Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 930256-WS Date Docketed: 03/10/93 Title: SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION Petition for Limited
Proceeding to Implement Water Conservation Plan.
Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation
official Filing Date:
Last Day to Suspend: Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF CcMU EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR (WAW)
("()" indicates OPR) . - - . . . . X - - X
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module C1
Warning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision
Staff Assignments
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff
0 Previous Current
e
2.
3.
Staff Counsel 4,
5.
OCRs ¢ ) 6.
7
8.
9.
10.
1.
« ) 12
13.
14.
15.
16.
7.
« ) 18.
19.
20.
21.
22
23.
« ) 24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
Recommended assignments for hearing ' 30.
and/or deciding this case: ;;- :
Full Commission ____ Commission Panel __ 33.
Hearing Examiner ___ staff . ;g.
Date filed with RAR: gg.
Initials: OPR 38.
Staff Counsel 39.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

- Hearing Officer(s)

Commissioners Hrg. | Staff
Exam.

ALL DS | BR | CL | LA | JN

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;

the identical panel decides the case.

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

Assignments are as follows:

- Prehearing Officer ;="

Commissioners | ADM

DS | BR [ CL | LA | JN

134500 |

Approved:

Date: _ / /
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Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 930256-W Date Docketed: 03/10/93 Title: Petition for Limited Proceeding to Implement Water
Conservation Plan in Seminole County by SANLANDO UTILITIES
Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation CORPORATION.

official Filing Date: 03/10/93

Last Day to Suspend: 05/09/93 Expiration:

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF CMU EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR (WAW)
("()" indicates OPR) . . . _ . - - X . . X
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule

Program/Module C1
Warning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision

Staff Assignments
OPR_Staff B Messer, C Johnson, J Starling

Current CASR revision level Due Dates

0 Previous Current

. Customer Meeting NONE 07/08/93

Staff Recommendation NONE 08/05/93

Agenda - Regular NONE 08/17/93

Staff Counsel C Bedell PAA Order NONE 09/07/93

Close Docket or Revise CASR NONE 10/05/93

OCRs ( )
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Recommended assignments for hearing
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and/or deciding this case: 31
32
Full Commission _X_ Commission Panel
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff .

Date filed with RAR: 03/25/93

Initials: OPR

WNWWWWWWW
VOO ~NOWUVTS~ W

Staff Counsel

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. | Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL DS BR CL LA JN DS BR €L LA JN
X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: 3 \ D\"\)L
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is ) “(\,\‘\ N
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: Pending \ ‘CKES

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 10/91) * COMPLETED EVENTS
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Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 930256-WS Date Docketed: 03/10/93 Title: Petition for Limited Proceeding to Implement Water
o Conservation Plan in Seminole County by SANLANDO UTILITIES
Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation CORPORATION.

Official Filing Date: 03/10/93

Last Day to Suspend: 05/09/93 Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF CMU EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR (WAW)
("O" indicates OPR) —_— — — — X X
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module C1
Warning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision
Staff Assignments
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR _Staff B Messer, C Johnson, J Starling
1 Previous Current
1. Transcripts Due for Customer Meeting NONE 07/23/93
2. Staff Recommendation 08/05/93 0/07/93
3. Agenda - Regular 08/17/93 | 10/19/93
Staff Counsel C Bedell 4. PAA Order 09/07/93 1/08/93
5. Close Docket or Revise CASR 10/05/93 | 12/01/93
OCRs ¢ ) 6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
( ) 1".
12.
13
14.
15.
« ) 16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
« ) 2l
22.
23.
24.
25.
« ) 26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: gg
Full Commission _X _ Commission Panel 34.
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff - 35.
36.
Date filed with RAR: 07/22/93 g;
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. | Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.

ALL DS BR cL LA JN DS BR cL LA JN

X ® X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the identical panel decides the case. . Approved: STD \\A)
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is ) ,,\ Xa=
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: Pending 1 IS 1
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Case Assignment and Scheduling Record ~

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 930256-WS Date Docketed: 03/10/93 Title: Petition for limited proceeding to implement water
conservation plan in Seminole County by SANLANDO UTILITIES
Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation CORPORATION.

Official Filing Date: 03/10/93
Last Day to Suspend: 05/09/93 Expiration:

Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF CMU EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR  (WAW)
(™)™ indicates OPR) X X

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule

Program/Module C1

Warning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision

Staff Assignments
OPR _Staff C Johnson, J Starling

Current CASR revision level Due Dates

2 Previous Current

1. PAA Order 11/08/93 |_12/06/93

2. Close Docket or Revise CASR 12/01/93 | _03/04/98
3.

Staff Counsel C Bedell 4.

T 5.

OCRs ¢ ) 6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

¢ 1.

125

1355

14.

15.

« ) 16.

17

18.

19.

20.

« 21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

« ) 26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Recommended assignments for hearing S

and/or deciding this case: 32.

33.

Full Commission _X Commission Panel _ 34.

Hearing Examiner ___ Staff 35.

36.

Date filed with RAR: 12/03/93 37.

38.

Initials: OPR 39.

Staff Counsel 40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. | Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL DS CcL LA JN KS DS CL LA JN KS
X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman; \
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: T\YD | \/\)L,

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is ] \
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: Pending \ﬁ\‘o ‘C\"\“
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Case Scheduling/Rescheduling Advice

To: x | Commissioner Clark x | Deputy Ex. Director/Technical x | Electric & Gas Director
x | Commissioner Lauredo x | Appeals Director x | Records & Reporting Director
x | Commissioner Johnson x | Legal Director x | Research Director
x | Commissioner Kiesling x | Auditing & Financial Analysis Director x | Water & Sewer Director
x | Executive Director x | Communications Director x | Court Reporter
x | Public Information Officer x | Consumer Affairs Director x | Staff Contact - Willis
From: Office of Chairman J. Terry Deason
Docket No. 930256-WS Y Title: Sanlando Utilities
1. Schedule Information -
Event Former Date New Date Location Time
Service Hearing
Pre-Prehearing Conference
Prehearing Conference 9/2/94 Rm. 122 - TLH. 9:30am
Hearing 9/26 & 27/94 Seminole County 10:00am
Special Agenda
Other
Remarks:
2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:
Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments
Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam.| Staff
Hearing ALL|DS|CL|LA|JN | KS ALL|DS|CL|LA|JN | KS
X|X|X
Prehearing Commissioners " Commissioners
Officer ps|cCL|LA|IN|Ks |aDM fos{cL{ra] i | ks [aDMm
I! X
Remarks:

PSC/NAN 8 (11/93)
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Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Case Assignment and Scheduling Record -

Docket No. 930256-WS Date Docketed: 03/10/93 Title: Petition for limited proceeding to implement water
conservation plan in Seminole County by SANLANDO UTILITIES
Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation CORPORATION.
official Filing Date: 03/10/93
Last Day to Suspend: 05/09/93 Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF CMU EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR (WAW)
(MO indicates OPR) — . . I — - - . — — X
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module C1
wWarning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision
Staff Assignments
Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR Staff M _Golden, C Johnson, T Merchant,
J Starling, M Willis 3 Previous Current
1. 1st Pre-prehearing NONE 03/02/94
2. Testimony - Company NONE 05/06/94
3. Testimony - Intervening NONE 07/22/94
Staff Counsel M _O'Sullivan 4. Testimony - Staff NONE 08/05/94
5. Testimony - Rebuttal NONE 08/19/94
OCRs ¢ ) 6. Notice of Prehearing NONE 08/19/94
7. Prehearing Statements NONE 08/26/94
8. 2nd Pre-prehearing NONE 097/01/94
9. Prehearing NONE 09/02/94
10. Notice of Hearing NONE 09/12/94
« ) 11. Prehearing Order NONE 09/19/%94
12. Discovery Actions Complete NONE 09/19/94
13. Hearing 9/26-27/94 NONE 09/26/94
14. Transcripts Due NONE 0/10/94
15. Briefs Due NONE 0/25/94
« ) 16. Staff Recommendation NONE 12/08/94
17. Agenda - Regular NONE 2/20/94
18. Standard Order NONE 01/03/95
19.
20.
« ) 21.
22.
23.
264.
25,
« ) 26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: 32.
33.
Full Commission _ Commission Panel _X 34.
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff - 35.
36.
pate filed with RAR: 01/12/94 37.
38.
Initials: OPR 39.
Staff Counsel 40.

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

csen

Assignments are as follows:

- Hearing Officer(s)

Commissioners Hrg. | Staff
Exam.
ALL DS CL LA JN KS
X X X

Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;

the identical panel decides the case.

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

nAAIRAN AC 2P .. T IATN -

Arsng YN

- Prehearing Officer

Commissioners ADM
DS CL LA JN KS
X
Approved: &!ﬁ‘v
Date: 01/14/94
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= Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Report.. , (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 930256-WS Date Docketed:

Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation

Official Filing Date: 03/10/93

03/10/93 Title: Petition for limited proceeding to implement water
conservation plan in Seminole County by SANLANDO UTILITIES

CORPORATION.

Last Day to Suspend:  05/09/93 Expiration:

Referred to: ADM
("()" indicates OPR)

AFA

APP CAF CMU EAG GCL

RRR  (WAW)
X

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.

Program/Module C1
Staff Assignments

Time Schedule

Warning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision

Current CASR revision level Due Dates
OPR _Staff T Rendell, C Johnson,
T Merchant, J Starling, 4 Previous Current
M Willis
1.*Customer Meeting SAME _07/08/93
2.*Transcripts Due for Customer Meeting SAME 07/23/93
3.*Staff Recommendation 08/05/93 | 10/07/93
Staff Counsel M _O'Sullivan 4.*Agenda - Regular 08/17/93 | _10/19/93
5.*PAA Order 11/08/93 [_12/06/93
OCRs ¢ ) 6.*Protest Filed SAME 01/03/94
7.*0rder _on Procedure SAME 03/30/94
8. 1st Pre-prehearing SAME 03/30/94
9.*Testimony - Company SAME 05/06/94
10. Staff Recommendation - Motions to Dismiss 04/21/94 | 05/19/94
( ) 11. Agenda - Motions to Dismiss 05/03/94 | 05/31/94
12. Standard Order - Motions to Dismiss _05/23/94 | 06/20/94
13. Testimony - Intervening SAME 07/22/94
14. Testimony - Staff SAME 08/05/94
15. Testimony - Rebuttal SAME 08/19/94
( ) 16. Notice of Prehearing SAME _08/19/94
17. Prehearing Statements SAME 08/26/94
18. 2nd Pre-prehearing SAME _09/01/94
19. Prehearing SAME 09/02/94
20. Notice of Hearing SAME 09/12/94
( ) 21. Prehearing Order SAME 09/19/94
22. Discovery Actions Complete SAME 09/19/94
23. Hearing 9/26-27/%94 SAME 09/26/94
24. Transcripts Due SAME 10/10/94
25. Briefs Due SAME 10/25/94
( ) 26. Staff Recommendation SAME 12/08/94
27. Agenda - Regular SAME 12/20/94
28. Standard Order SAME 01/03/95
29.
30.
Recommended assignments for hearing 31.
and/or deciding this case: 32.
33.
Full Commission _ Commission Panel _X 34.
Hearing Examiner ___ Staff - 35.
36.
Date filed with RAR: 04/29/94 37
38.
Initials: OPR 39,
Staff Counsel 40.
Section 3 - Chairman Completes
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
Commissioners Hrg. Staff Commissioners ADM
Exam.
ALL DS CL LA JN KS DS CL LA JN KS
b & X X X
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: -:Y—~‘;§S\\A1¥J

Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is

assigned the full Commission decides the case.

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 7/93)

* COMPLETED EVENTS

Date: Pending S\\\\‘q»}.




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

h—~ o
Section 1 - Division of Records and Reportinc \R) Completes
Docket No. 930256-WS Date Docketed: 03/10/93 Title: Petition for limited proceeding to implement water
conservation plan in Seminole County by SANLANDO UTILITIES
Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation CORPORATION.
Official Filing Date: 03/10/93
Last Day to Suspend: 05/09/93 Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF CMU EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR (WAW)
("()" indicates OPR) X X
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module (1
Warning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision

Staff Assignments

Current CASR revision level

Due Dates

|
!
|
|
OPR Staff T Rendell, C Johnson, | —
T Merchant, J Starling, | |4 | Previous  Current
M Willis [ I |
| 1.*Customer Meeting | SAME | 07/08/93
| 2.*Transcripts Due for Customer Meeting | SAME | 07/23/93
| 3.*Staff Recommendation | 08/05/93 | 10/07/93
Staff Counsel M O’Sullivan | 4.*Agenda - Regular |_08/17/93 | 10/19/93
| 5.*PAA Order | 11/08/93 | 12/06/93 |
QCRs ( ) | 6.*Protest Filed | SAME | 01/03/94
| 7.*0rder on Procedure | SAME | 03/30/94
| 8.*Testimony - Company | SAME | 05/06/94
| 9.*Staff Recommendation - Motion to Dismiss | NONE | 07/07/94
| 10.*Agenda - Motion to Dismiss | NONE | 07/19/94
( ) | 11. Testimony - Intervening | SAME | 07/22/94
| 12. Testimony - staff | SAME | 08/05/94
| 13. Standard Order - Motion to Dismiss | NONE | 08/08/94
| 14. Testimony - Rebuttal | SAME | 08/19/94
| 15. Notice of Prehearing | SAME | 08/19/94
( ) | 16. Prehearing Statements | SAME | 08/26/94
| 17. 2nd Pre-prehearing | SAME | 09/01/94
| 18. Prehearing _ | SAME | 09/02/94 |
| 19. Notice of Hearing | SAME | 09/12/94
| 20. Prehearing Order | SAME | 09/19/94
( ) | 21. piscovery Actions Complete | SAME ] 09/19/94
| 22. Hearing 9/26-27/94 | saME | 09/26/94
| 23. Transcripts Due | SAME | 10/10/94
| 24. Briefs Due | SAME | 10/25/94
| 25. staff Recommendation | SAME | 12/08/94
( ) | 26. Agenda - Regular | SAME | 12/20/94
| 27. standard Order | SAME | _01/03/95 |
_ | 28. l | I
| 29. | | l
| 30. | [ |
Recommended assignments for hearing | 31. | |
and/or deciding this case: | 32. | |
| 33. | | l
Full Commission Commission Panel _X | 34. | |
Hearing Examiner staff __ | 38, | |
| 36. l | |
Date filed with RAR: 04/29/94 | 37. | | |
| 38. | | |
Initials: OPR | 39 | |
Staff Counsel | 40. | |
Section 3 - Chairman Completes
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
T T T 1 r T 1
| Commissioners | Hrg. | Staff | | Commissioners | abMm |
I —T T T ——— Exam. | | = T T T T !
| ALL | ps | cL | LA | JN | KS | | | | ps | cL | LA | JN | KS | |
- t (e e b= — F——1 f f f i ol
| | [ x | [ x | [ | | [ [ [ [ x | | |
L ] I I L I 1 1 1 { i i i ] ] i
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman;
the identical panel decides the case. Approved:
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 05/11/94

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 7/93) *

COMPLETED EVENTS
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Ca.. Scheduling[Rgsghgdgling Advi.o

September 8, 1994 12:39pm

To: x | Commissioner Clark Deputy Ex. Director/Technical

x | Commissioner Johnson Appeals Director

x | Commissioner Kiesling Legal Director

x | Commissioner Garcia Auditing & Financial Analysis Director

x | Executive Director Communications Director

LI A R

Public Information Officer Consumer Affairs Director

X

LA I R R R

From: Office of Chairman J. Terry Deason

Docket No. 930256-WS Va1 ER (BN g"?‘ \ . Title: Sanlando Utilities Corp.
NNl
IOV ¢ 6 1774 )«J

‘amety

1. Schedule Information FPSC-RECORDS ! REPORTING

Electric & Gas Director
Records & Reporting Director
Research Director

Water & Sewer Director
Court Reporter

Staff Contact - O’Sullivan

Event Former Date New Date Location Time
Service Hearing
Pre-Prehearing Conference
Prehearing Conference 09/02/94 09/08/94 122 - TLH *8:00am
Hearing 09/26 & 27/94 no change Seminole County 10:00am
Special Agenda
Other
Remarks: Rescheduled Prehearing from 9/2 at 9:30am to 9/8/94 at 8:00am.
2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:
Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments
Commissioners Hrg. Commissioners Hig.
Exam. | Staff Exam.| Staff
Hearing ALL|DS|CL|JN | KS |GR ALL|{DS|CL{JN| KS |GR
X| X X
Prehearing “ Commissioners Commissioners
Officer [ ps|cL| N [ ks |GR[aDM ps|cL|IN| ks | Gr [aDM
| X
Remarks:

PSC/NAN 8 (09/94)
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Ca._Scheduling/Rescheduling Ady.

September 8, 1994 1:06pm

To: x | Commissioner Clark Deputy Ex. Director/Technical

Electric & Gas Director

Commissioner Johnson

X Appeals Director

Records & Reporting Director

x | Commissioner Kiesling Legal Director

Research Director

x | Commissioner Garcia Auditing & Financial Analysis Director

Water & Sewer Director

x | Executive Director Communications Director

Court Reporter

L R L L R

Public Information Officer Consumer Affairs Director

X

L L R L ]

Staff Contact - O’Sullivan

From: Office of Chairman J. Terry Deason ,
e

JLIY
‘F\""‘ 9 4..‘v

Docket No. 930256-WS i

8 199N 1))

&
»

> L

P | Title: Sanlando Utilities Corp.

1. Schedule Information F ‘PSC-f?Iig’,‘C‘eR;:rS I REPORTING
Event Former Date New Date Location Time
Service Hearing
Pre-Prehearing Conference
Prehearing Conference 09/08/94 09/13/94 122 - TLH 8:00am
Hearing 09/26 & 27/94 no change Seminole County 10:00am
Special Agenda
Other
&:
Remarks: Rescheduled Prehearing from 9/8 to 9/13/94 at 8:00am.
2. Hearing/Prehearing Assignment Information:
Former Assignments New or Changed Assignments
Commissioners Hrg, Commissioners Hrg.
Exam. | Staff Exam.| Staff
Hearing ALL|DS|CL|JN [ KS [GR ALL|DS|CL|JN|KS |GR
X|X X
Prehearing Commissioners Commissioners
Officer DS|CL | JN | KS | GR |ADM DS|CL|JN | KS | GR |ADM
X
Remarks:

PSC/NAN 8 (09/94)




Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Section 1 - Division of Records and Reporting (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 930256-WS Date Docketed: 03/10/93
Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation

official Filing Date: 03/10/93

Last Day to Suspend: 05/09/93 Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP

("()" indicates OPR)

Title:

CAF

Petition for limited proceeding to impiement water

conservation plan in Seminole County by SANLANDO UTILITIES

CORPORATION.

CMU EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR (WAW)

X X

Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays.

c1

Program/Module

Staff Assignments

Time Schedule

Warning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision

Current CASR revision level

Due Dates

|
|
|
|
OPR_Staff T Rendell, J Chase, T Merchant, | e
J _Starling, R VonFossen, | | ¢ | Previous Current
N Walker, M Willis | e —
| 1. Testimony - Staff | SAME | _08/05/94
| 2. Testimony - Rebuttal | SAME |_08/19/94
| 3. Notice of Hearing | SAME |_09/12/94
staff Counsel M O'Sullivan | 4. Prehearing |_09/08/94 | _09/13/94
| 5. Prehearing Order | SAME |_09/19/94
OCRs ( ) | 6. Discovery Actions Complete | SAME |_09/19/94
| 7. Hearing 9/26-27/94 | SAME |_09/26/94
| 8. Transcripts Due | SAME |_10/10/94
| 9. Briefs Due | SAME  |_10/25/34 |
| 10. Staff Recommendation | SAME | _12/08/94
) | 11. Agenda - Regular | SAME |_12/20/94
| 12. standard Order | SAME | _01/03/95
| 13 | | |
| 14. | | |
| 1s. | | |
() | 16. | | |
| 17. | | |
| 18. | | I
| 19. | | |
| 20. | [ |
« | 21. | | |
| 22. | | |
| 23. | | |
| 24. | | |
| 25. | | |
« | 26. I [ [
| 27. | | |
| 28. | | |
| 29. l l |
| 30. | | |
Recommended assignments for hearing | 31. | |
and/or deciding this case: | 32, | | |
| 2. | | |
Full Commission Commission Panel X | 34. | | |
Hearing Examiner staff | 3s. | | |
o | 36. | | |
Date filed with RAR: 04/29/94 | 37. | | |
| 38. | | |
Initials: OPR | 39. | | |
staff Counsel | 4o0. | | |
Section 3 - Chairman Completes @/S,EA
Assignments are as follows:
- Hearing Officer(s) - Prehearing Officer
I T T 1 r T 1
| Commissioners | Hrg. | staff | | Commissioners | AbM
f T T T T T { Exam. | | | T T T T — |
| ALL | DS | CL | JN | KS | GR | | | | DS | CL | N | KS | GR | |
5 f f } } f f f ! F —t—1—"1—+F —
| | [ x | x | [ x| [ | [ I [ x| | | |
[ 1 1 1 L1 1 | 1 I 1 1 1 1 1
Where panels are assigned the senior Commissioner is Panel Chairman; !
the identical panel decides the case. Approved: Wl
Where one Commissioner, a Hearing Examiner or a Staff Member is
assigned the full Commission decides the case. Date: 09/09/94

PSC/RAR-15 (Rev. 8/94)

* COMPLETED EVENTS
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Case Assignment and Scheduling Record L~

Section 1 - Division of Records and Repor..ag (RAR) Completes

Docket No. 930256-WS Date Docketed: 03/10/93 Title: Petition for limited proceeding to implement water
conservation plan in Seminole County by SANLANDO UTILITIES
Company: Sanlando Utilities Corporation CORPORATION.
Official Filing Date: 03/10/93
Last Day to Suspend: 05/09/93 Expiration:
Referred to: ADM AFA APP CAF CMU EAG GCL LEG RAR RRR (WAW)
("()" indicates OPR) o X X
Section 2 - OPR Completes and returns to RAR in 10 workdays. Time Schedule
Program/Module C1
Warning: This schedule is tentative and subject to revision

sStaff Assignments

OPR_Staff T Rendell, J Chase, T Merchant,

J Starling, R VonFossen,

N Walkexr, M Willis

Staff Counsel M O'sullivan

OCRs ( )

Recommended assignments for hearing
and/or deciding this case:

Full Commission

Hearing Examiner staff

Date filed with RAR: 01/05/95

Commission Panel X

Initials: OPR

staff Counsel

Current CASR revision level

[
(I

. Agenda - Deferred from 12/20/94

Previous

Due Dates

Current

01/17/95

02/07/95

Standard Order

02/06/95

02/27/95

I
I
|
|
|
}
I
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
| 15.
1
|
|
|
i
|
|
[
II
|
|
|
|
|
:
|
|
|
|
|
I

[ [
I |
I |
I |
| |
I I
[ [
| |
| I
[ I
I I
| I
| [
I |
| |
[ [
I I
I I
I |
I |
I |
[ |
I I
I I
[ |
I |
| I
[ |
| |
| |
| I
| I
I |
I |
I I
| I
| |
| |
I I
I |

Section 3 - Chairman Completes

- Hearing Officer(s)

Assignments are as follows:
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Dear _Hr. Lowndes: DATE 3/11793
RE: Docket No. 930256-WS

This will acknowledge receipt of

Petition for Limited Proceeding to Implement Water
Conservstion Plan by SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

which has been filed as of this date. Appropriate staff members will be advised.
lew

STEVE TRIBBLE, Clerk BY:

¥r. John Lowndes
% 215 North Eola Drive

Post Office Box 2809

Orlando, PL 32802

1840500/



State of Florida

Public Serbice Conmission

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: April 8, 1993

TO: All Interested Persons

FROM: Steve Tribble, Director of Records and Reporting
RE: Original Case Assignment and Scheduling Record

Attached is a time schedule, entitled "Case Assignment and Scheduling Record"
(CASR), which has been prepared by Commission staff members and approved by the
Chairman. Please review the schedule and note the dates designated by the Commission
for completion of stages of work in the docket.

