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Q.

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, BUSINESS ADDRESS AND
PROFESSION,

My name is Judith J. Kimball, 1000 Color Place,
Apopka, Florida 32703. I am Assistant Vice
President - Finance and Administration for Southern
States Utilities, Inc. ("Southern States").

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGRQUND AND
OTHER QUALIFICATIONS.

I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Business
Administration with a major in Accounting from the
University of Central Florida in 1983. I became
licensed as a certified public accountant in the
State of Florida in 1984. I am a member of the
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants
and the Florida Institute of Certified Public
Accountants.

WOULD YOU PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EMPLOYMENT HISTORY
IN THE FIELD OF PUBLIC UTILITY REGULATION?

In May 1983, I was hired as a public utility auditor
for the Florida Public Service Commission ("FPSC"
or "Commission"), working out of the Orlando field
office. I held that position until approximately
October 1984, at which time I joined Southern States
as Rate Director. I remained in that position until
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June 1987 when I was appointed to the position of
Controller.

WOULD YOU PLEASE DESCRIBE THE TYPE OF WORK YOU
PERFORMED WHILE AN AUDITOR FOR THE FPBC?

Most of the audits I participated in involved small
water and wastewater utilities located in central
Florida. I also performed audit work at United
Telephone in Apopka, Vista-United Telecommunications
at Disney World, and Gulf Power in Pensacola. 1In
addition to assisting on various portions of these
audits, I was audit manager on several of them. I
conducted staff assisted audits in those instances
where the utility was very small and virtually
created accounting records to support rate filings.
I participated in several audits of Southern States
during my tenure with the Commission. During these
audits, I worked on rate base issues, establishing
or verifying beginning balances, vouching plant and
CIAC additions and reviewing tax returns. I also
audited expenses for prudency and reasonableness.
PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR PAST AND CURRENT
RESPONSIBILITIES AT SOUTHERN BTATES.

During my first three years at Southern States, I
was the Rate Director. 1In addition to filing rate
cases, I was involved in the filing of pass through
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and indexing applications.

In June 1987, I was appointed to the position of
Controller. As Controller, my responsibilities
included overseeing the Financial Accounting,
Regulatory Accounting, Payroll, Accounts Payable
and Property Accounting Departments. The Accounting
area provides support to the Rate Department in its
filings and in the audit and discovery processes
that result from these filings,

In October of 1992, I was promoted to the position
of Assistant Vice President - Finance and
Administration. My current duties include Finance
and Administration Department support of rate
applications, synchronization of accounting records
with regulatory documentation, impact research on
regulatory accounting issues and coordination of
revenue activities on behalf of the Finance and
Administration Department.

PLEASE EXPLAIN THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY.

The purpose of my testimony is to address a variety
of the adjustments to the Company's revenues
requirements proposed by Public Counsel's witness,
Kimberly H. Dismukes. I also will address certain
portions of the testimony of Mr. Harry Jones on

behalf of COVA.
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DO YOU AGREE WITH M8. DISMUKES' PROPOSED ADJUSTMENT
CONCERNING DISCOUNTS RECEIVED BY SOUTHERN STATES FOR
EARLY PAYMENT OF BILLS?

Yes.

DO YOU AGREE WITH MS. DISMUKES' PROPOSED ADJUSTMENTS
REGARDING CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTIONS?

Yes. However, as a point of clarification, the Blue
Key sponsorship fee of $500.00 was an advettising
item, not a charitable contribution.

DO YOU HAVE ANY COMMENTS CONCERNING MS. DISMUKES'
PROPOSED ADJUSTMENT REGARDING AN ADDITIONAL WRITE
DOWN OF DELTONA LAKES LAND VALUES AFTER THE END OF
THE TEST YEAR?

Yes, the Company agrees with this adjustment. 1In
this instance, the Deltona write-down should have
occurred simultaneously with the other 1land
adjustments. However, final information was not yet
available. However, we reiterate if the Commission
makes downward adjustments for events occurring
outside the test year, "known and measurable™ upward
adjustments also must be recognized. "Known and
measurable" is the standard applied by Ms. Dismukes
at page 35, line 16-17 of her testimony.

DO YOU HAVE ANY COMMENTS REGARDING MS8. DISMUKES'
PROPOSED ADJUSTMENTS TO 1991 BAD DEBT EXPENSE?
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Yes. One item which should be corrected in Ms,
Dismukes' testimony relates to the allegation that
the increase in bad debt expense in 1991 resulted
from a change in methodology in determining the bad
debt reserve. This is not accurate. This matter
was discussed off the record during the depositions;
however, Company representatives were uncertain at
that time whether the methodology for determining
the reserve had changed in 1991 from what it was in
1990. Upon doing the research required to submit
a late filed exhibit on that topic, it was verified
that the same methodology for determining the
reserve was used in 1991 as was used in 1990.

