i 'fJ 0. Y¥'9 
Wit ess: ~ "":B Cr~e, 
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Attachment B 

Florida Department of Environmental Protection 
TIIIID Towers Oftloe Brd!J.. 2600 Blair SlOne Rod. Tallehuseo_ Plorida32399-2400 

REQUEST FOR APPROVAL TO PLACE A DOMESTIC WASTEWATER 
COLLECTIONffRANSMISSION SYSTEM INTO OPERATION 

PART 1-INSTRUCI'IONS 

(I) 'J'Na form shall bo Completed and Jllbmftted to the appropriato DBP dblrle~ offtce or de!ep!ed local PRIIJ'IRl tor all 
eoUectlonlcnwmlai6D tystem projecle required £O oblaJA 1 C4DSIIUcUonpcrmlt In accordmsco wllh Cbqlrer62-604, P.A.C. 

(1) Newly c:onstnxled or modified collectlonftmnsntlaslon facWdes sbaiJ not bo placed Into cervlco undl tbe D_g,artmonl hu cleared tho 

project t'cr u•o. t<ECEfVEO 

(3) Alllnf'onnatlon shall be typed or prinltd fn Ink, and all blanks must bo filled. NAR 2 9 2un 

JlE.P Central Dlst PART n -PROJECI' OOCUMBNTATION 
(1) Colloc:tforflransmls•lon S)'ltemPonnltiOa 

Nl!mo Mr. Dal1icl Butts TitJo Senior Vlco President 

Company Namo · Baatertdso J. Ll.C 
Addrcsll PO Box 3010 
Clay Winter Park State PL Zip 3119().3010 
Tc1ephono (407)622·1700 Pax (40D622 .. J717 Email dantel@battaellawoup.com 

(2) Ooncmal Project lnl'onnadon 

Projcca Namo Ooldcn Eaglo ViUII§o Pha.sa 1 
Comlnlctlon Permit No. 0302221.001 Dated AuaustlO. 2010. 

ts tile cntlro proj~ included UDder tho coUccticWuansmlaslon I)'StCIU pcrmltsubstanti.a!Jy c:omplcro? 181 Yes tJN; (Jfappnwa1 
II being RqUeafcd to place a portion oflhc project fD1o opcrarlon. atmch a copy of tho alto plan or akcecb Chat was submluecl will! 
the oppUCGUon showing tho porticm of tho project \Wdch it 1ubs1anthl11y c:omp.lcto and for which t~J~pnwalll bolus rcqucstccl.) 

Do&erfptlon ofPortfoo of Project for Wblcb Approval is BclnJ RcqllCated fmcllldi»s plpo lonsth, tolal number ot 
mAnhole• and tolal number of pump stalions) 2,491 LP of8" PVC plpo. I~ manholes, ~nd 0 pump ataUom 

Bxpcclod DeiG ofCoMocdon to~ System orTratmont Plant April2011 

--------------------------
(3) Trcatmcot PIW Serving Collccdoafl'nmsmbsloD Syatcm 

Pqo1 orl 

fiW.aDCI* 

---Ciolooo '"'"' "-"' u.•••m lla.JM4Ut 

For D~p~~111t1{J!.t VII On~ 

tc ~7F?¥ -1 ' iA /141~ 
By \ -/ '"0& 

r " 
CLBARBD FOR USB 

----- ---· --- -------~-----------
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(I) Coltccdantrmnsmlssron System Pcnnluee 

Attachment B 

PART m • CBR.TIFICATIONS 

J, dlC undoniBMC! owner or aulhortzcd representative• of Easloridso I, U.C certifY 1hat lho engtneor 
~provided us a copy oflho ncord drawings fbr thla projoel and If there ll not elroady an oxiadng applicable opemUon BDd 
malrtteNmco (O&M) manual, one bu been prepared for the now or modlfted facllldea. 

Also. I ocrtlly tbat.lfwowlllllQlbo tho ownerofthbpmjectaftorit Ia placed Wosorvtco, wo havo provtdodacopyoflho4bovo 
meatfoned record draWJnal and a COllY oftbo ubovo 11'1011tlcmo4 O&M rn&!JU8~ lfappltcablo. to tbo person or-cyst~m that wiD bo she 
owner otthls project aftcllt Is placed lniO lervfco. 