Any requests for changes in the schedule must be filed with the Director of Records
and Reporting for consideration by the Commissioner assigned to rule on motions and
procedural matters in the docket or by the Commission Chairman.

Persons receiving these schedules should be aware that the dates are subject to
change and therefore should not rely on them exclusively, but should continue to look to the
Commission’s official notice and orders for firm dates of hearings and other activities.
ST/wds

attachment

PSC/RAR3S5 (Rev 1/93)

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET @ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
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sw JOHNS RIVER : Henry Dean, Executive Director
John R. Wehle, Assistant Executive Director
WATER POST OFFICE BOX 1429 PALATKA, FLORIDA 32178-1429

MAN AGEMENT TELEPHONE 904/329-4500 SUNCOM 904/860-4500
DlSTR'CT FAX (EXECUTIVE/LEGAL) 329-4125 (PERMITTING) 329-4315 (ADMINISTRATION/FINANCE) 329-4508

FIELD STATIONS
618 E. South Street 7775 Baymeadows Way PERMITTING: OPERATIONS:
Orlando, Florida 32801  Suite 102 305 East Drive 2133 N. Wickham Road
407/897-4300 Jacksonville, Florida 32256 Melbourne, Florida 32904  Melbourne, Florida 32935-8109
904/730-6270 407/984-4940 407/254-1762

May 13, 1993

Steve Tribble, Director

Division of Records and Reporting
Public Service Commission
Fletcher Building

101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Re: Petition of Sanlando Utilities Corporation
for a Limited Proceeding to Implement Water
Conservation Plan; PSC Docket No. 93-0256"

Dear Mr. Tribble:

I am writing to request a complete copy of the above-
referenced file and to be copied on future filings in this
case, notified in advance of all meetings, actions, confer-
ences, etc. concerning the above-referenced matter.

Thank you for your attention to this request. 1If you
need anything further, please contact me at SUNCOM 860-4199,
or my assistant, Judy Franklin, at SUNCOM 860-4234.

incerely,

: ‘ ~ /D
mfwfz%w&
JLB: jmt Jenndter {.. Burdick a
Asst. General Counsel

/

4

Q

c: Naomi Whitney -

Joe E. Hill, CHAIRMAN Patricia T. Harden, VICE CHAIRMAN Jesse J. Parrish, Ill, TREASURER Lenore N.
, . , . LR e N: McCul »
LEESBURG SANFORD TITUSVILLE ) onmselgggk SECRETARY
Reid Hughes Dan Roach William Segal Denise M. Prescod James H. Williams

DAYTONA BEACH FERNANDINA BEACH MAITLAND JACKSONVILLE OCALA




MEMORANDU UM

June 14, 1993

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (BEDELL%}}&
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - PETITION OF SANLANDO UTILITIES

CORPORATION FOR A LIMITED PROCEEDING TO IMPLEMENT WATER
CONSERVATION PLAN

Please add the following individual to your mailing list in
the in the above-referenced docket file:

St. Johns Water Management District
efe—Jennifer L. Burdick, Esqg.

P.O. Box 1429

Palatka, FL 32178-1429

Thank you. (\\sz

CB/mcs

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Willis, Messer)
Jennifer L. Burdick, Esq.
SanLando Utilities




MEMORANDUM

June 29, 1993 JUN 2 9 1993

TO: THOMAS M. BEARD, COMMISSIONER
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (BEDELL)(L&S
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - PETITION OF SANLANDO UTILITIES

CORPORATION FOR A LIMITED PROCEEDING TO IMPLEMENT WATER
CONSERVATION PLAN

On June 7, 1993, the St. Johns River Water Management District
(Water Management Dlstrlct) filed a petition to intervene in the
above-referenced docket. No objection to this petltlon,bwhlch is
in support of Sanlando Utilities Corporation's (Sanlando) petition,
has been filed. The Water Management District states in its
petltlon that it wishes to become a party for purposes of providing
testimony and evidence relevant to Sanlando's petition.

I recommend denying the petition to intervene as premature. I
also recommend allowing the Water Management District leave to

refile at a later date. The basis for my recommendation is as
follows: the subject proceeding is a limited proceeding from
which a PAA Order will be issued; the approprlate time to

intervene and to provide testlmony and evidence is after the PAA
Order is protested, if it is protested; and, this is not yet a
proceeding being conducted pursuant to Chapter 120.57, Florida
Statutes, as contemplated by the Intervention Rule 25-22.039,
Florida Administrative Code. Further, staff is conducting 1nformal
discovery and can contact the Water Management District for
relevant information; the Water Management District has Dbeen
notified of the customer meeting scheduled for July 8th; and, it
has been placed on the mailing list for this docket.

A copy of the petition to intervene and a draft order are

attached for your consideration. Please call me if you should need
any further information.

CB/mcs
Attachments
cc: Division of Records and Reporting

Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, J. Williams,
Starling, Johnson, VonFossen)




BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

DOCKET NO. 930256-WS
ORDER NO.
ISSUED:

In Re: Petition of Sanlando
Utilities Corporation for a
Limited Proceeding to Implement
Water Conservation Plan.

ORDER DENYING PETITION TO INTERVENE

On June 7, 1993, the St. Johns River Water Management District
(Water Management District) filed its Petition to Intérvene. No
objection to this petition was filed. The Water Management
District states in its petition that it wishes to become a party
for purposes of providing testimony and evidence relevant to
Implement a Water Conservation Plan.

The appropriate time to intervene pursuant to Rule 25-22.039,
Florida Administrative Code, is when there is a pending Chapter
120.57, Florida Statutes, hearing. The subject proceeding is a
limited proceeding from which a proposed agency action will issue;
this is not a Chapter 120.57 proceeding at this time. Therefore,
the Petition to Intervene filed by the Water Management District is
hereby denied. However, at such time as the proposed agency action
issued in this docket is timely protested by a party whose
interests are adversely affected, the Water Management District may
refile its Petition to Intervene.

It is, therefore,

ORDERED by Commissioner Thomas M. Beard, as Prehearing Officer
that the Petition to Intervene filed by the St. Johns River Water
Management District is hereby denied with leave to refile as
discussed in the body of this Order.

By ORDER of Commissioner Thomas M. Beard, as Prehearing
Officer, this day of ;

THOMAS M. BEARD, Commissioner and
Prehearing Officer

(S EAL)

CB




ORDER NO.
DOCKET NO. 930256-WS
PAGE 2

NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section
120.59 (4), Florida  Statutes, to notify parties of any
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders that
is available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as
well as the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice
should not be construed to mean all requests for an administrative
hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief
sought.

Any party adversely affected by this order, which is
preliminary, procedural or intermediate in nature, may request: (1)
reconsideration within 10 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.038(2),
Florida Administrative Code, if issued by a Prehearing Officer; (2)
reconsideration within 15 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.060, Florida
Administrative Code, if issued by the Commission; or (3) judicial
review by the Florida Supreme Court, in the case of an electric,
gas or telephone utility, or the First District Court of Appeal, in
the case of a water or wastewater utility. A motion for
reconsideration shall be filed with the Director, Division of
Records and Reporting, in the form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060,
Florida Administrative Code. Judicial review of a preliminary,
procedural or intermediate ruling or order is available if review
of the final action will not provide an adequate remedy. Such
review may be requested from the appropriate court, as described
above, pursuant to Rule 9.100, Florida Rules of Appellate
Procedure.
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Docket No.: 93025%%wW8"
Filed: March 10, 1993

IN RE: Petition of SANLANDO
UTILITIES CORPORATION for a
Limited Proceeding to Implement
Water Conservation Plan

S e

ST. JOHNS RIVER WATER MANAGEMENT DISTRICT’S PETITION
TO INTERVENE IN SUPPORT OF SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION’S
PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING TO IMPLEMENT
WATER CONSERVATION PLAN

COMES NOW, Petitioner, St. Johns River Water . Management
District ("District"), pursuant to Fla. Admin. Code Rule 25~22.039,'
and files this Petition with the Florida Public Service Commission
("Commission") to intervene in the Petition for Limited Proceeding
to Implement Water Conservation Plan filed by Sanlando Utilities
Corporation ("Sanlando") on March 10, 1993. In support of this
petition, the District states:

L« This matter is before the Florida Public Service
Commission. The Commission’s docket number assigned to this case
is 930256-WS.

2. Petitioner District is an agency of the State of Florida
authorized under chapter 373, Florida Statutes, to regulate the
consumptive use of water and to promote the conservation,
development, and proper utilization of water.

3. The District is not presently aware of any disputed issues
of material fact.

4, Section 403.064, Fla. Stat., the state water policy
contained in chapter 17-40, Florida Administrative Code, ahd the

District’s consumptive uses of water rule (Chapter 40C-2, Fla.




Admin. Code), all encourage and éromote the use of reclaimed water
as a state objective.

S. The District has issued four consumptive use permits which
are relative to this matter:

a) Sanlando Utilities Corporation

Permit No. 2-117-0006UR; Issued on February 13, 1990, for
seven years.

b) Orlando Resort Corporation (Sabal Point Golf Course)
Permit No. 2-117-0227U0V; Issued on May 7, 1991 for four
years. .

c) Prince Lake Wood Florida, Inc. (Sweetwater Country Club);

Permit No. 2-095-0483UV; Issued on April 9, 1991 for
four years.

d) Francis and Leola Bowman (Wekiva Golf Club); Permit No.
2-117-0220U0V; Issued on May 7, 1991 for four years.

Sanlando’s Permit requires it to continue negotiations wiﬁh
fhe entities listed in paragraphs (c) and (d) above for the
provision of reclaimed water to be used for irrigation of the golf
courses. Likewise, the permits for the Sweetwater and Wekiva golf
clubs require the owners of those properties to use reclaimed water
to irrigate the golf courses when it becomes available and
provided it is feasible to do so.

6. Approval of implementation of Sanlando’s water
conservation plan will forward the state and District objective of
conserving water.

. 7. The District, therefore, supports implementation of
Sanlando’s Water Conservation Plan and wishes to intervene in this
limited proceeding and become a party for purposes of providing

testimony and evidence relevant to Sanlando’s petition.



Respectfully submitted,

WL«T Rondie e

INNIFER/{L. BURDICK

A. BAR O 0457530
Attorney for St. Johns River
Water Management District
P. O. Box 1429
Palatka, F1 32178-1429
(904) 329-4199

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that an original and 15 copies of the
foregoing petition were filed with the Clerk of the Florida Public
Service Commission and a correct copy of the foregoing petition was
sent by U.S. Mail to JOHN F. LOWNDES, Esquire, 215 N. Eola Dr.,
Orlando, F1 32802 and KATHY BIDDELL, Esquire, Florida Public
Service Commission, 101 East Gaines St., Tallzhassee, Florida,

2ed
32399 on this °2Ve\ day of June, 1993.

o o € Bndik

JﬁNNIFER L) BURDICK
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FROM: (/339 Garch Vieo ef

Longwood, FL 32750

JuL - 61993

Director, Division of Records And Reporting
Florida Public S8ervice Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassee, FL 323%95-0870

Dear: Director, Division of Records And Reporting

In Reference to Docket No. 930256, we have concerns about the approximate
increase in water and sewer bills as stated by Sanlando Utilities
Corporation. They stated that the increase is around 4.15% for waste water
and 3.84% for water.

My spouse and I took the proposed increases and figured my out what my new

bill would be. These figures are based on an my last bill of $ 26.92 for
6000 gallons water, and sewer charges of § 272.20 for a total of

S - . Using the figures from the docket, my new water bill would cost

$ 49.2% and my sewer bill would cost $23./7 . This gives me a new total

bill of $ &7/ and a total increase of _38 %.

We are totally against paying a higher price for water or sewer. Like
other utilities, units of usage for water and sewer should be charged the
same no matter who you are " (i.e. by the Gallon)". Usage should be the
the same for all users. If you use one (1) gallon or two hundred thousand
(200,000) gallons, the price per galion should be the same.

If Sanlando Utilities needs extra funds for remodeling, let everyone feel
the increase equally - lower usage customers (i.e., people with no lawns or
children living in an apartment) should pay the same increase as people
with larger families and lawns. We are already bearing the bulk of
property and school tax. Enough is enough!

Sincerely,

P Joria InTH



The attached is sent to you for:

03 Your Information

"3 Further Handling
() Necessary Action
M Advice on Handling
3 Response

Remarks:

P
Division of Records & Reporting __,_,_/__-———
4
PSC/R&R (6/92) ™
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JAcCK R. HIATT

1816 Wingfield Drive
Longwood, FL 32779
407-682-6156

July 4, 1993

Director, Division of Records and Reporting

Florida Public Service Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassee, FLL 32399-0870 i

Dear Director:

These comments concern docket # 930256-WS, Sanlando Utilities' application for a rate increase
supposedly to support a water conservation plan..

As you can imagine, upon first reading the small flyer which contains a note about this proposed
rate increase, my first reaction was that this must be a joke. First off, I do not believe that
Sanlando is doing this out of the goodness of their hearts or out of concern for the environment.
It does appear that this is a pure and simple attempt to raise rates in order to be more profitable
and make it easier to sell their company, since earlier attempts to sell have failed.

And the comment that "a portion of the revenues ... would be used to ... construct the specific
utility plant.." says it all. What "portion" will be used for the plant and what portion will merely
add to profits?? Since the flyer admits that only a "limited reduction in consumption will be
achieved", obviously much/most of this rate increase is a pure play for profits.

What about the economic impact on users? How many of Sanlando customers will be affected by
this proposed increase? Usage of 10,000 gallons per month is barely enough for a family to bathe
and wash their clothes. For many people in our area this will pose yet another choice between
water and other necessities like food, clothing and shelter. Has Sanlando analyzed this impact
before its rush for profits?? How many more affluent people will merely dig wells and circumvent
the price increase and thus avoid any conservation efforts??

Having lived in Los Angeles for many years, I can honestly tell you that price increases like the
ones proposed do little to conserve water. Poor people suffer, affluent people don't care about
the increases. Real conservation takes a little more thought than this.

If Sanlando's need is to construct a plant to provide treated waste water to golf courses, why
should consumers in the area that have no stake in the golf courses have to pay for it? Let the
golf courses go broke for all I care or pay for the plant themselves. Don't double or triple my
water rates!!

iy 1R
Please place me on the mailing list for thiscase.

o p_nf —
LI e ) S/
{ ,r" ) /




DATE _ 7 -9 -9.3

TO _ /A S

The attached is sent to you for:

O Your Information

T Further Handling
O Necessary Action
O Advice on Handling
O Response

Remarks: ?"30 25 % -LJS

Division of Records & Reporting %%
. /
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July 13, 1993

JuL 141993
FPSC-RECORDS / REPORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (BEDELL)(LE%)
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - PETITION OF SANLANDO UTILITIES

CORPORATION FOR A LIMITED PROCEEDING TO IMPLEMENT WATER
CONSERVATION PLAN

Please add the following information to your 1list of
interested parties in the above referenced docket:

William Segal, 955 Stonewood Lane, Maitland, FL 32751
(407) 767-0588

Charles Lee, 460 Highway 436, Casselberry, FL 32707
(407) 260-8300

John Iannotti, 100 Marcy Blvd., Longwood, FL 32750
(407) 339-4331

John Davis, 1747 Alvarado Ct., Longwood, FL 32779
(407) 682-2211

Mike Pecker, 408 Sandy Hill Drive, Longwood, FL 32779
(407) 862-5580

Leonor A. Barrett, 228 Markham Woods Road, Longwood, FL 32779
(407) 788-2056

Jack Hiatt, 1816 Wingfield Drive, Longwood, FL 32779
(407) 682-3336

CB/mcs

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Starling, Johnson,
J. Williams, Von Fossen)




July 22, 1993

Director, Division of Records and Reporting FPSC-RECORDS / REPORTING

Florida Public Service Commission
101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0870

Subject: Docket No. 930256-WS, Petition of Sanlando Utilities Corporation
for a Limited Proceedmg to Implement A Water Conservation Plan

Dear Sirs:

Please be advised that I wish to have my name added to the mailing list for the subject
docket and would appreciate receiving a copy of the docket and all correspondence and
information that is public record regarding this request by the Utility. Your cooperation
in this regard will be appreciated. Please send all information to:

David R. Refling
101 Havilland Point
Longwood, Florida 32779

Respectfully,

O 20 D0 \
iDZU\f\/é( ‘7\)' J\b’g‘/Ql‘"ﬁ’\BA

David R. Refling
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State of Florida

Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: July 23, 1993

TO: Steve Tribble, Director, Division of Records and Reporting
FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: Docket No. 930256-WS, (Customer Meeting) 55 pages

IN RE: Petition of Sanlando Utilities Corporation for a Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan

DOCUMENT NO. 07939 7/23/93
The transcript for the above-described hearing has been completed and is forwarded for
placement in the docket file.
Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:
Legal, AFAD, WAW
The following exhibits are being filed with this transcript:
NONE

The following exhibits have not been furnished to the Bureau of Reporting to date and do
not accompany this transcript:

///‘
NONE \T/
Acknowledged by: o~ )/ @A/M,)

S~—

JK/eb
PSC/RAR 28 (Rev 1/93)
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August 25, 1993

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0870

Subject: Docket No 930256-WS, Petition of Sanlando Utilities Corporation
for a Limited Proceeding to Implement A Water Conservation Plan

Dear Sirs:

While reading through the package of information provided previously it came to my
attention that the Commission requested additional information from the Utility on July 28,
1993 that had no response included as part of my copies. Has the Commission received that
response and/or any other correspondence from the applicant? Also, were rates approved
on August 17, 1993 or was there a continuance? If these additional items are readily
available please notify me regarding the cost to receive copies. I wish to be notified of any
correspondence and determinations that take place.

Sincerely,

~
\ Ve IV 9

{1 ¢ / P ) | \
\/ V‘\ V4 ‘\/C y ;I\ {j\_% Q«J V\C} ( ‘Qv\_,
27"
. ' (4 ‘{/‘,} &I’, 7 \ "'.//'/
David R. Refling i ( / ey
101 Havilland Point ‘\ N a1~ :
Longwood, Florida 32779 A /\ WA ] 7, 7
f i v
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TRICIA A. MADDEN, P.A.

Attorney at Law

Great Western Bank Bldg., Suite 200

500 E. Altamonte Drive (SR 436)

Altamonte Springs, Florida 32701
(407) 260-0440

Personal Injury
Wrongful Death
Workers’ Compensation

ISEP - 2 1093

FPSC-RECQRDS | REPORTING
August 6,::1.993

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Pallahassee,; FPL - 32399-0870

Re: Docket #  930256-WS
Petition Of Sanlando Utilities Corporation for a limited
proceeding to implement a water conservation plan.

Dear Sirs:

It was my intent to attend the public hearing held on Thursday,
July 8, 1993 at the Sheraton Orlando-North. Unfortunately court
requirements prevented my attendance.

I do want to bring to the attention of the Florida Public Service
Commission that the plan offered by the Sanlando Utilities is by no
means a water conservation plan. Instead it is a discriminatory
plan based on higher rates for larger families. Any effort to
conserve water would have to look at the consumption rate per
person as opposed to a consumption rate per residential facility.

The plan as proposed by Sanlando Utilities places a maximum of
10,000 gallons per residential household before there is a rate
increase. All this means is that the smaller your family the more
likely you are to stay within the 10,000 gallons. It does nothing
to assure that family members living in a one-to-two-member family
household would do anything to conserve water, since there are only
two or fewer people in the household it would be relatively easy to
stay within the 10,000 gallon usage. As soon as you add additional
family members, your ability to remain under the 10,000 gallons is
diminished or erased by the fact there is a certain basic level of
water usage that is required by any one person.

On the 10,000 gallon basis in a two-person household, each person
can use up to 5,000 gallons, singularly or in combination without
any penalty. If 'a family member in a three-or-four-member
household uses the same amount of usage, i.e., 5,000 gallons per
person, the family household immediately arises above the 10,000
limit even though they may each individually be doing as much or
more to conserve water usage than that in the two or smaller family
unRiiLs




Florida Public Service Commission
August 6, 1993
Page 2

The plan as proposed is not a water conservation unit, it is merely
a punitive unit on family units larger than two.

Therefore I would request that the Public Service Commission not
approve this plan and request that Sanlando Utilities go back and
design a much more practical plan that will actually offer a water
conservation result rather than a plan that will merely increase
the funds provided to Sanlando Utilities by its customers.