I have to disagree with Ms. Dismukes' position that
$30,000 of the increased bad debt expense associated
with M&M Utilities should be disallowed in the rate
case. Although the aging indicated $30,000 of
potential bad debt expense for M&M, the actual bad
debt expense in 1991 on this plant's boocks was
$17,719. This is the amount which was repoocled and
allocated to the remaining systems. As a result,
if this adjustment is deemed appropriate, the amount
to be adjusted downward would be $17,719 times
66.4503% (the filed-FPSC allocation factor) or



N

10
11
12
13
14
1s
16
17
is
19
20
21
22
23
24

Regarding the $15,000 provision that was associated
with the Deltona gas operations that were sold, I
agree with Ms. Dismukes that non-regulated expense
should not be allocated to S8SSU's water and
wastewater customers. However, gas customers are
allocated $14,411 of bad debt expense in the MFRs
as a result of the pooling of customer service
expenses. Included within this allocation pool was
the $15,000 adjustment that was referenced. This
allocation follows the same theory as all other A&G
allocations in this docket. There is no basis to
treat this expense differently than other expenses
pooled and allocated based on number of customers;
allocation methodologies should be applied uniformly
and consistently to all allocated expenses.

Finally, with regard to the $20,000 of bad debt
expense associated with Citrus Sun Club, bad debt
expense was not increased in 1991 due to the $20,000
owed by Citrus Sun Club. This association had owed
SSU this money for a number of years and in fact,
at the end of 1990, owed SSU $20,523. As a result,
the provision for this customer was established in
1990. The 1991 increase was unrelated to Citrus Sun
Club even though they still owed SSU $19,398 at that
time. It has taken that customer until September

6



10

11

12

13

14

is

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

Q.

1992 to become current on their account.

The allocation of bad debt expense based on number
of customers is a prime example of where it is
improper to select one situation and remove it from
the calculation for the reserve and ignore
situations where treatment perhaps would go the
other direction. When reserve requirements are
analyzed, it is done on a total company basis, not
system by system. The resulting expense charged to
the system is based on that gystem's balance of
accounts over 60 days past due as a percent of the
total. If we were to look on a customer by customer
basis, we would find frequent cases where customers
owe us large amounts of mnoney which we never
recover. Moreover, customers who may repay the
Company for outstanding sums owed constantly are
replaced by other customers who do not pay their
bills. Finally, and perhaps most importantly, bad
debt expense in this rate case is .6 percent of
revenue which is a very reascnable amount given
industry averages, SSU's system demographics and the
state of the economy.

DO YOU AGREE WITH MS8. DISMUKES' OUT OF PERIOD
ADJUSTMENT REGARDING THE BACKBILLING OF SOUTHERN
STATES BY JACKSONVILLE S8UBURBAN UTILITIES

7
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CORPORATION?

I do not agree with the proposed adjustment
regarding the Jacksonville Suburban Utilities
Corporation billing for past under payments. The
Company was required to make these payments based
on Jacksonville Suburban's tariff and Commission
rules regarding back billing. The amount of the
back billing should be amortized and reflected in
rates over a three year period which |is
approximately the period during which the under
billing occurred. The unamortized portion of these
expenses should be included in the Beacon Hills rate
base. A prime example of why this type of an
adjustment is inappropriate can be found in a recent
similar situation between Jacksonville Suburban and
our Woodmere plant which may have significant
ramifications on Woodmere expenses, little to none
of which is reflected in this rate case.

DO YOU AGREE WITH MS8. DISMUKES' OUT OF PERIOD
ADJUSTMENT REGARDING THE EXPENSES RECLASSIFIED FROM
ORGANIZATION COST?

Yes. These were out of period expenses which should
not be included in the test year.

DO YOU AGREE WITH MS. DISMUKES' PROPOSAL TO DENY
SBOUTHERN STATES RECOVERY OoF OPERATION AND

8
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MAINTENANCE EXPENSES ASSOCIATED WITH THE JUNGLE DEN
WASTEWATER S8YSTEM?

