
 
BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

 
 

In re: Application for increase in water and 
wastewater rates in Charlotte, Highlands, Lake, 
Lee, Marion, Orange, Pasco, Pinellas, Polk, 
and Seminole Counties by Utilities, Inc. of 
Florida. 

DOCKET NO. 160101-WS 
 
DATED: APRIL 7, 2017 

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that STAFF'S SIXTEENTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO 

UTILITIES, INC. OF FLORIDA (NOS. 303-326) has been served by electronic mail to Martin 

S. Friedman, Friedman Law Firm, 766 N. Sun Drive, Suite 4030, Lake Mary, FL 32746, 

mfriedman@ffllegal.com, and that a true copy thereof has been furnished to the following by 

electronic mail this 6th day of April, 2017. 

Erik L. Sayler, Esquire 
J. R. Kelly, Esquire 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
111 West Madison Street, Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 
Sayler, Erik@leg.state.fl.us 
Kelly.jr@leg.state.fl.us 
 

 

 
 

/s/ Walt Trierweiler 
WALT TRIERWEILER 
Senior Attorney, Office of the General Counsel 
 
FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
(850) 413-6175 
wtrierwe@psc.state.fl.us 

 

FPSC Commission Clerk
FILED APR 07, 2017DOCUMENT NO. 04093-17FPSC - COMMISSION CLERK

mailto:mfriedman@ffllegal.com
mailto:Erik@leg.state.fl.us
mailto:Kelly.jr@leg.state.fl.us
mailto:wtrierwe@psc.state.fl.us

	STAFF'S SIXTEENTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO utIlities, inc. of florida (NOS. 303-326)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	303. Please refer to the rebuttal testimony of witness Swain. On page 6, line 18, witness Swain states that the return on equity (ROE) for Longwood is 11.16 percent and is correct per the filing.
	a. Please explain what equity ratio was used in the leverage formula to calculate the ROE.
	b. In the response, please show the calculations used to derive the cost of equity of 11.16 percent.
	c. Is the equity ratio used in the leverage formula based on investor sources of capital as listed in MFR Schedule D-2 or is the equity ratio based on the capital structure reconciled to rate base as listed in MFR Schedule D-1?

	304. John Hoy is listed as the preparer for the Longwood MFR D-Schedules. Is witness Swain testifying to the validity of the MFR D-Schedules for Longwood?
	305. For all of the UIF systems, what equity ratio did the utility use in the Commission’s approved leverage formula to determine the cost of equity?
	306. For all of the UIF systems, does UIF agree that investor sources of capital should be used to determine the equity ratio for purposes of calculating the cost of equity using the Commission’s approved leverage formula?
	307. On page 3, line 1,  of witness Deason’s rebuttal testimony he agrees with Audit Finding No. 5. Does UIF agree that an adjustment to remove the deferred ADIT debit balance for Tap Fees Post 2000 for taxes paid on plant capacity fees received from ...
	308. In his rebuttal testimony, on page 4, at lines 19-22, witness Flynn testifies that replacement of generators at the Des Pinar and Wekiva WTP’s as well as the Wekiva WWTP and Wekiva reuse facilities was not feasible operationally or economically.
	a. Please describe the operational challenges that resulted in UIF determining that replacement of the generators was not feasible.
	b. Please describe the economic challenges that resulted in UIF determining that replacement of the generators was not feasible.
	c. Please provide any economic analyses performed by UIF that demonstrate that replacing the generators was not feasible.
	d. Please provide the estimated cost(s) to replace the generator at the Wekiva WTP and the Wekiva WWTP.

	309. In his rebuttal testimony, on page 5, at lines 2-16, witness Flynn provides testimony about UIF’s cancellation of a purchased power agreement with SECO.
	a. How many times, during the test year, was UIF required to shed load at its Lake Groves WWTP?
	b. What was the total amount of time, during the test year, that UIF shed load at its Lake Groves WWTP?
	c. How many times, during the test year, was UIF required to shed load at its Lake Groves WTP?
	d. What was the total amount of time, during the test year, that UIF shed load at its Lake Groves WTP?
	e. How many times, during the test year, was UIF required to shed load at its Lake Louisa WTP?
	f. What was the total amount of time, during the test year, that UIF shed load at its Lake Louisa WTP?
	g. Please provide documentation of UIF’s cancellation of the purchased power agreement offered by SECO.
	h. Please identify all test year adjustments made by UIF to reflect cancellation of the purchased power agreement offered by SECO.