Sincerely,
;Z:;;a & . Madda_
Tricia A. Madden

TAM/ja




o~ State of Florida __ /]

Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

LUIS J. LAUREDO
JULIA L. JOHNSON

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Service Commission) =
G

October 7, 1993 ' 00"'6‘5933

Mr. Charles Lee
460 Hwy. 436
Casselberry, Florida 32707

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Lee:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this

- matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please

Sincergly,

feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Catherine Bedell
Senior Attorney

CB/dxr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer




— State of Florida

Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

LUIS J. LAUREDO
JULIA L. JOHNSON

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 7, 1993

Ms. Leonor Barrett
228 Markham Woods Road
Longwood, Florida 32779

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Comnservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Ms. Barrett:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerely,

Senior Attorney
CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer




-~ State of Florida ..

Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

LUIS J. LAUREDO

JULIA L.JOHNSON

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 7, 1993

Mr. Jack Hiatt
1816 Wingfield Drive
Longwood, Florida 32779

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Hiatt:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerely,

Catherine Bedel
Senior Attorney

CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer




R State of Florida

Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

LUIS J. LAUREDO

JULIA L. JOHNSON

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 7, 1993

Mr. James Balletta
Lowndes Law Firm

P.O. Box 2809

Orlando, Florida 32802

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Balletta:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerely,

Cath;%égflg522§§{/7

Senior Attorney
CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer




P State of Florida .

Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

LUIS J. LAUREDO

JULIA L.JOHNSON

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 7, 1993

Ms. Jennifer Burdick:

St. Johns River Water Management District
P.O. Box 1429

Palatka, Florida 32178-1429

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Ms. Burdick:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerely,

Catherine B;ggg3é%ﬂ

Senior Attorney
CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
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Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

LUIS J. LAUREDO

JULIA L. JOHNSON

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 7, 1993

Mr. William Segal
855 Stonewood Lane
Maitland, Florida 32751

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Segal:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerely,

Catherine Bedel
Senior Attorney

CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
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J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK
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DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 7, 1993

Mr. John Davis
1747 Alvarado Court
Longwood, Florida 32779

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Davis:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerel

Catherine Be
Senior Attorney

CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
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Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

LUIS J. LAUREDO
JULIA L. JOHNSON

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commissgion

October 7, 1993

Mr. Mike Pecker
408 Sandy Hill Drive
Longwood, Florida 32779

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Pecker:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Senior Attorney

CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
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DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commisgion

October 7, 1993

Mr. John Iannotti
100 Marcy Blvd.
Longwood, Florida 32750

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Iannotti:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerely,

Catherine Bedell
Senior Attorney

CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
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NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 7, 1993

Mr. David Refling
101 Havilland Point
Longwood, Florida 32779

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Refling:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerely,

Ca Prié Bedell
Senior Attorney

CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
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J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
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DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 7, 1993

Mr. Lester Mandell

Sanlando Utilities Corp.

P.O. Box 3884

Longwood, Florida 32791-0884

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County By
Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Mandell:

Attached is a copy of the Staff Recommendation filed in this
matter on October 7, 1993. The Commission is expected to consider
this Recommendation at its October 19, 1993, Agenda Conference
which will be held in Room 106, Fletcher Building, 101 East Gaines
Street, in Tallahassee beginning at 9:30 a.m. Due to the number
of items to be covered at this conference, we cannot state the
exact time at which this item will be heard. You are welcome to
come to this Agenda Conference and observe and/or participate in
the discussion of this item. If you have any questions, please
feel free to call me at (904) 487-2740.

Sincerely,

Catherine Bedell
Senior Attorney

CB/dr
Attachment: Recommendation

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Merchant)
Division of Records and Reporting

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer
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J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
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DIRECTOR
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'October 21, 1993

John G. Davis
1747 Alvarado Court
Longwood, Florida 32779

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for Limited Proceeding to
Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County by
SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

Dear Mr. Davis:

Thank you for your letter of October 12 concerning the
Sanlando limited proceeding. At Agenda on the 19th of October, the
Commission approved the Alternate Staff Recommendation. An Order
confirming the Commission vote will be issued in about 3 weeks. If
you should have any questions please do not hesitate to call me.

(Wl Asdetf

Catherine Bedell
Senior Attorney

CB/dr
Attachments

cc: Division of Records and Reporting
Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Johnson, Starling)

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmstive Action/Equal Opporunity Employer




MEMORANDUM

October 22, 1993

TOl DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (BEDELL)
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING TO

IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY BY
SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

Please add the following name to the mailing list in the
above-referenced docket.

Mr. Francis K. Bowman

P.O. Box 3174
Longwood, Florida 32791

CB/dr
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Messer, Johnson, Starling)
Mr. Francis K. Bowman




S |

MEMORANDU UM

December 10, 1993

18{0)5 DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING

FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (BEDELLX

RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING TO
IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY BY
SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

-
1771- FOr
Attached is an Order 920256-WS, to be issued in the above-
referenced docket. (Number of pages in Order - 12)
**kk QAVE* * % %

kkkkkkkkkkkkkkkk****THTS ORDER MUST BE ISSUED TODAY* k%% %%k %%k %% kk%

CB/ddl
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (VonFossen, Johnson,
Starling, Willis, Merchant)

I:95302560R.ddl

Ealss




REC™'DS AND REPORTING

FLORIDA PUBLIC SER' E COMMISSION -
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date 3 /
Number of Originals Copies Per Original
Requested By
. ltem Presented
——— Agenda For (Date) Order No. in Docket No. —Lag Ll
- Notice of For (Date) In Docket No.
et - OMDNOT
i Special Handling Instructions
Distribution/Mailing
Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number Verified By

Date and Time Completed Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial)
Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)




MEMORANDU UM

December 13, 1993 LI 25

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (BEDELL)
A 30R5 L1
RE: DOCKET NO. 920256-WS - PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING TO

IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY BY
SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

177)A- FOF

Attached is an Amended Order 920256-WS, to be issued in the
above-referenced docket.

CB/ddl
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (VonFossen, Johnson,
Starling, Willis, Merchant)

I:AMENDOR.CB




FLORIDA PUBLIC SER'” SE COMMISSION - REC”™DS AND REPORTING

Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / — /
Number of Originals Copies Per Original
Requested By
: ltem Presented
———— Agenda For (Date) Order No. In Docket No.
——— Notice of For (Date) In Docket No.
e Other

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mailing

Number Distributed/Mailed To Number
Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List

Distribution/Mailed To

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

; Print Shop Verification
Job Number Verified By
Date and Time Completed L - Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial) ?
Mail Room Verification
Date Malled ; Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)



Printed by Dstrickl 12/14,.3 11l:37am

MHS MAIL 12/14/93 11:23am
TO: DSTRICKL @ PSC (Don Strickland)
FROM: CBEDELL @ PSC (Catherine Bedell)

cC:

SUBJECT: Sanlando Utilities, Docket No. 930256

MESSAGE-ID: C3A60D2D8175BOD1 VIA-HOST: PSC.PSC

MESSAGE:

Please add the following to the mailing list and send a copy of the
recent Orders. Thanks.

Ned Williamson, Esquire
300 Garfield Ave.

Suite 100

Winter Park, Florida 32789




State of Florida -

Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

LUIS J. LAUREDO

JULIA L. JOHNSON

DIANE K. KIESLING

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Bublic Serbice Commission

h E@Eﬁﬁ?@ I] |

January 19, 1994 JAN 2 0 1994

FPSC-RECORDS / REPORTING
Mr. James Hoctor, Esquire

Post Office Box 2809
Orlando, Florida 32802

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS -- Petition for proceeding to implement water
conservation plan in Seminole County by Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Hoctor:

This letter is a follow-up to our telephone conversation. Enclosed please find

~a copy of the Case Assignment and Scheduling Record (CASR) for this case. As |

indicated to you this morning, if a motion to dismiss is filed, the Commission will

schedule it for consideration on its next ava:lable agenda after the time period for
response has expired.

Please contact me if you have any further questions or concerns in this

matter.
Sincerely,
garet E. O’Sullivan
Staff Attorney
MEO/
Enclosures

CG: Division of Records and Reporting
Division of Water and Wastewater (Martha Golden)

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer




FLORIDA PUBLIC SERY™CE COMMISSION - REC@®DS AND REPORTING

Requisition for Photocopying and

Date o MR
Copies Per Original

Number of Originals
Requested By

- ltem Presented
—— Agenda For (Date) Order No. : In Docket No.
——— Notice of For (Date) In Docket No.
— Other

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mailing

Number Distributed/Mailed To Number
Comnrnission Offices
Docket Mailing List

Distribution/Mailed To

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Verified By
Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial)

Job Number
Date and Time Completed

Mail Room Verification
Verified By

Date Mailed

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)




MEMORANDT UM

January 26, 1994

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVANY?%O
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - ‘Petition for limited proceeding

to implement water conservation plan in Seminole County
by SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

A 22 m B
0090 -PCL

Attached is an Order Granting Intervention to be issued in the
above-referenced docket. (Number of Pages in Order - 2 )

MEO/dl
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Golden, Johnson, Merchant,
Starling, Willis)

I: 9302560I.mo




MEMORANDUM

March 28, 1994

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN)CZ%b
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - PETITION FOR A LIMITED PROCEEDING

TO IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY,
BY SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION

0375-PCO
Attached is an Order Establishing Procedures to be issued in
the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in Order - 8)
MEO/dl
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Chapdelaine)

I: 9302560P.MO




O

FROM:

RE:

MEMORANDUM

April 21, 1994

REEIVE)

I\ aor oo 9t

DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING fPS™.mr WRT
DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN) /? e

DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding
to implement water conservation plan in Seminole County
by SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

Pco - 0476

Attached is an Order Granting Intervention to be issued in the

above-referenced docket. (Number of Pages in Order - 3)

MEO/dl

Attachment

ccC:

Division of Water and Wastewater (Golden, Johnson, Merchant,

Starling, Willis)

I: 93025602.MO
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RECORDS AND REPORTING

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION -
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / /
Copies Per Original

Number of Origi-nals
Requested By

Item Presented

swecgAgendaFor(Bate) o oo Ordler No., In Docket No.
— Notice of : For (Date) In Docket No.
satasi  ORRer
Special Handling Instructions
Distribution/Mailing
Distribution/Mailed To

Number Distributed/Mailed To Number
Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Verified By
Job Checked For Comrectness and Quality (Initial)

Job Number
Date and Time Completed

oy Mail Room Verification
1 Verified By ‘-l 1~

Date Mailed

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)
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FPSC-[ECORDS 2'1"%”&(.1/\4(
SURECORDS /REPORTING
vl

RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding to
implement water conservation plan in Seminole County by
SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

MEMORANDT UM

s’

August 12, 1994

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING .

FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIV%N)

29 F7- Yo &~
Attached is an Order Denying Motions to Dismiss, to be issued
in the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in Order - 12)
MEO/dp
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Rendell, Johnson, Starling,
Willis)

AL g 930256-0.MO
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RECORDS AND REPORIING

FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION -
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date ——_/ / ;
Copies Per Original !

Number of Originals
Requested By

Item Presented

Agenda For (Date) Order No. in Docket No.
Notice of For (Date) In Docket No.
Other
Special Handling Instructions
Distribution/Mailing
Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To
' Commission Offices
(© Docket Mailing List

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number Verified By
Date and Time Completed Job Checked For Cormrectness and Quality (Initial)

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed __ Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)
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MEMORANDUM ‘
August 18, 1994 v
‘r:,,\ . BI'U dJ [t
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING NG
/A
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN) /Vf}\
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING

TO IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY
-~ BY SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION

Attached is a Notice of Prehearing to be issued in the above-
referenced dockets. This notice must be issued by August 19, 1994.
(Number of pages in document - 2)

MEO/dp

Attachment

cc: Div. of Water and Wastewater (Chase, Rendell, Von Fossen,
Walker, Willis)

Court Reporter
Public Information

I:\PSC\LEG\WP\930256NP.MO
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORL. AND REPORTING

Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date / /
Copies Per Original

Number of Originals
Requested By

ltem Presented
Order No. In Docket No.

——— Agenda For (Date) .
_L___ Notice of : For (Date) ; In Docket No.

ez siOThHer

Special Handling Instructions

.,

Distribution/Mailing

Number Distributed/Mailed To Number
Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List

Distribution/Mailed To

Note: Items must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number Verified By
Date and Time Completed Job Checked For Comrectness and Quality (Initial)

Mail Room Verification
Date Mailed Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)
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MEMOQRANDTUM . -

A AUB 24w Y
TO PARTIES OF RECORD AND INTERESTED PERSONS e

FPSE-RECORDS / REPORTING
FROM : MAGGI O'SULLIVAN, STAFF COUNSELd%gy'
RE DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION OF SANLANDO UTILITIES

CORPORATION FOR A LIMITED PROCEEDING TO IMPLEMENT WATER
CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY.

DATE : AUGUST 24, 1994

Please note that an informal meeting between Commission Staff,
parties, and any interested person has been scheduled at the
following time and place:

Thursday, September 1, 1994 at 3:00 p.m.
Room 233 (Legal Conference Room)

Public Service Commission

Fletcher Building

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassee, FL 32399

The meeting will be a discussion between Staff and parties in
order to review the draft Prehearing Order, in preparation for the
Prehearing Conference scheduled for the next day. If you wish to
arrange to participate in the meeting by telephone, please let me
know within the next few days and I will make arrangements for a
conference call.

As you know, prehearing statements must be filed with the
Commission by Friday, August 26, 1994. I have attached a copy of
the list of issues proposed by Staff.

MEO/

cc: Division of Records and Reporting
Division of Legal Services (Pierson)
Division of Water and Wastewater (Chase, Rendell, Willis,
Walker, Von Fossen)

930256MP .MO




List

ISSUE 1:

ISSUE 2:

ISSUE 3:

ISSUE 4:

ISSUE 5:

ISSUE 6:

ISSUE 7:

of Issues -- Docket No. 930256-WS

Should the Commission approve Sanlando's petition to
implement the water conservation plan?

If the water conservation plan is approved, should the
surcharge be subject to regulatory assessment fees?

If the water conservation plan is approved, should the
surcharge be used to offset underearnings that may occur
as a result of decreased water consumption?

If the water conservation plan is approved, how should
the utility retain and utilize the funds collected under
the plan?

If the water conservation plan is approved, how long
should the conservation rates be implemented?

If the water comnservation plan is approved, how should
the surcharge be booked to the utility?

If the water conservation plan is approved, how should
the reuse plant be booked to the utility?
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MEMORANDUM ‘
August 26, 1994 J s AUS 2‘;'7;.,;;_” i T
FPSe
R@): DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING »
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (PIERSON) @
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING

TO IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY
BY SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION

Attached is Commission Staff's Prehearing Statement to be
filed in the above-referenced docket.

MEO/dp
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Rendell, Walker, Starling,
Willis, Chase, Von Fossen)

I:930256PS.MO



Commissioners:
J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN

SUSAN F. CLARK Blanca S. Bay6 Director

JULIA L. JOHNSON Division of Records and Reporting
DIANE K. KIESLING (904) 4888371
JOE GARCIA

Public Service Commission

August 29, 1994

Mr. John Lowndes
Lowndes Law Firm
P. O. Box 2809
Orlando, FL 32802

RE: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding
to implement water conservation plan in Seminole County
by Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Mr. Lowndes:

The following date and city has been selected for the
hearing in the above referenced docket: Monday and Tuesday,
September 26 and 27, 1994 in Altamonte Springs at 10:00 a.m., at
the Holiday Inn Orlando North, Presidential Ballroom, 230 West
Highway 436, Altamonte Springs, Florida, 32714.

If you have any questions, please let me know.

Sincerely,
= ;
lanca S. Bayo

BSB/cp

Enclosures

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0870
*An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer”



State of Florida

(Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN

SUSAN F. CLARK Blanca S. Bay6 Director
JULIA L. JOHNSON Division of Records and Reporting
DIANE K. KIESLING (904) 4888371
JOE GARCIA

Public Serbice Commissgion

August 29, 1994

Ms. Gina Dinapoli

Holiday Inn Orlando North - Altamonte Springs
230 W. Highway 436

Orlando, Florida 32714

RE: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding
to implement water conservation plan in Seminole County
by Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Ms. Dinapoli:

This will confirm our reservation of the Presidential
Ballroom on September 26 and 27, 1994, beginning at 10:00 a.m.,
for the purpose of holding a hearing in the above-referenced
docket. We ask that the room be set-up by 9:00 a.m. An evening
session is planned for September 26, beginning at 6:30 p.m.,
therefore, will need the Ballroom from 5:30 p.m. to 10:30 p.m.
There will be approximately 50 people present at the hearing.

Please submit a contract in order to begin processing the
purchase order. Payment will follow once the invoice is
submitted. Enclosed are copies of a hearing room diagram, tax
exempt and insurance certificates. Also, I would appreciate your
providing me with a map and directions to your hotel, from the
Orlando International Airport.

I appreciate the opportunity to use this facility for our
hearing. Please call me at any time if you have questions
regarding this matter.

Sincerely,
’
Blanca S. Bayo
BSB/cp
Enclosure

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEEF, FL 32399-0870
"An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer”




_ELORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION.
HEARING ROOM CONFIGURATION FOR
SANLANDO UIILITIES CORPORATION - DOCKET NO. 930256-WS
9/26 & 27/94 10:00 A.M.

Commissioners

.(8' TABLE)
. %
Court [ J X General
Reporter X Counsel
\/ X
X
6’ TABLES
Witness X ® X psc
Staff
e | X and
Public Attorney
Counsel X ® X
(8' TABLES)
® o [ ] o ® [ ]
X X X X X X X X X X
Parties
THEATER SETTING FOR _50
XXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXX
XXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXX
XXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXX
6’ TABLE AT il{ZNTRANCE OF ROOM
X X
office of Public Information
NOTE: Please skirt all tables on sides facing audience.
EGEND:
X Chairs
° Microphones
*

Location at which court reporter’s cassette recorder will be plugged
into audio system.



Tom Gallagher

Treasurer

Insurance
Commissioner

Fire Marshal

Office of the Treasurer
Department of Insurance

INSURANCE

e
\ TREASURY

FIRE MARSHAL

Affirmative Action /
Equal Opportunity
Employer

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

MEMORANDUM

July 20, 1994

Ms. Blanca S. Bayd Director

Division of Records and Reporting

Public Service Commission

Fletcher Building, 101 W. Gaines Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0870

Gary A. Strobel

Loss Prevention Administrator

Bureau of Property, Financial & Risk
Services

Division of Risk Management

Verification of Casualty Insurance
Coverages, State of Florida Casualty
Insurance Risk Management Trust Fund

AGENCY__ _Public Service Commission

The above named State of Florida agency is
provided the following coverage through the
Florida Casualty Insurance Risk Management Trust
Fund. Coverages and limits are those so specified
in Section 284.31 and 768.28, Florida Statutes.

Fleet Automobile Liability

General Liability

Workers’ Compensation

$100,000 per claim
$200,000 per claim

$100,000 per claim
* $200,000 per occurrence

Statutory

Please let us know should you need additional
information or assistance.

GAS:cp




K] | 12716792 1 12716797 47-04-025398-52C. STATE

DR.14 STATE OF FLORIDA

R, 04/90 DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE p
CONSUMER'S CERTIFICATE OF EXEMPTICN 7 9 4 8 e
Issued Pursuant ta Sales and Use Tax Law

Chapter 212, Florida Statutes
This Certificate is Non-Transferable

ISSUE DATE . -2., EXPIRATION DATE CERTIFICATE NUMBER TYPE OF ORGANIZATION

This is to certify that the organization indicated below is hereby exempt from the payment of Sales or Use Tax on the purchase or lease of
tangible personal property, the lease of transient rental sucomaindations or resl property.

Mailing Address: L.oc;a\ionAddress:

FL(JRiDA ‘PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 101 E GAINES STREET ROQH #GSOS
101 E GAINES STREET ROOM HG50 TALLAHASSEE Fl 32399-038
TALLAHASSEE ) FL 32399-0850 {

L R ik -y v o f oy e

| MATION EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
SEE REVERSE SIDE FORIMPORTANT INFOR : B olEs

‘EXEMPT CODES AND ORGANIZATIONS ARE: .
51. United States Government; 52.- State of Florida; 53.- Any County Unit or Agency; 54.- Any City
Unit or Agency; 55.- Churches or Eligible Religious Organizations;” 56.- Non-Profit Charitable
Institutions; 57.- Educational Institutions Meeting Legal Requirements; 58.- Veterans' Organizations;
59.- Scientific Organizations; 60.- Youth Organizations; 61.- Federal or State Credit Unions; 62.- Homes
For Aged; 63. - Nursing Homes; 64 - Hospices; 65.-Volunteer Fire Departments; 66.- State Theater
Program Facilities; 67.- Other - As Defined By Statutes. iy i s 1

S T S ¢
If your organization sells or is the lessor of tangible personal property, charges t ngLq,dtii‘i“ﬁ_'s'_i'ofb[},{ﬁ'g\ the lessor of
transient rental accommodations or real property, your organization must register asxq\.de.alﬁ?\;:i\dﬁkk\iﬁé‘n{ to Part |, Chapter
212, Florida Statutes, and collect and remit Sales Tax on such transactions to this Departmen‘tﬁ"‘c Jurches are exempt from
this requirement except when acting as the lessor of real property or transient rental ai:gc_ow’mﬁga'(ff‘%m 760
This Certificate is issued to the above indicated organization with the understanding that it is to be used solely by the
organization for transactions involving a sale or lease taxable under Part I, Chapter 212, Florida Statutes, that will be used
directly in the course of its customary nonprofit activities and will not be used to the personal benefit of any individual or
officer of such organization. Misuse of this certificate will result in its revocation.

o it e & e . e i i, e e, et o i i s s A
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August 18, 1994

Ms. Blanga Bayo

Public Hearing / Florida Public Service Commission
101 B. Gaine Street

Orlando; |FIL, 32399

Dear lMs. | Bayo:

i

|

It was |a pleasure speaking with you in reference to your
forthcoming function to be held at the Holiday Inn Orlando Rorth-
Altamonte Springs.