(l) Owner ofCollcctiorflnmsmlaaloD Syacem Aftor Ills Plaood bito ScMco 

t. tho UDdcnlgncd owner or aU1horlzod ~pi'C$Ciltadvo• or Baslorldgo I, u.c certUf !hat 
we B=Ptlbo proj~t aa cons11U=cl111d wiU bo the oWDDf' of'thls projoct after it Is plaecd Into aorvico. J 8iJ'OO co report any 
cbnonnal cventaln aeeordancc with Rule 62~550, F.A.C. 1114 prompl!y ootiiY 1!10 Dci)IU'tmOnt If wo 10U or losaUy cnwrer 
ownmhlp of tho coll~onlcmmmlsslon system. Afso 1 cel1if1 chat wo aarce co ope111e and maintain 1ho f&clllllu &a accordance 
wfth lho provblons ofChsplor 403 Florida Statutes (P.S.) Gild eppUC&blo Department rules and that we have received a copy of tho 
record cfmwinga and O&M manual for Chla pojec:C and lhat tholo tocon1 dn\wlDgl and O&M DtJiluaJ aro avallabla at tba t'ollowirla 
lOCAtion which ia wllhln lho bouDcle.rfcl of tho dlslrfct ofHac or dclegaled loc!ll PI08JIUil pcrmlttiDa cho coUocdoDIUaDanlaion 
syslent: · 

Sipocl ~ 
Namo Danfc1 Blltta 
CompMy Namo BPL Bglcrlcf&t, U.C 

Dato 
Title Seal or Vtco PlCSidcnt· 

A~ ~PO~B~o~x~3~0l~O----------------..~----~----------~~~~~~----
City WinrcrPuk Stale FL Zip 3279().3010 
Telephone (401) 612-J?OO Fax (407) 622-1717 EmaU danlol@battag!fagroup.com 

• A finch a /8/tfl' of wthorlzatlon. ·. 
(3) ~utowaler Pacillty Scrvina Col'!CiiOJlfl'nwmlsslon System 

I, tbo Wldcnlpecl owner or cwtlto1md rcprescnlatl\lc• of the. Lulcb Orovos WWTP • 
Wastewater taclllty bercby ccnlty dlat lho abovo rcforalcecl Acility has adcqualo raervo capaclt)' to acccpllho Row ftom Ulll 
project and witt provido tho ncccsAI)' treatment and dlspasalu ~by Cbsptct 403, F.S., and ~pp!Icablo Dcpuimcnl Nles. 
Also, I certify lhat any coMCdions associated with lhla project to tho above referenced fkcUity, which wo operate and maintain, 
have been completed co our sati•f~etlon end we have received a copy of the ru:ofl\ drawinp lbr this projecL 

s-~~J4: Narno Palrick • v 

Address 200 WeathersOeld Ave. 
Clly . A!camonto Sprinp 
Tolcphono (40n 869·1919 

• Attach oiUtrr of a~~lhorlrallo,, 

Date 
Titlo 

• DDr-G.et.JCIQC1X') Ptge 2 Of3 
li ..... .._.. .. 200J 

32714 

---------------·----··· ... -· -·-·--- .. -··· ·······-··------·-----------
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(4) Professional Enalncer lb:gistered in Florida 

1. the Wldorslgaod profNslorusl caslneor registered Ill Ploridtl, ~ lhe followJDa: 

Attachment B 

• that this project has been conslnlelcd In acoordcnco with tbo conmuctlon permit and caginooring ptw and •poclllcatlons or Chat, 
co tho best otmy knowlcdao and bollof, any dc'ViAifoas from tho comiiUCtion ponnit unci ~rina ptau and •peclftcatloas will 
~ provcat thla projoct &om ftlncdonlng iD oomplhmco with Chaptor 62-604, · P .A.C.i 

• that Olo record drawtnga for thla projcu aro edoquato aud lnoludo subatandal deviAtions•• from tho conalructfon permit and 
enstnoorlng plans Aoclepcclftcallcw: . 