No. Ms. Dismukes' proposed disallowance of costs
incurred on the Jungle Den system to correct manhole
overflows and life station failures 1is not
appropriate. Ms. Dismukes did not even attempt to
establish that the overall level of operating and
maintenance expenses was unusual for the 5ystem.
In fact, 1991 expenses were approximately $25,000
less than the 1990 expenses. Ms. Dismukes presents
no evidence that 1992 expenses will not more closely
approximate 1990, than 1991. O&M expenses must be
reviewed in their entirety before adjustments of the
nature proposed by Ms. Dismukes are accepted. Ms.
Dismukes also improperly characterizes my deposition
testimony. My understanding is that the work
performed on the specific manholes and 1lift stations
treated in 1991 will not be performed again.
However, each year work of this nature is performed
on some manholes and lift stations. This work is
an ordinary and necessary cost of maintaining the
Jungle Den system. I did not say in the deposition
that the indicated 1991 charges should be removed
from test year expenses. At a minimum, the costs
should be amortized over a three year period and the

9 -
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unamortized balance included in the Jungle Den rate
base.

DO YOU AGREE THAT THERE SHOULD BE AN ADJUSTMENT TO
REDUCE PROPERTY TAXES AT SUGAR MILL WOODS?

Yes, test year expenses should be reduced by $33,063
due to an out of period amount contained in the
MFRs.

COULD YOU PROVIDE SOME BACKGROUND INFORMATION
CONCERNING THE SUBJECT OF PROPERTY TAXES AT SOUTHERN
S8TATES UTILITIES AND CITRUS COUNTY SPECIFICALLY?
Since 1987, all property tax returns have been
prepared under my supervision and direction. The
Company has continued to search out ways to reduce
property taxes in the 27 counties in which it does
business. During 1991, a property tax consultant
was hired on a contingent basis to determine if the
Company could save money through the use of
consultants specializing in that arena. One of the
counties in which Southern States does business was
selected as a test site and some savings were
realized through the process. Once proposals were
submitted for handling the entire company, it became
readily apparent that the service would cost more
than the tax savings potentially realized.

WOULD YOU EXPLAIN THE CHAIN OF EVENTS WHICH OCCURRED

10 -
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WITH THE SUGAR MILL WCODS SYSTEM IN CITRUS COUNTY
A8 THEY RELATE TO PROPERTY TAXES.

0of course. Sugar Mill Woods was acquired by
Southern States in December 1988. The tangible
personal property tax return for the year 1988 was
submitted by Southern States on March 23, 1989.
These tax returns are due on April 1 of each year.
WHO PREPARED THAT RETURN?

I persconally prepared that return and a copy of it
is included as Exhibit ____ (JJK-1). Also included

as Exhibit (JJK-2) is the property tax return

as filed by the former owner of Sugar Mill Woods for
the year 1987.

WHY DID YOU PERSONALLY FILE THE 1988 RETURN?

As Controller, I was quite actively involved in the
post acquisition activity related to Sugar Mill
Woods. I had spent some time with the individual
previocusly preparing their property tax returns to
gain an understanding of how they arrived at the
taxpayer's estimate of the taxable value. Unless
the company detects a serious flaw in how the
previous owner of a system calculated the value of
the total personal property, the policy was to keep
the calculations consistent with those of the
previous owner.

11
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WHAT I8 THE RATIONALE BEHIND THE POLICY?

There is inconsistent treatment among the various
counties in the State of Florida as to how they
arrive at the valuation of the taxable value of
perscnal property. During the history of the
Company's acgquisitions of various utilities, we
sometimes found that the prior owner had negotiated
with the counties as to what should or should not
be included in the taxable base. Quite typically
these acquisitions occur at year-end when the timing
is not such that it is possible to look into whether
changes should be made in the calculations. As a
result, at least for the first year, we consistently
apply the former owner's calculation methodology to
arrive at the numbers as presented on the property
tax returns.

WHAT WERE THE RESULTS OF 88U PREPARING THE 1988 TAX
RETURN UPON WHICH THE TAXES DUE IN NOVEMBER OF 1989
WERE BASBED?

As can be seen from Exhibits (JJK-1) and _

__ (JJK=2), the estimate of the taxable value went
from $1,526,437 in 1987 to $1,955,390 in 1988. This
resulted in a tax bill of $36,546 if paid in
November 1989 versus $25,662 if paid in November
1988.

12
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WHAT HAPPENED IN 1990 THAT CAUSED THE PROPERTY TAXES
FOR BUGAR MILL WOOD8 TO JUMP TO $172,910 FROM THE
PRIOR YEAR FIGURE OF $36,546?