I have epclosed our contract for your signature. Please review
these arrangements to ensure that they are complete and to your
gatlsfaction. If all details meet with your approval, simply sign
and return the original copy to me within the date specified on the
contract| for confirmation. In the meantime, if you have any
questions or if I may be of any assistance to you, please do not
hesitate |to contact me at (407) 862-4455,

Please be assurad of our continued interest and cooperation at all
times in| making your function an outstanding success. We are
delmghte to have this opportunity to serve you and look forward to
being vour host. i

Sincerely, ' ' W Al

A)&/c’ 1 | Ny o
; Ny i A p M ¢
Barbara L. Sprague AN N o (WO 5
Sales Manager -’ T R
BLS /prt N A % LA
enclosure . . . | . |V s X

ORLANDO NORTH « ALTAMONTE SPRINGS
230 West Hwy. 438 + Altamonts Springs, FL 32714 « 407-852-4455
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12, ..vaw.,vél.f_f&« \ ) 31’ ‘i"
Yctidoy Sepbec |,

eptembal.' 26, 1994 -
feptember 27, 1994 _ el R
PubTic Hearing / Florida Public Se ommission
101 E. GainesStreet

(| Ortande, FI, 32399

904~488-8371 FAX: 904-487-0509

TFP8G

STREMEN
e 5 -_rimm}vﬁ\ﬁujﬁ

Blanca Bayo

8

PRICE
PER DAY

SET-UP & A/V.
REQUIREMENTS

PLEASE PROVIDE

$300.00
Ioo

PUBLIC HEARIN NO A/V REQUESTED
;&_’_"—:" J SR | ERMETR i e i “ Rl e i o

. : . PRICE PER
DAY/DATE /T LME FOOD, BEVERAGE & BREAR REQUIREMENTS PERESON/ITEM

" NO_FOOD AND BEVERAGE REQUESTED
eace afd 178 gratuity and 7% tax to all food & beverage totals. ,

METHOD OF PAY: (Cash/Conpany Check (6). Payment in full is required in advance
for all funetions. ‘

DEPOSIT: A deposit of $500.00 is required by SEPTEMBER 15, 1994 with the
remainder due day of function. ’

CANCELLATION k

POLICY: Should cancellation of this bhooking become necessary, the Hotel

mugt receive cancellation notification in writing by SEPTEMBER 1,
1994. 1f cancellation occure after thie date, the refunding of
any deposits or monies received as prepayment will be made at the
discretion of the Hotel. The cnstomer may .alsq he liable for the
ayment of additional penalties if the Hotel/’s opportunity to
resell the meeting space is impaired because of a  late
cancellation. : ; . oo
I have read the| abovae contract and the hotel’s catering policies printed on the
attached sheet Fnd congtituting a part of this contract and agree to the terme
and conditiona.| Thie contract will remain tentative, subject to cancellation by
the hotel if not signed and received by SEPTEMBER 1, 1994.

Ms. Hlanca Bayo ,' DATE Barbara Sprague DATE

QORLANDO NORTH « ALTAMONTE SBPRINGS
230 Waat Hwy. 436 » Atamonte Springs, FL 32714 + 407-862-4485

e S W e e S R e B PRI I e . 1 i e T
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CATERING POLICIES

All banguet checks must be signed by the person in charge or a designated representative at the
ocempletion of sach function. Any discrepancies in ¢ounts or charge should be identified and
reswlved at that time,

If & change from the original room set-up is requested on the day of the function, a labor charge
will be added to the banguet check.

rinal menu melections should be submitted two waeks prior to the function to insure the
avallabllity of the desired menu items. )

No food or baverage of any kind will be permitted to be brought into any banguet/meeting rooms
by any guest without the prior, written approval of the General Manager.

Function quest will be admitted to the banguet room and expected to depart at the times stated
on the catering contract.

The Hotel may request that the customer obtain and pay for bonded security personnel whan
valuable merchandise or exhibita are displayed or held overnight in the Hotel.

The Customar ig responsible for the arrangemanta and &ll expenses of shipping materials,
merchandise, axhiblts, or any other items to and from tha Hotel. The Hotel muet be notified in
adxa?ce of shipping arrangements to insure proper acceptance of these items upon arrival at the
Hotel.

The Hotel is not responaible for damage to or loss on any itema laft in the Hotel prior to or
following any fungtion,

Tha Hotel reserves the right te move functions to other meeting/banquet rooms other than those
- appearing on the gatering contramet without prier notification.

The Customar ie eponsible and shall reimburse the Hotal for any damage, loss or liability
incurred by the Hgtel by any of the ¢ustomer’s guest or any persons or organizations contracted
by the customer to provide any service or good before, during, and after the function.

Any items to be put on any meeting room or 1obb& walls, or any directional signg must be approvad
by the Hotel.

All prices ara subject to change with noti!icﬁticn when poaaible,

The Hotel shall ngt be liable for non-performance of this contract when such non-performance ie
attributable to labor troubles, disputes or strikes, acecidents, government (Federal, State and
Municipal) regulations of, or raestriction upéon travel or transportation, non-availability of
food, bevarage, oy supplies, riots, national emergencies, acts of God and other causes whather
enumerated herein|or not, which are beyond the reasonsble control of the Hotel preventing or
interfering with the Hotel's parformance. In such event the Hotel shall not ba liable to the
customer for any |damaqes, whether sctual or consiguentizl. which may Péault from sush non-
parformance. : o . ' -'l
y other provisions of this agreement, owner and/or manager of this Hotel whall
1 requirements hermof, and this agreement shall terminate if owner shall sell,
transfer, or otherwiese convey ite interast in this Holiday Inn Hotel, provided ownar has given
at leaat 30 days notice of the transfer of its intarest in the hotal and termination of thim
agreemant., In the event of any such tarmination, owner ahall raturn all advance payments or
deposlts whersupeor the parties shall have no further chbligations te each other, provided that
if the hotel shall be continued in operatiocn am a hotel aftar such transfer by owner then ownex
may assign all of 1ts righte and obligations undar this agreement to the new owner whe shall then
be solely responaible for performance hereunder, and owner shall be relieved of all obligatione
and responsibilities under thia agreament upon transfer of all advanca paymente and deposits
racajved by owner (to the new owner. ' '
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MEMORANDTUM
September 1, 1994
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN)%y*ﬁ}‘
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING

TO IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY
BY SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION

Attached is an Amended Notice of Prehearing to be issued in
the above-referenced dockets. As the Prehearing Confernce date has
been rescheduled to next Thursday, please issue this notice on

September 2. (Number of pages in document - 2)
MEO/dp

Attachment

cc: Commissioner Julia Johnson

Div. of Water and Wastewater (Chase, Rendell, Von Fossen,
Walker, Willis)

Court Reporter

Public Information

I:\PSC\LEG\WP\930256AP.MO
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FLORIDA 'PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING

Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

- Date i /
Number of Originals

Requested By

Copies Per Original

Item Presented

e s Agenda FoniDate) e e -OrdenNo: In Docket No.
—. _ Notice of ' For (Date) In Docket No.
peass s nOTNer

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mdiling
Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To
Commission Offices
Docket Mqiling List

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification
Job Number Verified By
Date and Time Completed Job Checked For Correctness and Quality (Initial)

, Mail Room Verification
Date Mailed ___ ‘ Verified By ()

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)




MEMORANDTUM

U ; w' s ‘?é :
ANl 74 g
.

September 1, 1994 veP 1’?4\“1
| PSCRECORD /ié{rm
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING NQ
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN) &99@
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING

TCO IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY
BY SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION

Attached is an Amended Notice of Prehearing to be issued in

the above-referenced dockets. As the Prehearing Conference date
has been rescheduled to next Tuesday, please issue this notice on
September 8. (Number of pages in document - 2)

MEO/dp

Attachment

cc: Commissioner Julia Johnson
Div. of Water and Wastewater (Chase, Rendell, Von Fossen,
Walker, Willis)
Court Reporter
Public Information

I:\PSC\LEG\WP\930256A2.MO
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVIC. COMMISSION -
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

—

RECORcS AND REPORTING

Date oo f
Copies Per Original

Number of Originals

Requested By

Item Presented

Commission Offices

—=.. . Agenda For.(Date) Order No. In Docket No.
— L Notice of For (Date) In Docket No.
RO E ) 6T
Special Handling Instructions
Distribution/Mailing
Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Docket Mailing List

Note: Items must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Verified By

Job Number
Date and Time Completed

Job Checked For Comectness and Quality (Initial)

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed

Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)




MEMORANDUM F\ﬁﬁﬂ\wf“‘
September 12, 1994 )A \ SFP 12 ]‘)‘,‘NLE

2/ Y47,
TO DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING | TFSC-RECORDS/REPORTINCG
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN) WO
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING

TO IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY
BY SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION

Attached is a Notice of Hearing to be issued in the above-
referenced docket. (Number of pages in document - 2)

MEO

Attachment

cc: Divigion of Water and Wastewater (Chase, Rendell, Von Fossen,
Walker, Willis)
Court Reporter
Public Information
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORLS AND REPORTING

Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date 1L /
Copies Per Original

Number of Originals
Requested By

Item Presented

—~——— Agenda For (Date) Order No. In Docket No.
—___ Notice of For (Date) 22 ; In Docket No, Z
i SOTher
Special Handling Instructions
Distribution/Mailing
Number Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To

Commission Offices
Docket Mdailing List

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Verified By
Job Checked For Cormrectness and Quality (Initial)

Job Number
Date and Time Completed

Mail Room Verification
Verified By

Date Mailed

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)




P

Denenberg
1800 Wingfield Drive
Longwood, FL 32779

September 10, 1994

1INy

FPSC-RECORDS/ REPORTIN

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0870

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS

Petition of Sanlando Utilities Corporation for a Limited Proceeding to Implement Water
Conservation Plan in Seminole County

We are writing to respond to the notice of hearing that we received in today’s mail. We would like
to go on record as being very displeased that this proposal has not yet been defeated. As

residential customers of Sanlando Utilities Corporation, we are very distressed at the possibly that
our water rates would increase by almost two and one half times should this proposal be enacted.

Do not misunderstand, we are not opposed to water conservation. We are however strongly
opposed to how Sanlando Utilities Corporation intends to pay for their plan. They state that, “...
the proposed water conservation rates will cause the larger consumers of potable water to pay
marginally higher prices for water....” A new rate of 240% of today’s rates may hardly be
considered “marginally higher”!

Yes, removing the three area golf courses’ irrigation draw upon the on-site wells is an excellent way
to conserve enormous quantities of water; but why should our water bill be almost 2-1/2 times
higher when we don’t even golf?

Furthermore, Sanlando states that only “... a portion of the revenues generated thereby [by
implementing the conservation plan] would be used to design and construct the specific utility plant
required to further treat ... and deliver this effluent to three area golf courses for irrigation
purposes.” Where do the rest of the revenues go?

Finally, we understand that this is not a revenue neutral proposal to the State of Florida either. It

appears to us that the only party to benefit from this conservation plan will be Sanlando Utilities
Corporation.

We urge you to act swiftly to defeat this proposal so that both customers
and conservation efforts are treated fairly. Thank you for your consideration.

Wﬁw , ﬂa“.;b(b*/?

Jack and Annette Denenberg



DATE 7. /4 -2Y f DATE __ /- /% - 7
TO /;j/ i’/&{/; TO A Zoe (/"’?
VA ';qxff
The attached is sent to you for: | The attached is sent to you for:
/VQ?Wour Information Q’ iour Information
~ [ Further Handling O Further Handling
(J Necessary Action | (0 Necessary Action
O Advice on Handling O Advice on Handling
(J Response (J Response
Remarks: Remarks:

,

R ’I;l
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FPSC-RECORDS/REPORTING 9/12/94

DIRECTOR, DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FLA. PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

101 EAST GAINES ST.

TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0870

RE:DOCKET NO. 930256-WS
DEAR DIRECTOR,

I WOULL LIKE TO REGISTER MY VOTE AGAINST THE PROPOSED PETITION OF SANLANDO
UTILITIES CORP TO IMPLEMENT A WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY. AS I
WAS TOLD BY SANLANDO UTILITIES, THE REQUEST IS TO ALLOW THEM TO INCREASE THEIR
NATER/SEWER RATES IN ORDER TO PUT 3 GOLF COURSES, NOW ON THEIR REGULAR WATER
SYSTEM, ON A RECLAIMED WATER SYSTEM. I AM NOT AGAINST WATER CONSERVATION AT
ALL, I FACT I FEEL IT IS VERY IMPORTANT CONSIDERING THE UNCONTROLLED POLLUTION
THAT EXISTS TODAY. I AM, HOWEVER, AGAINST THE GENERAL RATE PAYER PAYING FOR
BUILDING A SYSTEM FOR PUTTING GOLF COURSES, PUBLIC OR PRIVATE ON RECLAIIMED
WATER. GOLFERS AND GOLF COURSES ARE A SPECIAL INTEREST GROUP, NOT UTILIZED BY
THE GEVERAL PUBLIC, AS A WHOLE. THEY ARE A FOR PROFIT BUSINESS, AND SHOULD PAY
THEIR :HARE ALONG WITH THE UTILITY COMPAWY, IN ORDER TO BENEFIT, NOT ONLY
THEMSE|.VES BY RECEIVING A LOWER RATE FOR RECLAIMED WATER, BUT ALSO THE AQUIFIER
BY NOT USING UP DRINKING WATER. THE GENERAL RATE PAYER SHOULD NOT HAVE TO FOOT
THE BILL FOR THIS, IN FACT I FEEL THE WATER COMPANY SHOULD BE REQUIRED TO
PROVIDE RECLAIMED WATER TO ALL IT’S CUSTOMERS, NOT JUST A FEW, AT A LOWER RATE,
FOR IRREGATION, CAR WASHING, ETC. AS OTHER UTILITIES HAVE DONE. IF THEY REALLY
WANT TO MAKE A SIZEABLE IMPACT ON CONSERVING THE AQUIFIER, THEY CAN DO THIS, AND
MAKE A SLIGHT PROFIT AT THE SAME TIME, AS OTHER UTILITIES HAVE DONE. I AM
WILLING TO PAY A SPECIAL LOWER RATE FOR RECLAIMED WATER, AND I’'M SURE OTHERS
WOULD TOO. BUT I DO NOT FEEL I SHOULD HAVE TO PAY THE WATER CO. TO HELP THE GOLF
COURSE OWNERS RECEIVE THIS BENEFIT AT MY EXPENSE. I CANNOT ATTEND THE HEARING,
THEREFORE I THOUGHT I WOULD WRITE AND EXPRESS MY FEELINGS.

THANK 70U FOR YOUR ATTENTION.

SINCERELY,
Z27 27 /Z%Q;ZEHV—‘\\
MR. AND MRS. JON WESSON
111 PRESSVIEW AVE.

LONGWOOD, FLA. 327590

P.S. I WOULD LIKE TO ADD, THE NOTICE OF HEARING I RECEIVED IS VERY MISLEADING
B! INSINUATING THE PURPOSE IS FOR THE WATER CO. TO IMPLEMENT WATER
CONSERVATION RATHER THAN DISGUISINC A RATE INCREASE REQUEST, WHICH IS
RLUALLY THE POINT. MAKES THEM SOUND LIKE THEY ARE REALLY WANTING TO DO A
GOOD DEED, BUT DOESN'T SAY A WORD ABOUT A RATE INCREASE OR WHO THEY WANT TO
DO THE DEED FOR. THIS SHOULDN'T BE ALLOWED, AS THERE ARE MANY WHO WILL TAKE
IT AT FACE VALUE AND NOT CHECK INTO IT, OR EXPRESS THEIR CONCERN. I HOPE
TAIS WASN'T DONE ON PURPOSE.




BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
NOTICE OF HEARING TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS
Re: Docket No. 930256-WS

Petition of SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION For A Limited
Proceeding to Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County.
DATED: August 23, 1994

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a hearing will be held before the Florida Public Service Commission regarding the application
of SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION in the above-referenced docket, at the following times and place:

10:00 a.m., Monday, September 26, 1994*
(10:00 a.m., Tuesday, September 27, 1994, has also been reserved for continuation
of the hearing if needed).

Holiday Inn Orlando North — Altamonte Springs
230 West Highway 436, Altamonte Springs, Florida 32714 ® (407) 862-4455

* An evening session will be held beginning at 6:30 p.m. on Monday, September 26, 1994,
The purpose of the evening session will be to take customer testimony. In addition to the
evening session, customers will be given the opportunity to present testimony at the beginning
of the morning session on Monday, September 26, 1994.

Customers will be given the opportunity to present testimony at the beginning of the hearing and shall be subject to cross-
examination. All customers wishing to testify are urged to be present at the beginning of the sessions, since the sessions may
be adjourned early if no customers are present.

Written customer comments regarding the proposed application of the water conservation plan for customer of SANLANDO
UTILITIES CORPORATION should be addressed to the Director, Division of Records and Reporting, Florida Public Service
Commission, 101 East Gaines Street, Tallahassee, FL 32399-0870, and such comments should identify the docket number assigned
to this proceeding.

PURPOSE AND PROCEDURE M The purpose of this hearing is to consider the Petition of SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION
For A Limited Proceeding to Implement Water Conservation Plan in Seminole County and any motions or other matters that
may be pending at the time of the hearing. The Commission may rule on any such motions from the bench or may take the
matters under advisement.

At the hearing, ali parties shall be given the opportunity to present testimony and cther evidence on the issues identified by
the parties at the prehearing conference to be held on September 2, 1994. All witnesses shall be subject to cross-examination
at the conclusion of their testimony.

Any person requiring some accommodation at this hearing, meeting, etc. because of physical impairment should call the Division
of Records and Reporting at (904) 488-8371 at least five calendar days prior to the hearing. If you are hearing or speech impaired,
please contact the Florida Public Service Commission using the Florida Relay Service, which can be reached at 1 (800) 955-8771 (TDD).

JURISDICTION B This Commission is vested with jurisdiction over the subject matter by the provisions of Chapter 367, Florida Statutes.
This hearing will be governed by said Chapter as well as Chapter 120, Florida Statutes and Chapter 25-9, 25-22 and 25-30, Florida
Administrative Code.

APPLICABLE STATUTES AND RULES M Sections 367.081 and 367.0822, Florida Statutes, and any other relevant sections of Chapter

367, Florida Statutes, are applicable to this proceeding, as well as Chapter 120, Florida Statutes, and Rules 25-9, 25-22 and 25-30,

Florida Administrative Code. f
X

Ve AN ‘,j o e ‘\ SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION
/ () ) o ,,9 ,-"' 2R 1105 Kensington Park Drive
| \, /,’ b \\\ \ | Altamonte Springs, FL 32714
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R LA TS Longwood, Florida 32791
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Blanca Bayo, Director
Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission
Fletcher Building
101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0870

Dear Mrs. Bayo:

o0 /"”‘M‘
” 7%5—52 3220/

2590 HiekeryRidgeRoad—
FalahasseeHorida-32308

3866582

September 19, 1994

’.;‘Es SEP 19 19940

RN
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FPSC-RECORDS/REPORTING

As of September 7, 1994, I requested to be listed as an "interested party" on the
following dockets:

9

WO NNNA

1. Docket No. 940381-WS - North Naples Utilities, Inc.
2.

Docket No. 930763-SU - Homosassa Utilities, Inc./RHV Utility, Inc.

Dockets Nos. 900400-WU and 900217-WS- Wilderness Home Owners
Association, Inc./Poinciana Utilities, Inc.

Docket No. 931216-WS - Orange Tree Utility Company

. 940254-WU - Air Base Motor Court

. 930758-WS - Southern States Utilities, Inc.

. 920649-WS - Cynwyd Investments/Tamiami Village Utility, Inc.

. 930826-WS - Utilities, Inc,

. 930912-WS - Poinciana Utilities, Inc.

Docket No
Docket No
Docket No
Docket No
Docket No

e

wastewater dockets open as of this date. If you wish me to write a separate request

I would now like to be listed as an "interested party" on all current water and [ﬁ(

listing those specific dockets, I will require a list of all current dockets in order to be able
to do that. T am already subscribing to the "Summary of New Dockets" report and I will

submit a new request for the new water and wastewater dockets each time I receive that

report.

I am interested in all water and wastewater dockets, including rulemaking,
declaratory statement, or other dockets handled by appeals, because I am publishing a
reporter, called The Waterline, on the Florida Public Service Commission's regulatory
activities in regard to water and wastewater utilities. Therefore, I will need to be kept




apprised of all activities in these dockets just as any other interested party. 1 will also
need to receive copies of the staff recommendations for these dockets when they appear
on agenda. Based on my discussion with Mrs. Kay Flynn, I understand that I may
subscribe to the "Agenda" and, when I receive the Agenda for a particular agenda
conference, I will call your office and request copies of the specific water and wastewater
staff recommendations that will be addressed at that agenda conference. Ihereby request
to subscribe to the "Agenda."

//_\\
I would also like to request to be placed on all water and wastewater noticing

lists, including the notice of rulemaking list, the notice of hearing list. and any other such
list that may be created. Please let me know if there is anything I can do to make these




MEMORANDUM

September 20, 1994
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN)‘7V7<L%V%
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING TO

IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY BY

SANLANDO UTILITIES,

CORPORATION.

Please add the following name to the mailing 1list as an
interested party in the above-referenced docket.

E. Givens Goodspeed, Esquire

Giles and Robinson,

390 N. Orange Avenue,

Post Office Box 2631
Orlando, FL 32802
PHONE: (407)425-3591

MEO/dp

Suite 800
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION - RECORDS AND REPORTING
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

_ Date i/ /
Number of Originals

Requested By

Copies Per Original

Item Presented

AgendaFor(Date) — Order No. : In Docket No.
—— Notice of ' For (Date) In Docket No.
s ATHET

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mailing
Number _  Distributed/Mailed To Number Distribution/Mailed To
Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification
Job Number Verified By
Date and Time Completed Job Checked For Comrectness and Quality (Initial)

Mail Room Verification
Date Mailed 1~ 1y Verified By s\

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)




S State of Florida

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN TE Sh

SUSAN F. CLARK 8 2N Blanca S. Bay$ Director
JULIA L. JOHNSON 7 W Division of Records and Reporting
DIANE K. KIESLING (904) 4888371
JOE GARCIA

Public Service Commission

September 21, 1994

Ms. Gina Dinapoli

Holiday Inn Orlando North - Altamonte Springs
230 W. Highway 436

Orlando, Florida 32714

RE: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding
to implement water conservation plan in Seminole County
by Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

Dear Ms. Dinapoli:

This will confirm our cancellation of a hearing which had
been scheduled to be held in the Presidential Ballroom on Monday
and Tuesday, September 26 and 27, 1994.