• Chat a copy otcho rccon:S drawings has boon provfdod co tbo penufuoo an4 co abo wastowldor ttcatmolrt facUlty eorvblg tho 
coUccdonltmnamlaafon system: 

• that iho O&M manual for lh1l project 11M boon pnspGJICI or ~od by mo. or by an lndlvidual(e) UDdor my d!roct S1lpCI"Yisson. 
and lha11hm .. RaSOnablo assww:o, In my professtollllJud;ment. that tbc taonitics, when properly mamtaiDOCl and opera~ tn 
ac:cotdanco wllb this mazma~. wW ftmcdon as lmcndod: IDd 

• Chit. to the beat of my knowlcdgo aad boliof, apJilOPrla~ l=kago 1C$U havo been pcrlbnnod and IILo now or modified tKIUtlca mel 
lho specified rccp1lremonb. 

'l1lll ccnJtlcation b based upon on-slto obaervatloo of combUcdoD cooductod by me or by a project npreseatadvo under my d1roct 
&upcrvislou aDd upon a review of 1'hop drawfnp, cat resuitslreconft, and record drawfDat pafonnocl by moor by a proJoct 
rcpn:se~~ID1Jvo under tny dWcl aupmlilon. 

Tho following Is 1 description ond eiptmmllon ofsubsiaallat dcYiatloDt•• &om lho c:oNtrucdoo pcmnlt and eaalnocrldiplaas and 
spcofflcltfoM for tho substanllally completed portion cfthlt project (AttAch additional ahcda lfnec:ellll)'.) 

Noae. 

Nanc John Prowc:U 

~''''\""'""'"'IJ . ~,,~ ~ PRo~~~~ tJi 
~ ~~ .. :······':"~~~ . 
~ O .• vCENS~ •.x.,(' ~ ~ 
~ --s_.· . ••• ~ . 
~* f N0.59469 ~ :: • * 1JD10: - .,., 

% ~. S:T'ATE OF /. l 
'-"l • ' s 

. ~ •••• l=tomOP.. •• • ~ 
~ ·········· ~ ~'''" lONA\! '!<..# 

"11111111 Ill l l\\\\\\~ 
Flo~a Resf•lnlioo No. __;;0059~..;,;469;;.... _____ _ 

Company Name VHB MUier Scllco 
Addtoss 22.S B. Robinson Stroet, Sulta 300 
City Orlalldo 
Telephone (401) 839-4006 Fmc (407) 8l9-4008 

~ FL Z~ _.3.28-01._ ____ __ 
Bmail Jerowe!J@Ybb.com 

•• Sub.J/anlial devtotlo,., 018 constr11Ciion dmatiDIU grrater titan IOHfrom plnn.r nnd Jf*ljleatlons and tmy t/wtlkztlou whtr:hfoll 
'-law ltllnlmum 6tandartb CSIDbli.Jired In Rule6Z-60#, F.A.C. 

Peao3oU 

--------- ·----· -·---··---
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~{uiiiif:1es. Inc: 
............... 

March 4, 2013 

Ms. Shannon Mitchell 
BPL Eaglerldge, LLC 
P.O. Box 3010 
Winter Park, FL 32790 

RE: Golden Eagle VIllage - Phase 1 
Increase In Wastewater Main Extension Charges 

Dear Ms. Mitchell: 

In December 2011, the Florida Public Service Commission granted L.eke Utility Services, Inc. an 

increase In the amount of Wastewater Main Extension Charges that the Utility Is entitled to 

recover per gallon of General Service (commercial) customers. 

PerERC 
Main Extension 

Net Increase 

Previous Rate 
$ none 

New Rate 
$4.44/gallon 

$4.44/gallon 

This charge will be applied to the balance of the prepaid capacity fees for units that have yet to 

be connected for service. Our conversation the week of 2/25/2013 verifted the number of units 

currently being served and their assigned capacity within the Golden Eagle VIllage Indicating that 

there Is 14,330 gallons of reserved capacity yet to be assigned. I have enclosed a spreadsheet 

with the breakdown. As a result, BPL Eaglerldge, LLC will need to remit $63,625.20 ($4.44 x 

14,330 gallons) In Wastewater Main Extension Charaes. This amount will need to be received by 

Lake Utl.llty Service~, me:. pnor to any new meters being set within the project. 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me by calling 800.272.1919, 

extension 1360. 

Sincerely, 
LAKE UTIUlY SERVICES, INC. 

Bryan K. Gongre 
Regional M~snager 

Enclosure 

Attachment C 

a UIJD. h:. ~lake Utility Services, Inc. 

200 Wealhersfield Ave. ' Altamtnte Spmgs, FL 32714-4027 I P:407~1919 1 F:407-869-6961 I WMV.uiwater.cxm 

- 16-