In March 1990, the Company filed the tax return on
Sugar Mill Woods consistent with the methodology
used in both 1988 and 1989. However, in this
particular year, the return included the values in
accounts 331.400, Transmission and Distribution
Mains (Water) and 361.200, Collection Sewers-
Gravity (Sewer) even though those values had not
been picked up in prior years. The assumption made
was that because Southern States was taxed on useful
transmission lines in other counties, that the same
held true in Citrus County. The inclusion of those
lines raised the taxable value reported in 1990 to
$3,918,902. Also, in 1990 the Couhty Tax Appraisers
Office requested copies of our FPSC annual report.
When they were provided, the County realized we had
substantial dollars related to non-useful lines
which had not previously been recorded (consistent
with the prior owner's methodology). As a result
of that discovery, the Company received a proposed
tax bill having an assessed value of $12,032,089.
As a result of that assessment, we received a tax

bill for 1990 of $228,125 (See Exhibit (JTK-
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DID THIS BILL GO UNCHALLENGED BY BSU?

Quite the contrary. I was in constant
communications with Ms. Terry Elmore of the Citrus
County Tax Assessor's Office. As a result of
various discussions, fact finding, and
understandings, our 1990 tax bill was reduced to
$174,656 before discounts on an assessed value of
$9,211,974 (See Exhibit (JJK-4)), or a
reduction of $53,469.

DO YOU AGREE THAT PROPERTY TAXES SHOULD BE REDUCED
DUE TO APPRAISALS OF DELTONA UTILITIES8 AND UNITED
FLORIDA PROPERTIES?

No adjustment or provision is appropriate as a
result of the write-down of land wvalues. The
utility does not report its bocked value for land
to the County Tax Assessor's Office. The counties
perform their own appraisal on parcels of land owned
by the utility and arrive at their own assessed
value. This value could, theoretically, be greater
or less than the wvalue recorded on the books,
Exhibit ___  (JJK-5) provides examples which
validate this position. A prime example relates to
Island Tract D in 1991. The assessed value was
$1,640,375 even though the combined value of Tract

14
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D and F on the books at that time was $48,206.
Exhibit (JIJK-5) also includes proposed tax
bills for 1992 which reflect an assessed value
consistent with what actual 1991 assessed values
were, even though the booked values had been written
down at that time. There is no justification for
an adjustment to property taxes in the Deltona
Utilities and United Florida properties due to the
write-down of the land values.

DO YOU AGREE WITH THE ADJUSTMENT TO REMOVE DER
MANDATED TESTING THAT THE COMPANY FAILED TO DEFER
AND AMORTIZE?

Yes. We agree that $32,739 should be removed from
1991 test year expense. This amount represents two
thirds of the total expense booked in 1991 which
should have been deferred and amortized.

DO YOU AGREE THAT THE RATE BASE FOR THE BALT SPRINGS
WATER PLANT SHOULD BE REDUCED TO REFLECT ABANDONMENT
OF THE PLANT?

As indicated in response to Staff Interrogatory #51,
rate base should be reduced to reflect the
retirement of these assets and the related
contributions, depreciation and amortization. Plant
would be credited for $18,704, accumulated
depreciation would be debited for $7,561 and CIAC
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and its related amortization would be debited and
credited, respectively, for $3,703. As a result of
these entries, a loss will be recognized in the
amount of $11,143. This loss should be deferred and
amortized as an extraordinary retirement.

DO YOU AGREE WITH THE COMMISSBION'S PROPOSED
REDUCTION OF EXPENSE DUE TO THE ANTICIPATED COST
SAVINGS FROM GOING TO IN-HOUSE REMITTANCE PROCESSING
VERSUS THE LOCKBOX 8YSTEM?

I do no agree with this reduction of expense for a
variety of reasons. First of all, the Company has
utilized a historic test year in this proceeding.
The Commission should not be reducing expenses by
savings which are not measurable and not
quantifiable. Information as present in Staff
Interrogatory #48 did not include all costs related
to providing in-house remittance processing.

The remittance processing system, although scheduled
to be in service in February 1992, actually began
processing on December 9, 1991. However, no in-
service report for the related equipment was
prepared for the year 1991. As a result, this asset
is not included in general plant in the rate case.
If the Commission is going to reduce expenses
related to this process, then we must include

16 .
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depreciation expense on the equipment along with a
rate of return and associated taxes on the
equipment. The equipment cost totaled $122,000.
This equipment has a five year life which results
in depreciation expense of $24,400. With the
overall rate of return requested of 11.57%, an
additional $22,631 should be added to accommodate
a return and taxes on that investment.
Additionally, the information presented in
Interrogatory #48 did not include the labor cost of
a part-time clerk and the fringe benefits related
to that labor. Taking labor into consideration adds
an additional $9,576 that should be added to the
cost of this system. It is unknown at this time
exactly what additional labor costs may be required
if the Company begins billing all customers on a
monthly basis. However, $3,400 of temporary help
has been budgeted for 1993 to work in remittance
processing during peak periods.