I do appreciate the opportunity to use the facility, and
apologize for any inconvenience that may have been caused by our
cancellation of this hearing.

Sincerely,

Lo 5 A

Blanca S. Bayo

BSB/cp

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0870
"An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer”
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION -
Requisition for Photocopying and Mailing

Date b /
Copies Per Original

Number of Originals
Requested By

Item Presented

——— Agenda For (Date) Order No. In Docket No.
— N/ Nofice of For (Date) ! In Docket No.
IERTORNE S ) oY= 16

Special Handling Instructions

Distribution/Mailing

Number Distributed/Mailed To Number
Commission Offices
Docket Mailing List

Distribution/Mailed To

Note: ltems must be mailed and/or returned within one working day after issue unless specified here:

Print Shop Verification

Job Number Verified By
Date and Time Completed Job Checked For Comrectness and Quality (Initial)

Mail Room Verification

Date Mailed " Verified By

PSC/RAR 12(2/91)
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September 20, 1994 =<} I}
fvo Z c \994 ‘E‘;

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING ‘ é%? G
FPSCBE ORDSI ORTIN

FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN) ‘ﬂgﬁk

RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING

TO IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY
BY SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION

Attached is a Notice of Cancellation of Hearing to be issued
in the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in document - 1)

MEO
Attachment
cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Chase, Rendell, Von Fossen,
Walker, Willis)
Nanette Fisher

Court Reporter
Public Information

0l
I:93025CH.MO v




MEMORANDTUM =) FOER) S
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September 20, 1994 o 11175 ane
FPSC-RECORDS/REPORTING
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISTION OF LEGAL SERVICES (o'SULLIVANy77wx&
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION OF SANLANDO UTILITIES

CORPORATION FOR A LIMITED PROCEEDING TO IMPLEMENT WATER
CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY

//5;]« fk‘@

Attached is an Order Granting Motion to Cancel Hearing to be
issued in the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in Order -
2)

MEO/dp
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Chase, Rendell, Von Fossen,
Walker, Willis)

I:930256P0.MO

WA
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SABAL POINT

COUNTRY CLUB
2662 Sabal Club Way ® Longwood, Florida 32779 e (407) 869-8787

September 23, 1994 E Flei \Qa
&

W~ SEP 2 '0199

A 1
FPSC-RECORDS/ REPORTING

;\ ——

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0870

Re: Docket No. 930256 - WS
To Whom It May Concern.

We understand that a hearing will be held in regards to implementing a Water Conservation Plan
in Seminole County. We have never received any details of this plan. I am requesting a copy
of the plan so we can determine how it will effect our business. Either I or our representative
would like to comment on this plan at the upcoming hearing.

"

i g

Sincerely,

,y ACK _____
(j ARR- -

Joe Yorty APp
Golf Course Superintendent ¢, -

Sabal Point Country Club ( T —

v o ( __‘A;.é',«’L, o= f"zc?‘/z \(9; )




\'I E | § NORTHRIDGE HOMEOWNERS

sﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ ASSO :ATION, INC.

i\ ) W Y

0 3}, 287 Hunt Club Boulevard, Suite 201
I Longwood, FL 32779

. orPORUNG (407)774-6453

FPSCRE

October 3, 1994

Director, Division of Records and Reporting
Florida Public Service Commission

101 East Gaines Street

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0870

RE: Docket No. 930256-WS

Dear Sirs:

Regarding the above matter, the Board of Directors of
Northridge Homeowners' Association has asked me to inform you
that if the water conservation plan involves an increase in
cost to Northridge Homeowners, we object to the plan.

-,

-

dith Hernquist, LCAM
/" Prestige Association Management, Inc.
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State of Florid

Public Serbice Commission

-M-E-M-O-R-A-N-D-U-M-

DATE: October 7, 1994

TO: Blanco Bay6, Director, Records and Reporting

FROM: Joy Kelly, Chief, Bureau of Reporting

RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS, PREHEARING CONFERENCE HELD 9-13-94

IN RE: Petition for Limited Proceeding to Implement Water Conservation Plan in
Seminole Countyby by SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.
DOCUMENT NOS. 10260 10-5-94

The transcript for the above-described hearing has been completed and is forwarded for
placement in the docket filed.

Please note that Staff distribution of this transcript was made to:
LEGAL, AFAD, WAW

The following exhibits are being filed with this transcript:
NONE

The following exhibits have not been furnished to the Bureau of Reporting to date and
to not accompany this transcript:

NONE
Acknowledged by: | fE&LE
JK/pc |
PSC/RAR 28 (Rev 7/94)

FLETCHER BUILDING @ 101 EAST GAINES STREET ® TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
"An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer”



State of Florida

Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

JOSE GARCIA

JULIA L. JOHNSON

DIANE K. KIESLING

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

, §9 :
Y o Lo
October 26, 1994 VR Qﬁa

FOOS
E. Givens Goodspeed, Esquire
Giles and Robinson, P.A.
Post Office Box 2631
Orlando, Florida 32802
Re: Docket No. 930256-WS -- Petition of Sanlando Utilities

Corporation for a Limited Proceeding to Implement Water
Conservation Plan in Seminole County

Dear Mr. Goodspeed:

Enclosed please find a copy of the Stipulation entered into by
the parties in this action. I have also enclosed a copy of the
parties' motion to cancel the hearing and the order granting that
motion.

The Commission Staff is currently reviewing the Stipulation
and will file a recommendation on December 8, 1994. The Commission
will consider the recommendation at the December 20, 1994 Agenda
Conference. I will place your name on the mailing list so that you
will receive a copy of the Recommendation. Please contact me if
you have any further questions.

Sincerely,

.J N~

Ma ret E. O'Sullivan
Senior Attorney

Enclosures

cc: Division of Records and Reporting
All parties of record

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer




Commissioners:

J. TERRY DEASON, CHAIRMAN
SUSAN F. CLARK

JOSE GARCIA
JULIA L. JOHNSON
DIANE K. KIESLING

State of Florida

DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES
NOREEN S. DAVIS

DIRECTOR

(904) 487-2740

Public Serbice Commission

October 26, 1994 o |t
i
Mr. Joe Yorty

- nnT ’ f W
& | Vui 2 v 1994
Golf Course Superintendent o I
Sabal Point Country Club SC-RECORDS/ REPORTINC
2662 Sabal Club Way ‘
Longwood, Florida 32779

Re: Docket No. 930256-WS -- Petition of Sanlando Utilities Corporation
for a Limited Proceeding to Implement Water Conservation Plan in
Seminole County

Dear Mr. Yorty:

This letter is in response to your recent request to receive information
about the above-referenced case. As you may be aware, the parties have entered
into a settlement and have requested the Public Service Commission’s approval of
the settlement.

As T understand, your concern is that as a golf course within Sanlando’s
service territory, you would like to know how the conservation plan will affect
your business. As indicated by the utilities conservation plan and the
settlement, the utility contemplates that the golf courses will receive the
reclaimed water. As indicated by paragraph 8 of the Stipulation, the parties
have agreed that the Commission will not address a charge for the reclaimed water
until after the facilities are constructed and placed into service. I have
enclosed a copy of Sanlando’s initial filing, and the settlement in this case.

The Commission Staff is currently reviewing the settlement and will file
a recommendation on December 8, 1994. The Commission will consider the
recommendation at the December 20, 1994 Agenda Conference. I will place your
name on the mailing list so that you will receive a copy of the Recommendation.
Please contact me i1f you have any further questions.

Sincerelyg z;;
‘oL

M ret E. 0'Sullivan
Senior Attorney

Enclosures

(e Division of Records and Reporting
All parties of record

FLETCHER BUILDING e 101 EAST GAINES STREET e TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850
An Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer




MEMORANDUM ~ ~”*f“?“f?rﬁ3§§% ?
Lo, (€2 52 )L \W) %ﬁ ‘

R P ———
i =

I\ Qo2 ok

October 26, 1994 ' '
FPSCRECORDS/REPORTING

:
t
U

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN)<”$D
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS -- PETITION OF SANLANDO UTILITIES

CORPORATION FOR A LIMITED PROCEEDING TO IMPLEMENT WATER
CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY

Please add the following individuals to the list of interested
persons on the Case Management System for this docket:

Mr. Joe Yorty, Golf Course Superintendent
Sabal Point Country Club

2662 Sabal Club Way

Longwood, FL 32779

E. Givens Goodspeed, Esquire
Giles and Robinson

Post Office Box 2631
Orlando, FL 32802

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Chase, Rendell, Von Fossen,
Walker, Willis)
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OWNDES e Louis Frey, Jr. John F. Lowndes Julian E. Whitehurst Samuel M. Nelson
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2

Attorneys at Law February 21, 1995

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director
Division of Records & Reporting
Fletcher Buildin

101 East Gaines Street
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Re: Petition for limited proceeding to

implement
conservation plan in Seminole County by Sanlando Utilities
Corporation.

Docket No. 930256-WS

water

Dear Ms. Bayo:

In connection with the above-referenced matter, please send the
case assignment and scheduling records (CASR's) to me as well as John F.
Lowndes of this office. We are both involved in this Petition, however,

I am mainly responsible for the workload. Thank you for your attention
to this request.

Very t

Cleatous Simmons
CJsS/tli
001080/38700
3/1 /f}j
FE WU
Wl

N / A

180626\IRVINTL g / \.

215 NORTH EOLA DRIVE ¢ POST OFFICE BOX 2809 ¢ ORLANDO, FLORIDA 32802
TELEPHONE 407-843-4600 ¢ FAX 407-423-4495

MEMBER OF COMMERCIAL LAW AFFILIATES WITH OFFICES IN PRINCIPAL CITIES WORLDWIDE




MEMORANDTUM

april 28, 1935 E@ERWE

APR 2 8 1995
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING E 1060
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLI\FA?\TWCQRQ"E—EEQMG
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding to

implement water conservation plan in Seminole County by
SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

V50 - K
Attached is an Order Approving Stipulation, with attachment,
to be issued in the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in
Order - 22)
MEO/dp
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Rendell, Jones, Merchant,
Starling, Willis)

I: 930256-1.MO
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Internal Revenue Service
Associate Chief Counsel (Domestic)
Attn: CC:DOM:CORP:T

P.0O. Box 7604

Ben Franklin Station

Washington, D.C. 20044

Sanlando Utilities Corporation
Post Office Box 3884

Longwood, Florida 32791

(407 ) 788-3600

E.I.N.: 59-1293054

The Taxpayer:

Dear Sir or Madam:

We respectfully request a ruling that certain surcharges
received and transferred into an escrow account by Sanlando
Utilities Corporation (the "Taxpayer") to fund the construction of
a certain reuse facility are not income to the Taxpayer under
section 61(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the
"Code") or under section 118(b) of the Code, but rather are
contributions to the capital of the corporation under section
118(a) of the Code.

A. STATEMENT OF FACTS

The Taxpayer is a Class A privately owned public water and
wastewater utility incorporated under the laws of the State of
Florida. The Taxpayer's annual accounting period is the calendar
year. The Taxpayer uses the accrual method of accounting for
maintaining its accounting books and for filing its federal income
tax return. The Taxpayer's federal income tax returns are under
the examination jurisdiction of the District Director in
Jacksonville, Florida.

The Taxpayer's principal place of business is located in
Altamonte Springs, Florida. The area which the Taxpayer services
is in the central part of the State of Florida ("Central Florida").
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The Taxpayer's operations and rate structure are regulated by
the Florida Public Service Commission (the "Commission"). To
service its water customers, the Taxpayer is required to obtain
permits for the extraction of water ("Consumptive Use Permits")
from the Central Florida agquifer (the "Floridian Aquifer"). The
Consumptive Use Permits are issued by the St. John's River Water
Management District, an agency of the State of Florida (the
"District"). The Taxpayer is also required to obtain permits for
the disposal of treated effluent from its sewer treatment
facilities (the "Effluent Disposal Permits") from the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection (the "Department").

The Florida legislature has declared that water is a precious
and limited resource over which control must be increased in order
to meet the needs of the citizens of the State of Florida,
currently and in the future. The District has declared that the
area in Central Florida where the Taxpayer is located and does
business is a critical water supply problem area.

On November 27, 1990, the Taxpayer was ordered by the
Commission to submit a plan detailing the actions the Taxpayer
proposed to take to implement water conservation initiatives. The
Commission also ordered the Taxpayer to file a brief economic study
of the feasibility of implementing spray irrigation disposal of
treated effluent within ninety (90) days. The Taxpayer requested
an extension of the ninety (90) day period on March 19, 1991 in
order to complete its water conservation plan ("the Water
Conservation Plan"), which extension was granted by the Commission
on April 25, 1991. In compliance with the Commissions's order, the
Taxpayer submitted its Water Conservation Plan to the Commission on
June 28, 1991.

On August 16, 1991, the Commission issued an order approving
in part and denying in part the Water Conservation Plan submitted
by Taxpayer. In that same Order, the Commission ordered the
Taxpayer to file a plan detailing the economic feasibility of spray
irrigation for effluent disposal. The Taxpayer filed a supplement
to its Water Conservation Plan on September 26, 1991.

At an agenda conference held by the Commission on October 22,
1991, the Florida Audubon Society (the "Society"), a citizen
environmental interest group, appeared before the Commission and
expressed the Society's concern over the Taxpayer's methods of
effluent disposal. The Society has a long history of seeking to
protect the State's environmental resources through intervention in
administrative procedures regarding permits which affect Florida's
environment.




Internal Revenue Service
Associate Chief Counsel (Domestic)
June 15, 1995

Page 3

At the same time the Taxpayer was seeking to meet the
requirements of the Commission relating to water conservation and
reuse issues, the Taxpayer filed for renewal of an Effluent
Disposal Permit issued by the Department for disposal of treated
sewage into the Wekiva River. The State of Florida has declared
that the Wekiva River is a water body of the highest and best
quality and has designated it as an Outstanding Florida Water Body.
The Society and The Friends of the Wekiva, another citizen
environmental interest group, intervened in the permit process
before the Department, objecting to the continued disposal of
treated sewage into the Wekiva River.

On July 10, 1992, the Department renewed the Effluent Disposal
Permit for the Taxpayer authorizing the Taxpayer to continue
operating its Wekiva Wastewater Treatment Plant. However, as a
result of the intervention by the Society and the Friends of the
Wekiva, the Taxpayer was forced to enter into a stipulated
settlement which required that certain conditions be included in
the Effluent Disposal Permit. The conditions were as follows: (1)
the Taxpayer was required to enter into preliminary discussions
with the Commission to determine if the Commission would allow
implementation of water conservation rates to fund the construction
and improvements needed to further treat and deliver reclaimed
wastewater to three golf courses located within the Taxpayer's
service area, but not serviced by the Taxpayer:; (2) the Taxpayer
was required to effect on-site plant modifications to existing
wastewater treatment facilities and the creation of a distribution
system to transmit treated effluent to the three (3) golf course
sites (the "Reuse Facility"); and (3) the Reuse Facility was
required to have an average daily usage of approximately one
million gallons per day.

As a result of the conditions of the Effluent Disposal Permit
issued by the Department, the Taxpayer amended its Water
Conservation Plan by an Addendum filed with the Commission on
September 21, 1992. The Addendum to the Water Conservation Plan
included an effluent reuse program, an inclined block rate
structure to encourage water conservation, a report of the
Taxpayer's conservation expenditures through October 21, 1992 and
a plan for funding the construction of the Reuse Facility through
the pre-collection of additional revenues from Taxpayer's
customers.

The essence of the amended Water Conservation Plan includes a
Reuse Facility system designed to maintain pressure for local
system reuse on demand as well as for transmission to the three (3)
golf courses in an economical fashion. The Reuse Facility would be
designed with both on-site storage and pumping capabilities and
have the ability to deliver slightly over one million gallons of
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treated effluent per day to the three (3) golf courses on an annual
average basis and another 225,000 gallons of treated effluent to
commercial users in the vicinity of the main transmission routes to
the respective golf courses. The total cost for the Reuse
Facility, including federal income taxes on contributions in aid of
construction, was estimated by the Taxpayer to be approximately
$1,820,000.00.

On November 23, 1992, after considering the amended Water
Conservation Plan, the Commission issued an Order (the "Proposed
Agency Action") approving the Water Conservation Plan.

On December 31, 1993, Jack R. Hiatt, a water customer of the
Taxpayer, filed a petition for an administrative hearing,
protesting the Proposed Agency Action. On January 3, 1994,
Tricia A. Madden, individually and as President of Wekiva Hunt Club
Community Association, Inc., filed a petition opposing the Proposed
Agency Action. On January 3, 1994, Robert E. Swett, a water
customer of the Taxpayer, filed a petition opposing the Proposed
Agency Action. All three of the petitioners (the "Petitioners")
and all of the members of the Wekiva Hunt Club Community
Association, Inc. are customers of the Taxpayer.

On February 4, 1994, the Office of Public Counsel,
representing the citizens of the State of Florida, filed a response
in opposition to the Taxpayer's Motion to Dismiss and Answer to the
petitions of the Petitioners, thus becoming a participant in the
administrative hearing process on behalf of Taxpayer's customers
and against the Taxpayer in the controversy over the Water
Conservation Plan.

The principal objection of the Petitioners was that they
should not be required to fund the construction of the Reuse
Facility through their payment of a reuse facility surcharge when
they would not directly benefit from the Reuse Facility. An
ancillary objection which was voiced principally by the Office of
Public Counsel was based upon the concept that the Reuse Facility
would cost up to sixty percent (60%) more than it might otherwise
because of the federal income taxes on the contributions in aid of
construction and the resulting gross-up.

From February 4, 1994, through March 21, 1995, a series of
hearings and meetings occurred between the various participants in
the administrative hearing process as a result of the petitions of
the Petitioners. At those hearings and meetings the Taxpayer's
position was supported by the District, the Society and The Friends
of the Wekiva because those three entities felt that the creation
of the Reuse Facility would benefit the general public of the State
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of Florida by protecting the Wekiva River and helping to conserve
the critical water resources of the State of Florida.

On March 21, 1995, the Commission approved a Stipulation, a
copy of which is enclosed herewith as Exhibit "A," that was agreed
to by all of the parties participating in the administrative
proceeding. The Stipulation was arrived at by negotiation between
the parties as an agreement to settle the ongoing dispute over the
Reuse Facility. The terms of the Stipulation provided that the
Reuse Facility will be constructed and operated as follows:

(1) A not-for-profit corporation (the "Corporation”) will be
formed for the purpose of encouraging water conservation and reuse
and for the education of the public on the use of water. Each
customer of the Taxpayer shall be entitled to be a member of the
Corporation.

(2) The Taxpayer shall implement a stipulated reuse facility
surcharge and place all funds collected in an interest bearing
escrow account in the name of the Corporation. The Taxpayer shall
function solely as a collection agent of the Corporation and shall
be responsible for collecting the reuse facility surcharge on
behalf of the Corporation and depositing it into the escrow
account.

(3) The escrow account shall be owned by the Corporation.
The funds in the escrow account shall be used solely to fund the
cost of design and construction of the Reuse Facility, and to fund
certain administrative costs of the Corporation. The escrow
account shall be established pursuant to a written agreement
between the Corporation, the Commission and an independent
financial institution. The Corporation and the Commission shall be
the signatories of the escrow account.

(4) The Reuse Facility will be owned by the Corporation. The
Taxpayer will, as agent for the Corporation, arrange for the design
and construction of the Reuse Facility.

(5) After the Reuse Facility is constructed, the Corporation
will lease it to the Taxpayer for a nominal charge and for a term
equal to the useful life of the Reuse Facility. The Reuse Facility
will be operated and maintained by the Taxpayer out of revenues
collected from the sale of reused effluent to the three (3) golf
courses who will be the primary users of the reused effluent.

(6) No monies can be spent from the escrow account until (1)
a ruling is obtained from the Internal Revenue Service that the
collection of the reuse facility surcharge by the Taxpayer and the
lease of the Reuse Facility by the Taxpayer do not generate taxable
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income to the Taxpayer and (2) the Corporation obtains a letter
from the Internal Revenue Service that it is a tax exempt entity
under Section 501(c)(3) of the Code.

(7) No monies can be spent from the escrow account without
the approval of the Commission.

(8) If for any reason the Reuse Facility is not constructed
or completed, unused escrowed funds, including interest, shall be
returned to the customers from whom they were collected. Any funds
remaining in the escrow account in excess of the cost of the Reuse
Facility shall be returned to the customers from whom they were
collected.

While the Stipulation does not establish rates to be charged
by the Taxpayer for the reused effluent, it does contemplate that
the Taxpayer will seek approval by the Commission of rates which
will generate sufficient revenues to make payments to the not-for-
profit corporation under the lease and also to defray the cost of
operating the Reuse Facility. Under the Stipulation, it is
contemplated that the Taxpayer's rates will not include any return
on any part of the cost or value of the Reuse Facility.

Since the Stipulation was approved by the Commission, a
controversy has arisen between the Commission and its staff
regarding the intent of the order issued by the Commission and a
motion for more definite statement has been filed by the Office of
Public Counsel. Taxpayer has determined that all of the elements
of the Stipulation can and will be served more efficiently if the
Taxpayer collects the Reuse Facility surcharge, places the
surcharge in escrow in the Taxpayer's name under an escrow account
monitored and controlled by the Commission pursuant to the
Commission's regulatory authority, and once the escrow account has
reached sufficient size, builds the Reuse Facility, and owns and
operates the Reuse Facility in Taxpayer's name.

B. RULING REQUESTED

The reuse facility surcharges which will be collected by the
Taxpayer to fund the construction of the Reuse Facility are not
gross income to the Taxpayer under section 61(a) of the Code or
under section 118(b) of the Code, but rather are contributions to
the capital of the Taxpayer under section 118(a) of the Code.

