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	Staff's SECOND Set of Interrogatories to
	Utilities Inc. of Florida (Nos. 17 - 42)
	DEFINITIONS
	INTERROGATORIES
	17. Please identify all COVID related expenses and capital costs, by amount and account, that have been included in the projected test year data.
	18. Please provide the most recent actual and estimated rate case expense, in addition to detailed explanations and calculations to justify estimated expense to complete this rate case.
	19. Please refer to MFR Vol. I, Schedule B-7, Account 618 Chemicals. Please detail this item on a per facility basis using the same columns as Schedule B-7. If this information is unavailable, please explain why. As part of this response, please compl...
	20. Please refer to MFR Vol. I, Schedule B-8, Account 711 Sludge Removal Expense. Please detail this item on a per facility basis using the same columns as Schedule B-8. If this information is unavailable, please explain why. As part of this response,...
	21. Please refer to MFR Vol. I, Schedule B-8, Account 718 Chemicals. Please detail this item on a per facility basis using the same columns as Schedule B-8. If this information is unavailable, please explain why. As part of this response, please compl...
	22. Please refer to the direct testimony of witness Seidman, Exhibits FS-2 and FS-3. Please explain the reason for any differences in the excessive unaccounted for water (EUW) and excessive infiltration and inflow (I&I) percentages between these exhib...
	23. For each system with EUW or excessive I&I, please explain why in detail, and identify what actions UIF is taking to correct these exceedances.
	24. Please explain why the “Total Gallons Corrected for Meter Error” should be used for water used and useful (U&U) and EUW calculations as opposed to the “Total Gallons Pumped per MORs”.
	a. Please indicate whether or not these corrected values were used to calculate water U&U and EUW percentages in UIF’s previous rate case.

	25. Please refer to page 35. As the Utility’s five-year growth per the regression equation is now positive according to the corrected Schedule F-10, is the Utility still requesting that the system be considered 100 percent U&U? If so, please explain i...
	26. Please refer to page 55. Please provide a revised version of Schedule F-6, in Microsoft Excel format with formulas intact, removing the adjustment for prepaid connections, and using the traditional five-year growth per the regression equation.
	27. Please refer to page 57. Is it the Utility’s assertion that the Commission must approve a value of 100 percent U&U for the Lake Utility Services (LUSI) Barrington wastewater system according to the purchase agreement? If so, please explain in detail.
	28. Please refer to pages 71 and 74.  Please provide revised versions of Schedules F-6 and F-8, in Microsoft Excel format with formulas intact, using the traditional five-year growth per the regression equation for the wastewater system.
	29. Please refer to page 156. Please explain in detail why the Utility believes it is appropriate to revert to 2010 test year flows when the system’s most recently approved wastewater treatment plant U&U value was based on 2015 test year flows.
	a. Please provide a revised version of Schedule F-6, in Microsoft Excel format with formulas intact, removing the additional flows associated with the 2010 test year.

	30. Please complete the table below in Microsoft Excel format for each of the following wastewater systems. For each system with lots that are unable to be served, please explain why.
	a. Labrador
	b. Lake Placid
	c. LUSI Barrington
	d. LUSI Lake Groves
	e. Marion Golden Hills/Crownwood
	f. Mid-County
	g. Sandalhaven – EWD Capacity

	31. Please explain in detail the methodology used in the development of the Utility’s proposed water rates.
	32. Please explain in detail the methodology used in the development of the Utility’s proposed wastewater rates.
	33. Please explain in detail the methodology used in the development of the Utility’s proposed reuse rates.
	34. Please provide a schedule of the number of occurrences by initial connection, normal reconnection, and late payment, which reconciles to the test year miscellaneous revenues and shows the allocation between water and wastewater.
	35. On MFR Schedule E-5, the Utility reflected other miscellaneous fees of $14,864 for water and $13,645 for wastewater.  Please provide a detailed explanation and breakdown of what is encompassed in other miscellaneous fees.
	36. In the last rate case, the existing guaranteed revenue charge was designed to reflect the base facility charge for the 5/8” x 3/4” meter.  The Utility did not propose a change in this charge. Please explain in detail whether the guaranteed revenue...
	37. Please indicate the current number of equivalent residential connections (ERCs) currently paying the guaranteed revenue charge.
	38. Please provide a schedule showing the number of ERCs connected and the amount of AFPI charges collected for LUSI’s wastewater system since March 4, 2020.
	39. For wastewater, please provide a schedule showing the number of ERCs connected and the amount of AFPI charges collected to date, by year since December 15, 2015, for the Sandalhaven, Longwood, Labrador, Lake Placid, Mid-County, and UIF-Marion syst...
	40. For water, please provide a schedule showing the percentage of net CIAC to net plant and the number of remaining ERCs to build out for the LUSI, Cypress Lakes, and Sanlando systems.
	41. For wastewater, please provide a schedule showing the percentage of net CIAC to net plant and the number of remaining ERCs to build out for the Sandalhaven, LUSI, Eagle Ridge, Cypress Lakes, Mid-County, Tierra Verde, Sanlando, UIF-Seminole (Ravenn...
	42. The Utility did not propose customer deposits. However, customer deposits are based on two times the average bill. Please explain in detail whether initial customer deposits should be revised to reflect the approved final rates.
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