	310. In his rebuttal testimony, on page 6, at lines 20-22, witness Flynn testifies that it would be appropriate to include $2,000 in the revenue requirement for sludge hauling at the Sandalhaven WWTP. Please explain the basis for the $2,000 amount, an...
	311. In his rebuttal testimony, on page 9, at lines 16-22, witness Flynn provides testimony regarding UIF’s Lake Tarpon Water Main Replacement project.
	a. Why were the additional 260 service lines, discussed at lines 19-21, not included in the original bid package?
	b. How much of the cost increase was related to the additional 260 service lines?
	c. Please provide documentation that supports witness Flynn’s allegations that costs have increased because of the demand of utility contractors in the area have increased. How much of the additional cost increase was related to the increase in demand...

	312. On page 12, at lines 21-25, and page 13, at lines 1-7, witness Flynn provides testimony the Shadow Hills Diversion Project.
	a. Why does UIF believe that the 2,000 square foot building should be constructed? Please identify any benefits that result from having a field office.
	b. What is the total cost associated with the 2,000 square foot building?

	313. In his rebuttal testimony, on pages 12-13 witness Flynn states:
	For each assumption identified in the statement above, please describe how the actual cost has changed from the original cost estimate. Also, please provide the reason for the change.
	314. Please refer to amended PCF-3 in witness Flynn’s rebuttal testimony which shows a Total Project Budget of $938,140 for the Eagle Ridge WWTP EQ Tank and Headworks project and UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatory 176 which shows a Total Project ...
	315. Please explain, with specificity, the differences between the amended PCF-3 and interrogatory 176.  Include in your response changes in the scope of the project, an explanation why the change was needed, and the dollars associated with those chan...
	316. Please refer to amended PCF-16 in witness Flynn's rebuttal testimony which shows a Total Project Budget of $76,704 for the Mid-County Flow Monitoring and Analysis project and witness Flynn's direct testimony which shows a Total Project Budget of ...
	317. Please refer to amended PCF-17 in witness Flynn's rebuttal testimony which shows a Total Project Budget of $147,577 for the Mid-County I&I Remediation project and UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatory 179 which shows a Total Project Budget of $...
	318. Please refer to amended PCF-19 in witness Flynn's rebuttal testimony. Please explain the difference of the components to the project listed in witness Flynn's direct testimony PCF-19 and the components listed in the amended PCF-19 in witness Flyn...
	319. Please refer to amended PCF-30 in witness Flynn's rebuttal testimony which shows a Total Project Budget of $1,837,324 for the Sanlando Wekiva WWTP Rehabilitation project and witness Flynn's direct testimony which shows a Total Project Budget of $...
	320. Please refer to amended PCF-33 in witness Flynn's rebuttal testimony, which shows a Total Project Budget of $2,174,118 for the UIF Buena Vista/Orangewood Water main Replacement project and UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatory 179, which shows ...
	321. Please refer to amended PCF-35 in witness Flynn's rebuttal testimony, which shows a Total Project Budget of $1,218,146 for the Lake Tarpon Water Replacement project and UIF’s response to staff’s interrogatory 120 which shows a Total Project Budge...
	322. Please refer to amended PCF-47 in witness Flynn’s rebuttal testimony. Please explain what the two invoices from CPH, both dated April 7, 2016, one at $475, and the other at $3,187.50 are for when Kimley-Horn was awarded the contract for the GIS m...
	323. In his rebuttal testimony, witness Hoy discusses the complaints that were considered by witness Vandiver. On page 9, at lines 22-24 of witness Vandiver’s direct testimony, she testified that an Excel file provided in a discovery response included...
	324. Please refer to page 3, at lines 3-6 of witness Hoy’s rebuttal testimony. Witness Hoy states “reliance on prior Commission Orders for quality of service does not accurately reflect the work that the company has done to address issues that were ra...
	325. Please refer to page 3, at lines 21-23 of witness Hoy’s rebuttal testimony. Witness Hoy states the turnout of customers at the service hearings was down in some areas from prior cases. Please complete the following table for the referenced prior ...
	326. Please refer to page 4, at lines 11-20 of witness Hoy’s rebuttal testimony.
	a. When were the treatment alternatives to address the high level of iron in the water explored for Pennbrooke?
	b. Please describe the treatment alternatives that were considered.
	c. What was the recommended option that was presented to customers and why was it selected over the other treatment options?
	d. What were the costs associated with the recommended option?
	e. What would have been the rate impact on customers if the Utility had pursued the recommended option?
	f. Did the Utility acquire costs for the other treatment options? If available, please provide all bids.
	g. If the Utility was to revisit an alternative treatment for Pennbrooke, would the Utility select the previously recommended option? If no, why not?
	h. What would be the rate impact on customers assuming the approval of the Utility’s consolidated rate structure?
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