C. STATEMENT QF THE LAW AND ANALYSIS

Section 61(a) of the Code and section 1.61-1 of the Income Tax
Regulations provide that gross income means income from whatever
source derived, unless excluded by law.
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Amounts received by a trustee or agent for the benefit of
another party are not includable in the gross income of the trustee
or agent. In United States v. Maryland Jockey Club of Baltimore
City, 210 F.2d 367 (4th Cir.), cert. denied, 347 U.S. 1014 (1954),
the state racing commission ordered a race track operator to pay
over to the state a percentage of its gross receipts for deposit
into a special fund. The operator was entitled to withdraw amounts
from the fund only with the permission of the state racing
commission and for the limited purpose of repair, maintenance, and
expansion of the operator's facilities. At the end of three years,
any amount remaining in the fund reverted to the state. The court
held that the amounts that the operator received and transferred
into the special fund were not income until the racing commission
actually credited the amounts to the operator. Id. at 371.

In Illinois Power Co. v. Commissioner 792 F.2d 683 (7th Cir.
1986), a state-regulated electric utility company was ordered to
increase the rates for electricity charged to certain commercial
customers in order to encourage those customers to switch to
alternative sources of energy. The state public utility commission
made clear that the purpose of the rate increase was not to benefit
Illinois Power, and that the utility would not be entitled to
retain permanently the additional receipts. At the time it ordered
the rate increase, the utility commission did not specify when or
how Illinois Power would be required to disgorge the additional
receipts. Illinois Power commingled the receipts with its other
funds, but reflected the additional receipts in a separate account
on its books. Five years later, the utility commission ordered the
utility to disburse the receipts in the form of credits on the
electric bills of all of the utility's existing customers. The
utility commission also required the utility to increase the
customer credits to reflect interest on the additional receipts at
a rate equal to the legal rate of return allowed to Illinois Power.

The Tax Court held that the utility had to include the
additional receipts in gross income in the year received. The
Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals reversed, holding that Illinois
Power was acting as a mere custodian of the funds. The court
compared Illinois Power's role to that of a bank holding customers'
deposits. The court noted- that the utility was under a definite
obligation to repay the funds, although it was not a formal trustee
of the amounts collected.

In Mutual Telephone Co. v. United States, 204 F.2d 160 (9th
Cir. 1953), the state utility commission granted a utility
permission to increase its rates in order to expand the utility's
existing installations to accommodate increased demand, and to
discourage further demand. The utility commingled the increased
receipts with its general funds but reflected them in a separate
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book account. The utility commission's order required the utility
to hold an amount equal to the increased receipts in reserve until
such time as the commission directed disposition of the amount
(which in fact did not occur until 8 years after the commission's
original order). The court held that under these "controlled
circumstances, " the utility did not have "unfettered command" over
the funds and, accordingly, did not have to include the funds in
its gross income in the year received. Id. at 161.

The foregoing cases (which are cited in Private Letter Ruling
9218031) support the Taxpayer's position that its receipt of the
reuse facility surcharge does not constitute gross income to the
Taxpayer. The facts supporting the agency theory in this case are
even stronger than the facts in the cited cases. The funds from
the surcharges will be deposited into an escrow account and will be
used solely to pay for the design and construction of the Reuse
Facility. Any escrowed funds not used must be returned to the
Taxpayer's customers.

Section 118(a) of the Code provides that in the case of a
corporation, gross income does not include any contribution to the
capital of the taxpayer. Section 118(b), as amended by section
824(a) of the Tax Reform Act of 1986 (the "Act"), provides that for
purposes of subsection (a), the term "contribution to the capital
of the taxpayer" does not include any contribution in aid of
construction or any other contribution as a customer or potential
customer.

Before the Act was enacted, former section 118(b) of the Code
allowed certain regulated public utilities to exclude from gross
income as contributions to the capital of the corporation certain
contributions made by a customer or potential customer of the
utility in aid of construction. Section 824(a) of the Act repealed
this special exclusion. As a result, a contribution in aid of
construction ("CIAC") is includable in the gross income of the
receiving utility.

The House Ways and Means Committee Report ("the House Report")
explains that property, including money, is to be treated as a CIAC
(rather than as a capital contribution) if it is contributed to
provide or encourage the provision of services to or for the
benefit of the person making the contribution. H.R. Rep. No. 426,
99th Cong., lst Sess. 644 (1985), 1986-3 (vol. 2) C.B. 644. A
utility is considered as having received property to encourage the
provision of services if any one of the following conditions are
met: (1) the receipt of the property is a prerequisite to the
provision of the services, (2) the receipt of the property results
in the provision of services earlier than would have been the case
had the property not been received, or (3) the receipt of the
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property otherwise causes the transferor to be favored in any way.
The House Report also states that the repeal of the special
exclusion does not affect transfers of property that are not made
in connection with the provision of services, including situations
where it is clearly shown that the benefit of the public as a whole
was the primary motivating factor in the transfers.

Notice 87-82, 1987-2 C.B. 389, provides additional guidance
for the treatment of CIACs. Notice 87-82 follows the language from
the House Report and states that a payment received by a utility
that does not reasonably relate to the provision of services by the
utility or for the benefit of the person making the payment but
rather relates to the benefit of the public at large, is not a
CIAC. In Notice 87-82, an example of a payment benefiting the
public at large is a relocation payment received by a utility under
a government program to place utility lines underground. In that
situation, the relocation payment will not be considered a CIAC
where the relocation is undertaken for either reasons of community
esthetics or in the interest of public safety and does not directly
benefit particular customers of the utility.

In this case, customers of the Taxpayer will clearly not pay
the reuse facility surcharge in order to obtain water and
wastewater services. The surcharge will be collected by the
Taxpayer and placed into the escrow account in order to build the
Reuse Facility. The purpose of the Reuse Facility is to conserve
precious water resources of the State of Florida and to protect the
Wekiva River, all for the benefit of the State of Florida and its
citizens.

In United States v. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co.,
412 U.S. 401 (1973), 1973-2 C.B. 428 ("CB&Q"), the Supreme Court
reviewed the prior nonshareholder capital contribution cases and
enumerated some of the characteristics of contributions to capital
under both the 1939 and 1954 Codes, as follows: (1) it must become
a permanent part of the transferee's working capital structure: (2)
it may not be compensation, such as a direct payment for a
specific, quantifiable service provided for the transferor by the
transferee: (3) it must be bargained for; (4) the asset transferred
must foreseeably result in benefit to the transferee in an amount
commensurate with its value; and (5) the assets, ordinarily, if not
always, will be employed in or contribute to the production of
additional income and its value assured in that respect. Id. at
412-13.

In this case, the Transaction will meet the five (5)
requirements set forth in CB&Q: (1) the Reuse Facility will become
a permanent part of the Taxpayer's capital structure; (2) the Reuse
Facility will not represent a direct payment for specific,
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quantifiable services provided by the Taxpayer to its customers:
(3) the Reuse Facility was bargained for during negotiations in the
administrative hearing process; (4) the Reuse Facility will result
in a benefit to the Taxpayer in an amount commensurate with its
value; and (5) the Reuse Facility will be employed in and
contribute to the production of additional income in the form of
payments from the three golf courses which will be used to offset
operational costs of the Reuse Facility and therefore the value of
the Reuse Facility is assured. Accordingly, the reuse facility
surcharge is a nontaxable contribution to the capital of Taxpayer
under section 118(a) of the Code.

D. CONCLUSION

The reuse facility surcharges collected by the Taxpayer do not
constitute gross income to the Taxpayer under Section 61(a) of the
Code or a taxable CIAC under Section 118(b) of the Code, but rather
are non-taxable contributions to the capital of the taxpayer under
Section 118(a) of the Code. The Taxpayer will collect the
surcharge as an agent of the citizens of the State of Florida for
a public benefit, and will deposit the collected funds into an
escrow account controlled by the Public Service Commission.
Furthermore, the reuse facility surcharge is not for the benefit of
the Taxpayer's customers, but rather is for the benefit of the
public at large. Finally, the surcharges have all of the
characteristics of a contribution to capital.

E. PROCEDURAL STATEMENTS

(1) To the best of the knowledge of the Taxpayer and the
Taxpayer's representatives, the same issues involved in this ruling
request are not in an earlier return of the Taxpayer (or in a
return for any year of a related taxpayer within the meaning of
section 267, or of a member of an affiliated group of which the
Taxpayer is also a member within the meaning of section 1504).

(2) To the best of the knowledge of the Taxpayer and the
Taxpayer's representatives, the Service has not previously ruled on
the same or similar issues for the Taxpayer (or a related taxpayer
within the meaning of section 267, or a member of an affiliated
group of which the Taxpayer is also a member within the meaning of
section 1504) or a predecessor.

(3) To the best of the knowledge of the Taxpayer and the
Taxpayer's representatives, the Taxpayer, a related taxpayer, a
predecessor or any representatives have not previously submitted a
request involving the same or similar issues to the Service but
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withdrawn the request before a letter ruling or a determination
letter was issued.

(4) To the best of the knowledge of the Taxpayer and the
Taxpayer's representatives, the Taxpayer, a related taxpayer or a
predecessor has not previously submitted a request involving the
same or similar issues that is currently pending with the Service.

(5) To the best of the knowledge of the Taxpayer and the
Taxpayer's representatives, the Taxpayer or a related taxpayer is
not presently submitting another request involving the same or
similar issues to the Service.

(6) The law in connection with this request is uncertain, but
the issues are adequately addressed by the relevant authorities as
discussed above.

The declaration required by section 601.201(e)(l1l) of the
Treasury Regulations, signed by an officer of the Taxpayer who has
personal knowledge of the material facts, is enclosed.

The deletions statement and checklist required by Revenue
Procedure 95-1 are enclosed.

The required user fee of $3,575.00 is enclosed.

If any additional information is needed, please call either of
the undersigned at (407) 843-4600, pursuant to the enclosed power
of attorney.

Respectfully submitted,

LOWNDES, DROSDICK, DOST
KANTOR & REED,
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Attorneys at Law September 12, 1995
Mr. John McQuillan CERTIFIED MAIL
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
ATTN: CC:DOM:PSI:5
Post Office Box 7604
Ben Franklin Station
Washington, DC 20044
Re: Private Letter Ruling Request for Sanlando Utilities
Corporation
E.I.N.: 59-1293054

Dear Mr. McQuillan

This letter is the result of our telephone conversation on Tuesday,
September 5, 1995. During that conversation you requested that we
supplement our request for a private letter ruling (the "Letter
Request") made on behalf of Sanlando Utilities Corporation (the
"Taxpayer"), which Letter Request was filed on or about June 16, 1995.

Your office requested additional support for the Statement of Law
and Analysis (Section C of the Letter Request) and the Conclusion
(Section C of the Letter Request). Specifically we have been asked to
address and clarify the concept of "contribution" to the capital of the
Taxpayer. ‘

Webster's Seventh New Collegiate Dictionary defines "contribution"
as a noun which has the primary meaning of "an esp. extraordinary levy
or tax." As such, it does not in any way denote or imply that the
"contribution" is wvoluntary. Further, none of the other secondary
definitions given for the noun "contribution" imply a wvoluntary act.
The verb "contribute" does not have a voluntary connotation in its
definition. Enclosed is a photocopy of the relevant page of the
dictionary for your review.

Sec. 118 [1986 Code] in subsection (a) states "General Rule - In
the case of a corporation, Jgross income does not include any
contribution to the capital of +the taxpayer." Note, the noun
"contribution" is used in that code section.

The only time the concept of volunteerism occurs that we could find
in connection with contributions to capital of a corporation is in the
case of taxable clubs. In those cases members' "voluntary"
contributions are distinguished from non-voluntary dues and membership
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fees, and the voluntary contributions are given non-tax treatment if
used for capital improvements but only when the members are also
required to pay other compulsory dues or membership fees. See Rev. Rul.
57-375, 1957-2 C.B. 110. In making the distinction, the focus is not on
the "voluntary" nature of the contribution to capital, but on the fact
that the contribution is being made without a commensurate benefit
flowing to the contributor.

This same distinction has been asserted time and time again in
applying the public benefit test to determine whether a contribution was
made to capital, as opposed to being a contribution in aid of
construction ("CIAC"). For example, in Rev. Rul. 93-16 C.B. 487, the
Internal Revenue Service (the "IRS") ruled that an FAA grant to a
corporate airport owner is a nonshareholder contribution to capital
under §118 because the purpose of the grant was to benefit the public
rather than to obtain specific benefits for the government.

In a series of cases where public utilities were paid by a
government for relocating their facilities to serve a public purpose,
rather than to benefit a specific customer or Jgroup of customers, the
IRS has repeatedly ruled that the relocation payment is a non-taxable
contribution to capital of the utility. That position was not changed
by the amendment to §118 in the Tax Reform Act of 1986 making CIAC
taxable as income to a utility. See e.g.. IRS Notice 87-82 which
explains the IRS's position on §118 after its amendment by Act and
specifically quotes from the House Report on the Act in stating that the
amendment wrought by the Act did not change the result of the relocation
fee cases. Notice 87-82 specifically states:

"If, for example, it can be shown that a particular payment
received by a utility does not reasonably relate to the
provision of services by such utility to or for the benefit of
the person making the payment but rather relates to the
benefit of the public at large, then the payment is not
treated as CIAC under section 118(b) of the 1986 Code."

The Notice then goes on in the very next sentence to apply that
test to relocation payments received by a utility from a government
program. In virtually every instance, the contributions to capital made
by governments to a utility as relocation payments are made with monies
collected from taxpayers in a non-voluntary manner. To suggest in the
instant case that the monies to be used for the reuse facility are
taxable to the Taxpayer because the Taxpayer has been ordered by the
Florida Public Service Commission (the "Commission") to collect the
monies directly from its customers for construction of the reuse
facility, rather than the State of Florida collecting those monies as
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taxes and then remitting them to the Taxpayer for construction of the
reuse facility, ignores the realities of the situation, puts form over
substance, and misconstrues the legislative intent of §118(a).

The reuse facility which the Taxpayer is being required to build,
using monies collected from the Taxpayer's water customers, is being
built solely to benefit the general public. The intended purpose of the
reuse facility is to supply reclaimed water from the Taxpayer's sewage
treatment facility to three golf courses.

The water customers of the Taxpayer are contributing the entire
cost of the reuse facility. Essentially all of the water customers
(except for two of the golf courses which will be served by the reuse
facility) are not benefitting from the construction of the reuse
facility, except to the extent that any of the general public in Florida
are benefitted by reducing the total amount of water withdrawn from the
Floridian aquifer which supplies drinking water to a vast portion of the
populace in the Central Florida region and by reducing the amount of
treated effluent that is currently being disposed of in the Wekiva River
(also located in Central Florida) which has been designated an
Outstanding Water of the State of Florida deserving extra protection.
The Central Florida region is where the reuse facility, the water
customers of the Taxpayer, and the golf ccurses are all located.

The Taxpayer is being required by State agencies, specifically the
Florida Department of Environmental Protection and the Commission, to
build the reuse facility. The sole reason for that requirement is to
conserve water resources of the State of Florida by reducing withdrawals
from the Floridian aquifer and by reducing the amount of treated
effluent being disposed of in the Wekiva River, and thus to benefit the
citizens of the State.

Further, to support the argument that the monies collected by the
Taxpayer from the water customers to be used for the reuse facility
construction are not gross income to the Taxpayer, we pointed out in our
earlier Letter Request that the Taxpayer is merely an agent for the
Commission in the collection process. By order of the Commission the
monies collected from the water customers will be deposited into an
escrow account, and can only be withdrawn from that account pursuant to
approval by the Commission and used only for the design and construction
of the reuse facility. When the Commission authorizes the monies to be
used for construction of the reuse facility, those monies are being
contributed by the Commission from the escrow account, in a voluntary
manner. The Taxpayer cannot force the monies to be released from the
escrow account, unless the Commission desires that they be released. In
this sense, the monies being withdrawn from the escrow account are no
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different than monies used by a governmental entity for payment of
relocation payments to a utility, which payments have traditionally been
non-taxable to the utility.

For the foregoing reasons, the contribution to capital of the
Taxpayer does not gualify as CIAC because it is clearly not being made
to the Taxpayer to encourage the provision of services to or for the
benefit of the persons making the contribution, in this case the water
customers of the Taxpayer. Oon the other hand, it does qualify as a
contribution to capital because it meets the five point test articulated
in United States v. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Co., 412 U.S.
401 (1973), 1973-2 C.B. 428.

We trust the foregoing has been helpful to you in your review of
the Letter Request and is responsive to your request for additional
information. If you have any further questions or need additional
information, please call the undersigned at (407) 843-4600.

Very truly urs,

Cleatous J.] Simmons

CJS/cjs
Enclosure

c Mr. Robert Mandell
John F. Lowndes, Esquire
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contrarx_

-~ on the contrar
: NOTWITHSTANDING
2con.trary \'kin-trer-e. in sense 4 ofren kon-‘tre(air-&¢\ adj [ME
contrarie. ir. MF contrawre. ir. L contrarws. ir. conrra opposite ]
1 a : diametricallv different b : opposite in character @ tending to an
opposing course C : mutuaiiy opposed ¢ ANTAGONISTIC 2 : op-
posite tn position. direction, or nature 3 : UNFAVORABLE — used
of wind or weather 4 : disposed to contradict Oor oppose
SYyN PERVERSE, RESTIVE, BALKY, FROWARD, WAYWARD: CONTRARY
implies a temperamental unwillingness to accept dictauon or
advice: PERVERSE may imply wrongneaded. determined. or crankyv
oppeosition to what is reasonable or normal; RESTIVE SURgests
unwillingness or 1nability to suomit to discipiine or foliow orders;
BALKY suggests a refusing 10 proceed or acquiesce for no evident
or explainabie reason; FROWARD 1mpilies habitual and often defiant
disobedience; WAYWARD suRreests strong-wiiled capriciousness and
irregulanty in behavior syn see in addition OPPOSITE
3con.{rary \/ike 2CONTRARY\ adv ! CONTRARILY, CONTRARIWISE
lcon.trast \'kan-trast\ n 1 : the act or process of contrasting
¢ the state of being contrastied 2 : a person or thing that exhibits
differences when contrasted 3 : diversity of adjacent parts in
color. emouon. and tone
2con.trast \kan-‘trast. ‘kan-,\ vé (F conrraster, fr. MF, to oppose.
resist. alter. of contrester, {r. (assumed) VL contrastare. fr. L
contra- + stare to stand) vi : to exhibit contrast ~ vr : to put in
contrast Syn see COMPARE con.trast.able \-3-bal\ adj
cone.trasty \'kian-tras-té. kan-'\ adj : having or producing in
photography great contrast between highlights and shadows
constra.vene \ kin-tra-'vén\ vt (MF or LL; MF contrevenir, fr. LL
contravenire, fr. L contra- + vemwre to come] 1 : to go Of act
contrary 10 (~ a law) 2 ! to oppose in argument : CONTRADICT
{(~ a proposition) Syn see DENY -~ CONetra.ven.er n
con.tra.ven.tion \ kan-tra-‘venchsn\ n (MF, fr. LL contra-
ventus. pp. of contravemire) : the act of contravening : VIOLATION
con.tre.danse \'kan-tra-,dantt)s, kG"-tra-da"s\ or con.tra dance
\'kdn-tra-,dan(t)s\ n (F contredanse. by folk etymoliogy fr. E
country-dance) 1 : a folk dance in which couples face each other
in two hines or 1n a square 2 : a piece of music for a contredanse
conetre.temps \'kin-tra-,ta®, ko"-tre-ta®\ n, p/ cON.tre.temps
\-()ta"(2)\ (F, fr. contre- counter- + temps ume. fr. L tempus)
¢ an iNOPPOTIUNE EMDArrassing occurrence : MISHAP
conetrib.ute \kan-‘trib-yat\ v6 (L contributus. pp. of contribuere.
fr. com- + tribuere 10 Rrant — more at TRIBUTE) vt 1 : 0 give or
supply in common with others 2 : to supply (as an artale) for
a publication ~ vi 1 a : to give a part to a common fund or store
b : to share 1n a joint effort 2 : to submut artcles to a publication
SYR see CONDUCE — CONetriBsU«tOr \-y3t-3r\ n
conletri-bu.tion \ kan.tra-‘bvu-shan\ n 1 : an esp. extraordinary
levy or tax 2 : the act of contributing: aiso : the sum or thing
contnbuted 3 : a wnung for publicauon esp. 1n a penodical —
conetrid.ue«tive \kan-'trib-vat-iv\ adj — con.trib.u-tive-iy adv
conetrib.u.to.ry \kan-‘trin-vs-,tor-€, -,tor-\ adj 1 a : contrnibuting
to a common fund or enterprise b : subject to a levy of supplies,
money. or men 2 : of. relaung to. or formne a contribution
cometrite \‘kin-.trit. kan-*\ adj (ME contrit, fr. MF, fr. ML, {r. L.
p. Oof conterere 1o grind, bruise. ir. com- + rerereto rub] 1 : grieve
g and penitent for sin or shortcoming 2 : proceeding {from con-
trition (~ sighs) — conetrite-ly adv — constrité.-ness n
conetri.tion \kan-‘trish-an\ n : the state of being contrite ¢ RE-
PENTANCE SyIN See PENITENCE
cometriveance \kan-‘tri-van(t)s\ n 1 : the act or faculty of con-
triving : the state of being contnved 2 : a thing contnved; esp
¢ a mechanical device
©ON=tTive \kan-'triv\ vb [ME controven, contreven, {r.-MF controver.
fr. LL contropare 1o compare) vt 1 a : DEVISE. PLAN b ¢ to fabri-
cate as 8 work of art or ingenuity 2 @ 10 bring about by stratagem
or with difficulty ~ vi : to make schemes — con.triveer n
con.trived adj ¢ ARTIFICIAL. LABORED
1con.trol \kan-'troi\ v con.trolled: con.trol.ling (ME controllen.
fr. MF contrerolier. {r. contrerotte copy of an account. audit. fr.
contre- counter- + rolle roll. account] 1 : to check. test. or verify
by evidence or expenments 2 a : 10 eXCrcise restraining or direct-
ing influence over : REGULATE b : to have power over : RULE
SY1 see CONDUCT — conetrol.la.ble \-'tr3-13-bal\ adj — constroi-
ment \-‘trol-mant\ n

t ..¢ opposite ¢ KO — to the contrary
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2control n 1 a ¢ an act or instance of controlling b : skill in the use
of a tool. instrument. technique. or artistic medium ¢ : direction, |
reguiation. and coordinatuon of production. administration. and |
other business activities 2 : RESTRAINT. RESERVE 3 : a2 means or |
method of controlling : one that controls: as & : the subject of a |
control experiment b : a mechanism used to regulate or guide |
the operation of a machine. apparatus. or sysitem ¢ : a personality
or spint believed to actuate the utterances or performances of a
spiritualist medium Syn see POWER
control experiment n : an expeniment to check the resuits of other
expenments
conetroleler \kon-‘tré-lar, ‘kin-,\ n [ME conrerroiler, fr. MF
contrerolleur, fr. contrerolie] 1 a : COMPTROLLER | b ¢ COMP-
TROLLER 2 ¢ ¢ the chief accounung officer of a business enterprise
or an institution (as a college) 2 : one that controls or has power
or authority to control — constrol.ler.smp \-;ship\ n
cOone«tro.ver.sial \ kin-tra-‘var-shal, -'var-sé-3l\ adj 1 ¢ subject to,
relating to, or arousing controversy (a ~ public figure> 2 : given |
to controversy : DISPUTATIOUS — COMletro.ver-sial.ism \-,iz-om\ n
— CONeIro.ver.sialeist \-ast\ n — CON«tro.ver-sial.ly \-€\ adv
cORn.tro.ver.8y \‘kin-trs-var-sé\ n [ME controversie, fr. L con-
tr fr. contr putable, lit.. turmed opposite, fr.
conmtro- (akin to contra-) + versus. pp. of vertere 1o turn — more at
woORTH] 1 : a discussion marked esp. by expression of opposing
views ¢ DISPUTE 2 : QUARREL. STRIFE
con.tro.vert \‘'kin-tra-vart, ,kin-tra-‘\ vb [controversy] vt : to
i or opp by ¢ DENY, CONTRADICT (~ a pointina |
discussion) ~ yi : tO engage in CONIroversy Syn seec DISPROVE —
cOn»tY0-Vert.er \-sr\ n — conetro-vert-ible \-3-bal\ aaqj
con.tu.ma.cious \ kin-t(y)s-‘ma-shas, kin-cha-\ adj : stub-
bomiy disobedient : REBELLIOUS — CON«tu.Mma.cious.ly adv
con.tu.ma.cy \kan-‘t(y)u-ma-sé; 'kdn-t(y)s-, ‘kan-cha-\ n (ME
r. L fr. ¢ -, contumax insubor- |
dinate. fr. com- + rumére 10 sweil, be proud] : stubborn resist- |
ance to authority; specif ¢ wiliful contempt of court
con.tu.me.li.ous \ kin-t(y)>-'mé-ié-as, ,kan-cha-\ adj : in-

conversance

solently abusive wumiliating — con.ta.me- s0us.ly ady
con.tu.me.ly \Ka.. «y)i-ma-ié: kin-t(y13.,mé-I&. ‘kan-cho-: ",
tam-1€\ n (ME contumelie. fr. MF. fr. L contumetia: pern. akin mn-
conturnacia) : ruce language or treatment arising from haughtin £
ana contemot: aiso ¢ an of such lans or tr bl
con.tuse \ksn-'tiviuz\ vt (MF contuser. fr. L contusus Pp. of
contundere 10 crusn. bruise. fr. com- + rtundere to beat —'mcﬂ-éo
STINT) ¢ to Injure (LiSsue) usu. L . —e:
tu.s10n \-'t(yu-zhsn\ 2
co.npun.drum \ks-‘nan-drom\ n (origin unknown} 1 : a riddle
:nose anslwcr 15 or mvol;res a pun 2 2 :a question or problem
aving oniy a conjectural answer b : an intncate
problem Syn see MYSTERY and difficuit
con.ur-ba.tion \ kan-(,)ar-'ba-shan\ n (com- + L urb-. urbg cityy
: an aggregation or continuous network of urban communities
con.va.lesce \ kan-va-'les\ vi (L convalescere. fr. com- + vaiescere
ta grow strong, {r. valére to be strong. be weil — more at WIFLD ) 2 to
recover health and strengttt ety after sich or ke
con.va.les.cence \ ki les-*n(t)s\ n : the i
convalescing — coneva-les.cent \-°nt\ adj orv:m Rt
con.vect \kan-‘vekt\ vb (back-for r. con Yvisto
transfer heat by COnvection ~ vf 2 to circulate (warm air) by con..
vection
con.vec.tion \kan-‘vek-shan\ n (LL convecrion-, convectio, fr, L
convectus. pp. of convehere 10 bring together, ir. com- + vehn'-u
carry) 1 : the acuon or process of conveying 2 a 2 the
mouon that occurs 1n a fluid at a nonumniform temperature owing to
the variation of its density and the action of gravity b : the transfer
of heat by this automatic circulation of a {luid — cons.vec.tion.al
\-shnal. -shan-*I\ adj — conevec.tive \-'vek-tiv\ adj
com.vec.tor \-‘vek-tar\ n : a heating unit in which air hested by
contact with a heating device in a casing circulates by convection
con.vene \kan-‘vén\ vb (ME convenen. r. MF convenir t0 come
torether) vi : to come torether in a body ~ vr 1 : to summon
before a tribunal 2 : (0 cause (0 assembie SYyR see SUMMON —
con.ven.er n
con.ve.nience \ksn-‘vé-nvon(t)s\ n 1 : fitness or suitability {or
performing an acuon or fulfilling a 2 :an ii
dewvice. or service ve to T J3a
PORTUNITY 4 : freedom from discomfort ¢ EASE
CONeVe-NIEN.CY \-nvan-s€\ A, archaic : CONVENIENCE
con.ve.nient \ksn-'vé-nyant\ adj (ME. fr. L convemient-, con-
ventens. {r. pro. of convenire 10 come together. be suitable] 1 obs
: SUITABLE. PROPER 2 2 : suited 10 personal comfort or 1o easy
performance D : suited to a particular situation 3 : near at hand
! HANDY — cOne.ve.nient.ly ady
‘con.vent \‘kan-vant. -,vent\ n (ME covenr, fr. OF. fr. ML con-
ventus. fr. L. assemblv. {r. conventus. pp. of convenire) 3 a local com-
munity or house of a religious order or congregation: spectf ¢ an es-
tablishment of nuns Syn see CLOISTER
2con.vent \kan-‘vent\ vb (L convenrus. pp.) obs : CONVENE
con.ven.ti.cle \kan-'vent-i-kal\ n (ME, {r. L conventicuium, dim.
of conventus assembly] 1 : ASSEMBLY. MEETING 2 : an assembly of
an irregular or unlawful character 3 : an assembly for religious
worship; esp : a secret meeting for worship not sanctioned by law
4 : MEETINGHOUSE — COMevVeneti-Cler \-i-k (3-)lar\ n
coneven.tion \kan-'ven-chan\ n (ME. fr. MF or L; MF. fr. L con-
vention-, conventio. fr. conventus, pp. of convenire to come tofether,
be suitable. fr. com- + venire 1o come] 1 2 : AGREEMENT. CONTRACT
b ¢ an arreement between states for regulation of matters af{ecting
all of them ¢ :a between S esp.
concerning prisoner exchange or armistice d : a general agreement
about basic pr ies; aiso : a principle that is true by convention
2a:the or R of an fy b:an ly
of persons met for a common purpose ¢ : the usu. state or nationad
organization of a religious denomination 3 a : usage or custom
esp. in social matters B : a rule of conduct or behavior ¢ : a prac-
tice in bidding or playing that s infor b part-
ners in a card game (as bridge)
con.ven.tion.al \ksn-‘vench-nal, -'ven-chan-’I\ adj 1 : formed by
agreement or compact 2 a : according with or based on convention
D : TRITE. COMMONPLACE 3 a : according with a mode of artistic
repr that (ies or provides symbols or substitutes
for natural forms b ¢ of traditional desien 4 : of. resembling. or
rejating to a convenuon. assembly. or public meeunz Syn see CER-
EMONIAL — CON.Ven«fion-ale.ism \-,iz-am\ 7 — Coneven.tion.al-
ist \-ost\ n — con.ven.tion-al.ly \-é\ adv
con.ven.tion.al.i.ty \kan-,ven-cha-‘nal-at-€\ n 1 : the quality or
state of being conventionai: specif : adherence to conventions
2 : a convenuonal usage, practice. of thing
con.ven.tion.al.iza.tion \kan-,vench-na-l3-'zd-shan. -ven-chan-
*1-3-'za-\ 71 : the act. practice. or product of conventionalizing
con.ven.tion.al.ize \kan-* na- liz, -'v han-’l-,1z\ vt 3 10
make convenuonai
con.ven.tion.eer \kan-,ven-cha-’ni(3)r\ n : a person attending a
convention
‘cone.ven.tu.al \kasn-‘vench-(s-)wal, kiin-\ adj (ME. {r. MF or ML;
MF. fr. ML conventuaiis. {r. conventus convent] 1 : of. relating
to, or befitting a convent or monastic life : MONASTIC 2 cap $ of
or reiating 10 the Conventuais — con.ven.tu.alely \-€\ adv
2conventual \*\ n 1 : a of a con { y
2 cap : a memper of the Order of Friars Minor Conventual forming
a t;;rancn of the first order of St. Francis of Assisi under a mitigated
ruie
con.verge \kan-'varj\ vb (ML convergere. fr. L com- + vergere to
bend. incline} »i 1 : to tend or move toward one point or one
another : come together ¢ MEET 2 : to come together and unite in a
common interest or focus 3 : to approach a limit as the number of
terms increases without limit ~ vf : to cause to converge
con.ver.gence \kan-‘var-jan(t)s\ n 1 : the act of converging and
esp. moving toward union or uniformity; esp : coordinated move-
ment of the two eyes 1 in of the image of a
point on corresponding retinal areas 2 : the condition of converg-
ing; esp @ ind develc of similar characters (as of
bodily structure or cuitural traits) otten associated with similarity of
habits or environment — con.versgent \-jant\ adj
CODeVer-gen.Cy \-jan-s&\ n : CONVERGENCE
con.vers.able \kan-‘var-sa-bal\ adj 1 : p! and easy to con-
verse with 2 archaic : relating to or suitable for social intercourse
con.ver.sance \ksn-‘vors-’n(t)s also ‘kin-var-san(t)s\ or CON-
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DECLARATION REQUIRED BY §601.201(e)(1)
OF THE TREASURY REGULATIONS

Under the penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this
request, including accompanying documents, and to the best of my
knowledge and belief, the facts presented in support of the requested
ruling or determination are true, correct, and complete.

Z/MF/M

Hamptcf P. Conley, Execugpive Vice
President
Sanlando Utilities Corporation

Dated: September /- , 1995




MEMORANDUM

October 2, 1995

/ :’IT’\ b
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING FPSC-RECORDS/REPORTING
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (O'SULLIVAN) Vi~
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding to

implement water conservation plan in Seminole County by
SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION.

]2)3—5
Attached is an Order Modifying Order No. PSC-95-0536-S-WS, to
be issued in the above-referenced docket. (Number of pages in
Order - 5)
MEO/dp
Attachment

cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Rendell, Chase, Merchant,
Von Fossen, Willis)

I: 930256-0.MO
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Attorneys at Law October 30, 1995
CERTIFIED MAIL
Mr. John McQuillan RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
ATTN: CC:DOM:PSI:5
Post Office Box 7604
Ben Franklin Station
Washington, DC 20044
Re: Private Letter Ruling Request for Sanlando Utilities
Corporation
E.I.N.: 59-1293054

Dear Mr. McQuillan

This letter is the result of our telephone conversation on Friday,
October 20, 1995. During that conversation you requested that we
supplement our request for a private 1letter ruling (the "Letter
Request”) made on behalf of Sanlando Utilities Corporation (the
"Taxpayer"), which Letter Request was filed on or about June 16, 1995,
and further supplemented on September 12, 1995 (the "First Supplement").

Your office requested that we respond to four specific points which
are:

1L e The Letter Request refers repeatedly to three (3) golf
courses. In the September 12, 1995 First Supplement to the
Letter Request reference is made to three golf courses, but in
the second paragraph on page 3 of the First Supplement the
following statement appears:

"Essentially all of the water customers
(except for two of the golf courses which
will be served by the reuse facility) are
not benefitting from the construction of
the reuse facility, except to the extent

"
. . ° .

This language may have confused the reviewer. There are three
(3) golf courses that will be customers of the reuse facility
described in the Letter Request and the First Supplement.
Those golf courses are Wekiva Golf Club, Sabal Point Country
Club and Sweetwater Country Club.

215 NORTH EOLA DRIVE ¢ POST OFFICE BOX 2809 ® ORLANDO. FLORIDA 32802
TELEPHONE 407-8434600 ¢ FAX 407-423-4495

MEMBER OF COMMERCIAL LAW AFFILIATES WITH INDEPENDENT OFFICES IN PRINCIPAL CITIES WORLDWIDE
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You have asked us to clarify which, if any of the three golf
courses are customers of the Taxpayer. Sweetwater Country
Club is in Orange County, Florida, outside of the existing
service area of the Taxpayer and is not now a customer of the
Taxpayer for any reason, although it will be a customer of the
reuse facility when it is built. Wekiva Golf Club and Sabal
Point Country Club are both potable water customers of the
Taxpayer. These two golf courses purchase water from the
Taxpayer for domestic consumption only. They do not purchase
water from the Taxpayer for irrigation of their golf courses.
Currently all three golf courses irrigate their courses by
pumping water from the Floridan Aquifer.

In Florida the authorization to pump groundwater for
irrigation purposes is governed by and permitted by the five
(5) water management districts throughout the State which have
been created by legislative mandate. The area where the
taxpayer and the three golf courses is located falls within
the jurisdiction of the St. Johns River Water Management
District (the "District"). The District has issued to each of
the golf courses a separate consumptive use permit ("CUP")
allowing them to pump water for golf course irrigation
purposes. A CUP contains a number of special conditions in
addition to general conditions. One of the special conditions
set out in each of the CUP's issued by the District to the
golf courses is the requirement to stop pumping groundwater
for irrigation purposes and to take and use reused water if it
is made available to the permittee. The only caveat to that
special condition is that it must be "economically feasible"
for the golf course to take the reused water. What is
"economically feasible" is determined from the facts
applicable to each of the golf courses at the time they will
be required to take the reused water. One of the items which
will be considered in determining what is "economically
feasible" is the cost of the reuse water charged to the golf
courses. That will be determined by the rates for the reused
water set by the Florida Public Service Commission. The rates
will not be determined until the cost of the reuse facility is
known.

Based upon the foregoing, the determination of whether the
golf courses, or any one of the golf courses, will be required
to take the reused water will be made by the District,
affected in part by actions of the Florida Public Service
Commission, all of which will occur at some future date.
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The District has participated throughout the multiple year
process described in the Letter Request which started with
renewal of the operating permit for Taxpayer's Wekiva
Wastewater Treatment Plant issued to the Taxpayer by the
Florida Department of Environmental Protection and ended with
the Florida Public Service Commission authorizing construction
of the reuse facility in the manner described in the Letter
Request. The District has consistently taken the stand that
it will require the golf courses to take the reused water when
it becomes available. The District is currently in the
process of renewing the CUP's for each of the golf courses
which were originally issued for five (5) years and are now up
for renewal. In each of those renewal CUP's the District is
inserting the special condition described above, and has added
a new special condition which requires any construction
activities taken by the golf courses to include in their
planning and actual construction accommodations for accepting
the reused water when it becomes available through the reuse
facility. The District has consistently been a proponent of
the reuse facility and continues to be a supporter of that
facility through its permitting activities.

Telephonic conversation with assistant District legal counsel
as recently as October 23, 1995, confirmed the District's
continued commitment to the reuse facility concept, and the
desire to force the golf courses to take the reused water when
it becomes available through the reuse facility.

The following are calculations we have made, at your request,
to illustrate what the different costs of water to the golf
courses would be based upon three fact patterns. In each
instance we have applied the same assumptions to each of the
three golf courses and have assumed that each golf course
consumes the same amount of water. The economic issue is
secondary and is not driving the regulatory push to cause
reused water to be substituted for groundwater for irrigation
purposes. Conservation of limited groundwater resources and
reduction of the amount of treated domestic sewer effluent
which is discharged into the Wekiva River are the primary
motivating factors behind the regulatory push for creation of
the reuse facility.
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Fact Pattern I. Golf Courses Irrigate Courses using Ground
Water.

This is the current state of affairs for each of the three
golf courses. We do not have access to, nor can we gain
access to, the electrical billing information for the various
golf courses. We have assumed that each golf course consumes
333,000 gallons of water per day for irrigation purposes.

Based upon the foregoing assumption, and assuming that the
pumping costs incurred by the golf courses are the same as
pumping costs incurred by the Taxpayer, we estimate that it
costs the golf courses $11,000.00 each per year to irrigate
the golf courses simply by pumping groundwater.

Fact Pattern II. Golf Courses Irrigate Courses using Potable
Water purchased from Taxpaver.

Taxpayer's authorized rate for potable water is currently
37.5¢ per thousand gallons, plus a base facilities charge
determined by the meter size of the commercial customer. In
the case of each of the golf courses we have assumed a 2"
meter would be required if they were using potable water to
irrigate the golf courses. Using the same assumptions as in
Fact Pattern I, and using the Taxpayer's authorized rate
structure, it would cost the golf courses approximately
$46,533 per year to irrigate each course with potable water
purchased from the Taxpayer.

In the case of Sweetwater Country Club this assumption is
grossly conservative because Sweetwater Country Club is not in
the Taxpayer's service area. In other utility service areas
the cost of potable water is often several multiples of the
cost of potable water purchased from the Taxpayer because the
Taxpayer's rates are among the lowest rates in Central Florida
for potable water.

Fact Pattern III. Golf Courses Irrigate Courses using Reused
Water from the Reuse Facility.

Using the same assumptions as in Fact Pattern I, and assuming
that based upon the cost of the reuse facility and its cost of
operation the rate authorized by the Florida Public Service
Commission for the Taxpayer to charge for the reused water
will be something less than Taxpayer's authorized rates for
potable water, the golf courses will pay something less than
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$46,533 but more than $11,000 per year to irrigate each course
with reused water.

We trust the foregoing has been helpful to you in your review of
the Letter Request and is responsive to your request for additional
information. If you have any further gquestions or need additional
information, please call the undersigned at (407) 843-4600.

CJS/cjs
Enclosure

e Mr. Robert Mandell
John F. Lowndes, Esquire
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DECLARATION REQUIRED BY §601.201(e) (1)
OF THE TREASURY REGULATIONS

Under the penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this
request, including accompanying documents, and to the best of my
knowledge and belief, the facts presented in support of the requested
ruling or determination are true, correct, and complete.

Yoomp, ©° Lirtin

Hampton P Conley
Executive Vice Pre51dent
Sanlando Utilities Corporation

Dated: October 30, 1995
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Internai Revenue Servic Department of tr - ‘easury

PO. Box 7604
Ben Franktin Station
Index No. 0118.02-00 Washington, DC 20044
. Person to Contact:
Mr. Cleatous J. Simmons John McQuillan
215 North Eola Drive Telephone Number:
Orlando, FL 32801 (202) 622-3040
Refer Reply to:
CC:DOM: P&SI:5/TR-31~-1310~-95
Date:
MAR | 5 |99
LEGEND: -
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Taxpayer = Sanlando Utilities Corporation ol T
: TIN: 59-1293054 =7
State X = Florida SE
T ;: : ;
City Y = Jacksonville, Florida = -
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=y
City 2 = Altamonte Springs, Florida
Agency 1 = the Florida Public Service Commission
Agency 2 = the St. John's River Water Management District
Agency 3 = the Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Aquifer = the Central Florida Aquifer
Sites = golf courses
River = the Wekiva River
Group 1 = the Florida Audobon Society
Group 2 = the Friends of the Wekiva
Association = the Wekiva Hunt Club Community Association, Inc.
Petitioner 1 = Jack R. Hiatt

Petitioner 2 Tricia A. Madden
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(o} = 3

d = 1,000,000

& = 225,000

£ = 1,820,000

a = 60

tl = November 27, 1990
tz = March 19, 1991

t3 = April 25, 1991

t4 = June 28, 1991

ts = August 16, 1991
teé = September 26, 1991
t7 = Octocber 22, 1991
t8 = July 10, 1992

t9 = September 21, 1992
t10 = October 21, 1992
tll = November 23, 1992
t12 = December 31, 1993
t13 = January 3, 1994
t14 = February 4, 1994
t15 = March 21, 1995

Dear Mr. Simmons:

This is in reply to your letter dated June 15, 1995, and
other correspondence, requesting a ruling as to whether certain
surcharge payments to be received by Taxpayer, as described
below, will qualify as contributions to capital under § 118(a) of
the Internal Revenue Code.
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Taxpayer is a Class a privately owned public water and
wastewater utility incorporated under the laws of State X.
Taxpayer's annual accounting period is the calendar year.
Taxpayer uses the accrual method of accounting for maintaining
its accounting books and for filing its federal income tax
return. Taxpayer's federal income tax returns are under the
examination jurisdiction of the District Director in City Y.

Taxpayer's principal place of business is located in City Z.
The area that Taxpayer services is in the central part of State X

(Central State X).

Taxpayer's operations and rate structure are regulated by
Agency 1, an agency of State X. To service its water customers,
Taxpayer is required to obtain permits for the extraction of
water (Consumptive Use Permits) from Aquifer. The Consumptive
Use Permits are issued by Agency 2, an agency of State X.
Taxpayer is also required to obtain permits for the disposal of
treated effluent from its sewer treatment facilities (Effluent
Disposal Permits) from Agency 3, also an agency of State X.

The State X legislature has declared that water is a
precious and limited resource over which control must be
increased in order to meet the needs of the citizens of State X,
currently and in the future. Agency 2 has declared that the area
in cCentral State X where Taxpayer is located and does business is
a critical water supply problem area.

on tl, Taxpayer was ordered by Agency 1 to submit a plan
detailing the actions Taxpayer proposed to take to implement
water conservation initiatives. Agency 1 also ordered Taxpayer
to file a brief economic study of the feasibility of implementing
spray irrigation disposal of treated effluent within b days.
Taxpayer requested an extension of the b day period on t2,
in order to complete its water conservation plan (the Water
Conservation Plan), which extension was granted by Agency 1 on
t3. In compliance with Agency 1l's order, Taxpayer submitted its
Water Conservation Plan to Agency 1 on t4.

on t5, Agency 1 issued an order approving in part and
denying in part the Water Conservation Plan submitted by
Taxpayer. In that same order, Commission ordered Taxpayer
to file a plan detailing the economic feasibility of spray
irrigation for effluent disposal. Taxpayer filed a supplement
to its Water Conservation Plan on té6.

At an agenda conference held by Agency 1 on t7, Group 1,
a citizen environmental interest group, appeared before Agency
1 and expressed Group's concern over Taxpayer's methods of
effluent disposal. Group 1 has a long history of seeking to
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protect State X's environmental resources through intervention
in administrative procedures regarding permits that affect State
X's environment.

At the same time Taxpayer was seeking to meet the
requirements of Agency 1 relating to water conservation and reuse
issues, Taxpayer filed for renewal of an Effluent Disposal Permit
issued by the Department for disposal of treated sewage into
River. State X has declared that River is a water body of the
highest and best gquality and has designated it as an Outstanding
State X Water Body. Group 1 and Group 2, another citizen
environmental interest group, intervened in the permit process
before Agency 3, objecting to the continued disposal of treated

sewage into River.

On t8, Agency 3 renewed the Effluent Disposal Permit
for Taxpayer, authorizing Taxpayer to continue operating Plant.
However, as a result of the intervention by Group 1 and Group 2,
Taxpayer was forced to enter into a stipulated settlement that
required that certain conditions be included in the Effluent
Disposal Permit. The conditions were as follows:

(1) Taxpayer was required to enter into preliminary
discussions with Agency 1 to determine if Agency 1
would allow implementation of water conservation
rates to fund the construction and improvements
needed to further treat and deliver reclaimed
wastewater to ¢ Sites located within Taxpayer's
service area, but not serviced by Taxpayer;

(2) Taxpayer was required to effect on-site plant
modifications to existing wastewater treatment
facilities and the creation of a distribution
system to transmit treated effluent to the ¢
Sites (the Reuse Facility); and

(3) the Reuse Facility was required to have an average
daily usage of approximately d gallons per day.

As a result of the conditions of the Effluent Disposal
Permit issued by Agency 3, Taxpayer amended its Water
Conservation Plan by an Addendum filed with Agency 1 on t9. The
Addendum to the Water Conservation Plan included an effluent
reuse program, an inclined block rate structure to encourage
water conservation, a report of Taxpayer‘s conservation
expenditures through t10, and a plan for funding the construction
of the Reuse Facility through the collection of additional
revenues from Taxpayer's customers.
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The essence of the amended Water Conservation Plan includes
a Reuse Facility system designed to maintain pressure for local
system reuse on demand as well as for transmission to the ¢ Sites
in an economical fashion. The Reuse Facility would be designed
with both on-site storage and pumping capabilities and have the
ability to deliver slightly more than d gallons of treated
effluent per day to the ¢ Sites on an annual average basis and
another e gallons of treated effluent to commercial users in the
vicinity of the main transmission routes to the respective golf
courses. The total cost for the Reuse Facility, including
federal income taxes on contributions in aid of construction,
has been estimated by Taxpayer to be approximately S$E£.

On tll1l, after considering the amended Water Conservation
Plan, Agency 1 issued an order (the proposed Agency 1 Action)
approving the Water Conservation Plan.

On tl12, Petitioner 1, a water customer of Taxpayer, filed a
petition for an administrative hearing, protesting the Proposed
Agency 1 Action. On tl13, Petitioner 2, individually as President
of Association, filed a petition opposing the Proposed Agency
Action. On tl1l3, Petitioner 3, a water customer of Taxpayer,
filed a petition opposing the proposed Agency 1 Action. All
three of the petitioners (the Petitioners) and all of the
members of Association are customers of Taxpayer.

On tl4, Office, representing the citizens of State X, filed
a response in opposition to the Taxpayer's Motion to Dismiss and
Answer to the petitions of the Petitioners, thus becoming a
participant in the administrative hearing process on behalf of
Taxpayer's customers and against Taxpayer in the controversy
over the Water Conservation Plan.

The principal objection of the Petitioners was that they
should not be required to fund the construction of the Reuse
Facility through their payment of a Reuse Facility surcharge
when they would not directly benefit from the Reuse Facility. An
ancillary objection, which was voiced principally by Office, was
based upon the concept that the Reuse Facility would cost up to g
percent more than it might otherwise because of the federal
income taxes on the contributions in aid of construction (CIACs)
and the resulting gross-up.

From tl4 through tl15, a series of hearings and meeting
occurred between the various participants in the administrative
hearing process as a result of the petitions of the Petitioners.
At those hearings and meetings, Taxpayer's position was supported
by Agency 2, Group 1, and Group 2 because those three entities
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felt that the creation of the Reuse Facility would benefit the
general public of State X by Protecting River and helping to
conserve the critical water resources of State X.

on tl15, Agency 1 approved a Stipulation that was agreed
to by all of the parties participating in the administrative
proceeding. The Stipulation was arrived at by negotiation
between the parties as an agreement to settle the ongoing dispute
over the Reuse Facility. The terms of the Stipulation provided
that the Reuse Facility will be constructed and operated as
follows:

(1) A not-for-profit corporation (the Corporation)
will be formed for the purpose of encouraging water
conservation and reuse and for the education of the
public on the use of water. Each customer of Taxpayer
shall be entitled to be a member of the Corporation.

(2) Taxpayer shall implement a stipulated Reuse Facility
surcharge and place all funds collected in an interest
bearing account in the name of the Corporation.
Taxpayer shall function solely as a collection agent
of the Corporation and shall be responsible for
collecting the Reuse Facility surcharge on behalf
of the Corporation and depositing it into the escrow
account.

(3) The escrow account shall be owned by the Corporation.
The funds in the escrow account shall be used solely
to fund the cost of design and construction of the
Reuse Facility, and to fund certain administrative
costs of the Corporation. The escrow account shall
be established pursuant to a written agreement between
the Corporation, Agency 1, and an independent financial
institution. The Corporation and Agency 1 shall be
the signatories of the escrow account.

(4) The Reuse Facility will be owned by the Corporation.
Taxpayer will, as an agent for the Corporation, arrange
for the design and construction of the Reuse Facility.

(5) After the Reuse Facility is constructed, the
Corporation will lease it to Taxpayer for a nominal
charge and for a term equal to the useful life of
the Reuse Facility. The Reuse Facility will be
operated and maintained by Taxpayer out of revenues
collected from the sale of reused effluent to the
three Sites that will be the primary users of
the reused effluent.
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(6) No monies can be spent from the escrow account until
(a) a ruling is obtained from the Service that the
collection of the Reuse Facility surcharge by Taxpayer
and the lease of the Reuse Facility by Taxpayer do not
generate taxable income to Taxpayer (b) the Corporation
obtains a letter from the Service that it is a tax

exempt entity under § 501(c) (3).

(7) No monies can be spent from the escrow account without
the consent of Agency 1.

(8) If for any reason the Reuse Facility is not constructed
or completed, unused escrowed funds, including
interest, shall be returned to the customers from
whom they were collected. Any funds remaining in the
escrow account of the cost of the Reuse Facility shall
be returned to the customers from whom they were

collected.

While the Stipulation does not establish rates to be
charged by Taxpayer for the reused effluent, it does contemplate
that Taxpayer will seek approval by Agency 1 of rates that will
generate sufficient revenues to make payments to the not-for-
profit corporation under the lease and also to defray the cost
of operating the Reuse Facility. Under the Stipulation, it is
contemplated that Taxpayer's rates will not include any return on
any part of the cost or value of the Reuse Facility.

Since the Stipulation was approved by Agency 1, a
controversy has arisen between Agency 1 and its staff regarding
the intent of the order issued by Agency 1 and a motion for more
definite statement has been filed by Office. Taxpayer has
determined that all of the elements of the Stipulation can and
will be served more efficiently if Taxpayer collects the Reuse
Facility surcharge, places the surcharge in escrow in Taxpayer's
name under an escrow account monitored and controlled by Agency 1
pursuant to Agency 1l's regulatory authority and, once the escrow
account has reached sufficient size, builds the Reuse Facility,
and owns and operates the Reuse Facility in Taxpayer's name.

Section 118(a) provides that in the case of a corporation,
gross income does not include any contribution to the capital of

the taxpayer.

Section 118-1 of the Income Tax Regulations provides, in
part, that § 118 also applies to contributions to capital made by
persons other than shareholders. For example, the exclusion
applies to the value of land or other property contributed to a
corporation by a governmental unit or by a civic group for the
purpose of inducing the corporation to locate its business in a
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particular community, or for the purpose of enabling the
corporation to expand its operating facilities. However, the
exclusion does not apply to any money or property transferred to
the corporation in consideration for goods or services rendered,
or to subsidies paid for the purpose of inducing the taxpayer to
limit production.

In Detroit Edison Co. v. Commissioner, 319 U.S. 98 (1943),
1943 C.B. 1019, the Supreme Court considered the issue of whether
payments by prospective customers to an electric utility company
to cover the estimated cost of extending the utility's power
lines to their homes qualified as contributions to capital. The
Court found that the customers intended no contribution to the
utility's capital and that the payments were part of the price
of service rather than contributions to capital.

Brown Shoe Company v. Commissioner, 339 U.S. 583 (1950)

1950-1 C.B. 38, presented the issue of whether contributions of
land and cash from community groups to a corporation in exchange
for a commitment by the corporation to construct a factory,
operate it for at least 10 years, and meet a minimum payroll
qualified as contributions to capital. The Supreme Court
concluded that the contributions were contributions to capital
because they were made without anticipation of any direct
service or recompense, but rather with the expectation that

the contributions would prove advantageous to the community at

large.

In United States v. Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad

Co., 412 U.S. 401 (1973), 1973-2 C.B. 428, the Supreme Court, in
determining whether the taxpayer was entitled to depreciate the
cost of certain facilities that had been funded by the federal
government, held that the governmental subsidies did not
constitute contributions to the taxpayer's capital. The Court
recognized that the holding in Detroit Edison had been qualified
by its decision in Brown Shoe. The distinguishing characteristic
between the two cases was found to be the differing purposes
motivating the respective transfers. In Brown Shoe the only
expectation of the contributors was that the contributions might
prove advantageous to the community at large. Thus, since the
transfers were made with the purpose, not of receiving direct
service or recompense, but only of obtaining a benefit for the
general community, the result was a contribution to capital.

The Court in its opinion also stated that there were
other characteristics of a nonshareholder contribution to
capital implicit in Detroit Edison and Brown Shoe. From the
two cases the Court distilled what it thought were some of the
characteristics of a nonshareholder contribution to capital:
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(1) It must become a permanent part of the transferee's
working capital structure;

(2) It may not be compensation, such as a direct payment
for a specific, quantifiable service provided for the
transferor by the transferee:

(3) It must be bargained for;

(4) The asset transferred must foreseeably result in
benefit to the transferee in an amount commensurate

with its value; and

(5) The assets ordinarily, if not always, will be
employed in or contribute to the production of
additional income and its value assured in that

respect.

We conclude that the surcharge payments to be received
from Taxpayer's customers do not satisfy the characteristics
of a nonshareholder contribution to capital described in the
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy decision. For example, Taxpayer
and its customers had no opportunity to bargain; ultimately, the
proposed transaction was imposed on all parties by the state
and local governments and by the courts. Also, it has not been
established that the Reuse Facility will have any substantial
economic value in Taxpayer's hands.

In addition, we see little or no substantive distinction
between the proposed transaction, as described, and a situation
which Taxpayer receives approval from the applicable local
authorities of a rate increase, on the ground that additional
funds are needed to construct a wastewater treatment facility
that is required to comply with local environmental laws, and
does in fact use those funds to construct the needed facility.

In that situation, the amounts received as a result of the rate
increase would clearly be taxable income in the hands of Taxpayer

upon receipt.

Accordingly, we conclude that the surcharge payments
received by Taxpayer in connection with the Reuse Facility do
not qualify as contributions to capital under § 118(a).

Except as specifically set forth above, no opinion is
expressed concerning the federal income tax consequences of the
above described facts under any other provision of the Code or

regulations.
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. This ruling is directed only to the Taxpayer who requested
it. Section 6110(j) (3) provides that it may not be used or cited
as precedent.

Sincerely yours,

Wk 4. W

Walter H. Woo

Senior Technician Reviewer,
Branch 5

Office of the Assistant
Chief Counsel

(Passthroughs and Special
Industries)

Enclosure
6110 copy
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DATE: February 17, 1997 - ‘
TO: All Parties of Record and Interested Persons @/\w FPSC-RECORDS/REPORTING
FROM: Margaret O'Sullivan, Senior Attorney, Division of Legal Services

RE: Docket No. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding to implement water
conservation plan in Seminole County by Sanlando Utilities Corporation.

The Commission Staff has scheduled a telephone conference in order to discuss this
case on Thursday, February 20, 1997, at 2:00 p.m. The conference can be accessed by
dialing (904) 921-5400.

To briefly summarize the case up to this point: Sanlando Utilities Corporation (Sanlando
or utility) filed a petition for a limited proceeding to implement a water conservation plan. By
Proposed Agency Action Order No. PSC-93-1771-FOF-WS, issued December 10, 1993, the
Commission approved the plan, authorized increased gallonage charges , and required the
utility to place the increase in an escrow account to be used to fund the reuse facilities.
Several customers and the Office of Public Counsel (OPC) filed protests to the Order, and the
case was set for hearing.

Prior to the hearing, the parties entered into a stipulation which created a non-profit
corporation which would control the funds in the escrow account, own the reuse facilities, and
lease them back to the utility. By this arrangement, the parties sought to reduce the cost of
the project be eliminating the tax liability normally placed upon contributions-in-aid-of-
construction (CIAC). However, the arrangement was not feasible unless the non-profit
corporation was considered tax exempt by the Internal Revenue Service (IRS). The parties
agreed to seek a ruling by the IRS prior to implementing the plan. By Order No. PSC-95-0536-
S-WS, issued April 28, 1995, and by Order No. PSC-95-1213-S-WS, issued October 2, 1995,
the Commission approved the stipulation, and ordered the parties to advise the Commission
of the results of the IRS ruling.

Since 1986, CIAC funds such as the proposed surcharge have been considered gross
income for federal tax purposes. However, The Small Business Job Protection Act of 1996
(The Act) signed into law on August 20, 1996, significantly changed the treatment of CIAC.
The Act provided for the non-taxability of CIAC collected by water and wastewater utilities
effective retroactively for amounts received after June 12, 1996. As a result, on September
20, 1996, by Order No. PSC-96-1180-FOF-WS, the Commission revoked the authority of
utilities to collect gross-up of CIAC and canceled the respective tariffs uniess affected utilities
requested a variance.
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Page 2
February 17, 1997

The primary concern, and the primary purpose in creating the non-profit corporation,
was to reduce the amount charged to customers by creating a tax-exempt entity. It appears
that the recent change in federal tax iaws significantly impacts this proceeding. In order to
advise the Commission of the status of this case, Staff has scheduled this telephone
conference call to begin discussing the status and necessary action regarding Sanlando’s
petition. During the conference call, we anticipate discussing the status of the IRS ruling
letter, the reuse facilities, and what actions should be taken to continue processing this case
in light of the change in federal law.

Please contact me at (904) 413-6226 if you have any questions. | look forward to
speaking with you on Thursday.

MEO/mw

CES Division of Water and Wastewater (Rendell, Chase,
Merchant, Starling, Von Fossen, Willis)
Division of Auditing and Financial Analysis (Casseaux
Division of Records and Reporting :
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Division of Legal Services
The Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallahassee,

Re: Sanlando Utilities Corporation / Tax Ruling Request

Dear Maggi:

As you requested in our telephone conference today,

Florida
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I am sending to

you the following documents:

1. June 15, 1995, letter to the Internal Revenue Service
requesting a Tax Ruling.

2. September 12, 1995, 1letter to Mr. John McQillian at the
Internal Revenue Service supplementing the Letter Request
dated June 15, 1996.

o October 30, 1995, letter to Mr. John McQillian at the Internal
Revenue Service further supplementing the Letter Request dated
June 15, 1996.

4. Internal Revenue Service Tax Ruling dated March 15, 1996,

I will, by copy of this letter,

issued by the Internal Revenue Service 1in response to our
letter requesting the Tax Ruling, as supplemented.

furnish copies of the enclosures to

each of the parties who are indicated below.

Very truly

ours,

CJS/cjs

Enclosures

23 Mr. Charles Lee (w/enclosures) )
Robert L. Taylor, Esquire (w/enclosures)
Jack Shreve, Esquire (w/enclosures)
Nancy B. Barnard, Esquire (w/enclosures)

215 NORTH EOLA DRIVE ¢ POST OFFICE BOX 2809 ¢ ORLANDO, FLORIDA 32802
TELEPHONE 407-843-4600 ® FAX 407-423-4495

A MEMBER OF COMMERCIAL LAW AFFILIATES, A WORLDWIDE ORGANIZATION OF INDEPENDENT LAW FIRMS.



MEMORANDTUM

et 2, 97 D E@EWED

APK
TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 08 1997
FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (0’SULLIVARF/ CORDS/REPOR
TING
RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - Petition for limited proceeding

to implement water conservation plan in Seminole County
by Sanlando Utilities Corporation -

Please file the attached materials on the correspondence side
of the above referenced docket.

MEO/dp

Attachment




Printed by Don Strickland 11/04/97 10:37am

From: Rosanne Gervasi

To: Don Strickland

Subject: Sanlando DN 930256
===NOTE=============== 11/03/97==5:27pm=
Don, here's the updated Audubon address
that you asked for:

Mr. Charles lLee, Senior Vice President
Florida Audubon Society

1331 Palmetto Avenue, Suite 110

Winter Park, FL 32789

phone: (407) 539-5700

fax: (407) 539-5701

The Friends of the Wakeva River is
evidently now a separate entity, so please
Teave that group off of the address.
Thanks.

Page: 1




MEMORANDTUM

November 19, 1997

TO: DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING

FROM: DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (GERVASI)/(}:5 id

RE: DOCKET NO. 930256-WS - PETITION FOR LIMITED PROCEEDING TO
IMPLEMENT WATER CONSERVATION PLAN IN SEMINOLE COUNTY BY
SANLANDO UTILITIES CORPORATION. ﬁkb

[ H8C-G7- 41D FHE\NS

Attached is an ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO HOLD DOCKET 1IN
ABEYANCE PENDING COMMISSION RULING ON APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL OF
REUSE PROJECT PLAN FILED IN DOCKET NO. 971186-SU , to be issued in
the above-referenced docket.

(Number of pages in order - 5)

RG/der

Attachment yd
cc: Division of Water and Wastewater (Rendell) %?

\ | vt
\1:930256or.rg (}{\0&12

o
\\\ 3



FROM 13T JOHNS RIVER WMD 329 4485 139525 -9 14:32 #E04 P.02/02

_—

L= =Y,

Henry Dean, Executive Olrector
John R, Wehig, Assletant Executive Director

ﬁ' POST OFFICE BOX 1429 PALATKA, FLORIDA 32178-1429
- TELEPWONE 904-320-4500  SUNCOM 904-380-4500
TOD 904.325-4450 DD SUNCOM 860-4450

WATER FAX (Execulive) 3204125 (Logal) 3234488 (Permitting) 3204315 (Administration/Finance) 3284508
MANAGEMENT (Planning and Acquisition) 329-4848
DISTRICT SEAVIGE GENTERS

18 E. Somh Strpet 7775 Baymesdows Way PERMITTING: OPERATIONS:

Orisndo. Florids 32801 Swe 102 305 Enat Drive 133 M. Wickngm Rosd
407-397-4300 Jackaonville, Florige 32290 Meldourne, Fiorias 32004 Melbourne, Flords 32035-0109
TOD 497-497-5080 §04-730-8270 407-004-4040 407.752.3100

YO0 $0¢.448-7900 TOD 407-722-5348 TOD 497-752-31902

June 9, 1998

Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Qak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0850

: RE: Fax Number

w TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Please change the fax number for Jennifer B. Springfield, Esquire in the Legal
Department at St. Johns River Water Management District to (904) 329-4485. If
you have any questions, please call me at (904) 329-4309.

Sincerely,

|
| Kim Player
\ Legal Staff Assistant

kp

Dan Roach, cuainman Kathy Chinoy, vicE cxaRuax James T. Swann, TREASURER Qtis Mason, sgcRETany
FERNARGINA BEACH PONTE VEDAA COCOA ST. AUGUSTINE
Wifliam M. Segai Griftin A Greene James M. Wlillams Patricla T. Harden Aeid Mughes
WAITLAND VERO BEACH ocaLa SANFORD DAYTONA BEACH



Printed by Sandy Moses 212/10/99 l1l1:1lam o~

From: Rosanne Gervasi

To: Jorge Cruz-Bustillo //ﬂt>>7

Subject: /jéaﬁ )
[ JAc <~
U/

fwd: Sanlando DNs 971186-SU &
930256-Ws

““““““““““““““““““““““““““ - /(;Of> , v/é;Lwr
===NOTE 12/09/99==4:00pm= OASI—
CC:

Bob Casey, Carol Purvis, Marshall
Willis, Tim Vaccaro, Troy Rendell

---------------------------------------

This is to request that Docket No.
930256-WS be reassigned from a panel to
the full Commission in order that one
recommendation may be filed in both of the
above-referenced dockets for the full
Commission's consideration. Thanks.

Fwd=by:=Jorge=Cruz-Bu=12/09/99==4:03pm=
Fwd to:
Carol Purvis, Jackie Edwards,

Rosanne Gervasi, Sandy Moses
This is approved. Jackie or Sandy please
do, what it is that needs to be done.

Fwd=by:=Sandy=Moses===12/10/99==8:02am=
Fwd to: Jorge Cruz-Bustillo
cC: Carol Purvis, Rosanne Gervasi

Jorge, Julia was the prehearing officer on
these dockets. Since Chairman Garcia is
the "rotating" prehearing officer for
December, do you want them reassigned to
him?

Fwd=by:=Jorge=Cruz-Bu=12/10/99=11:10am=
Fwd to: Sandy Moses

Yes. Please make Chairman Garcia
prehearing officer on both.

Page: 1