A final factor which should be taken into
consideration, but which is very difficult to
quantify as it relates specifically to remittance
processing, is the earnings credits given by the
banks related to the balances SSU maintains in their
accounts. When the bank was processing remittance

17
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payments for SSU, we maintained a higher balance in
the account and thus received a higher earnings
credit which is applied against other banking costs.
When SSU began processing in-house, the balance
maintained in the bank accounts was decreased. As
a result, the earnings credits are less today than
they were in 1991. Of course, part of the reason
for lower earnings credits also relates to the drop
in interest rates. In Interrogatory #48, 1991
expense related to remittance processing under Sun
Bank totaled $85,278.74. That is the gross amount
charged for remittance processing. There are other
banking costs which run approximately $50,000 a
year. Therefore, total banking costs run close to
$135,000 per year. During 1991 the Company received
credits of approximately $85,000 to offset the
banking charges to SSU. The net banking expense
that is charged to the customers then becones
$50,000. The company records the net effect, not
the component parts. As a result, if the Commissicn
approved Staff's recommendation to reduce expense
by $70,798, it would put banking costs in a credit
position because the expense associated with total
banking costs would only be reflected as $50,000 on
the books.

18 -
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Some of the items I have described are very
difficult to quantify because of market conditions
and various unknowns which the Company is faced with
when doing cost benefit analyses for transactions
such as this. The Commission should not use cost
benefit studies as a tool against the utility to
reduce expenses out of the test year based on
speculation and incomplete information.

DOES THAT CONCLUDE YOUR REBUTTAL TESTIMONY?

Yes, it does.

19
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1984
32850-4274

STATE OF FLORIDA,
COUNTYOF =~
CITRUS CQUNTY

Tangible Personal Property Tax Return
As Required by §§193.052 & 193.062, F S.

RETURN TO COUNTY PROPERTY APPRAISER
BY APRIL 1 TO AVOID PENALTIES  _ _

THIS RETURN 1S SUBJECT TO AUDIT WITH ALL RECORDS KEPT BY YOU
INCOMPLETE ENTRIES ARE SUBJECT TO PENALTIES.

1. Please G/i'(e Narme and Telephone Number of Owner or Persan in Charge of This Business. .J
Nama: ;_',/\Q.Q IT’S—L' L7 Telesnone: £ 7= XX E -0/05
Corpora!eName:sl'-“vtMPﬂ") States 5//)'/}/') s

X ktﬂ Physical Loca }uon of Proparty for Which This Return is Fited: (Street Addreas—NOT P O, Box)

1 TR s [ Lunly ~ Himp 5454

I3 Your Business or Farm Located Within the Incorporated Limits of a City? VuZSNo....

[

od

THIS BOX FOR APPRAISER'S USE ONLY
L

==JUDITH J. -

- - EXRIBIT _ KIMBAL

EXHI IT 1
JJK- 1? PAG "10F 1

What City? CMong S5

Fieasa Show

~

Co You File a Tangitie Personal Property Tax Ratumn Under Any Other Nama? Yes __ No

MName Exactly as it Appeamd on Your Most Recent Personal Property Tax Bill or Other Current Tax Return:

BUSINESS NAME {DBA - Doing Business As) AND MAILING ADCRESS

FECERAL EMPLOYER IDEN. NG BOCIAL SECURITY NUMIER

L] LT - LI T T

SiG-

1915223 35506 Jet s
o rocarveu 1[0 /5% o 2303 fF SOUTHERN STATES UTILITIZS [ne
bale You Began Business in This County: /77X .
8. Describe Type or Mature of Your Businesy: /(76/7)’ é?f” e / 1 0 :J a : 0 L 0 R PL
4 i APOPKA FL .
32733
7. Trace Level {Check as many as apply} Retail O Wholesaie ] Manufacturing (3
Protessional O Service & Agriculture 0 Leasing/Fentai O Other ! . if name or address is incorrect, make nacessary corrections in this box.
3. Did You Filke & Tangibie Personal Property Retum in This County Last Yeer? Yes - No __ . _
W30, Under what Name? S0, Yhorn Statey UE L /1/{(; LA
mm&wm_u(wm Losnry Uplity Cor 2/T14 5%
PERSONAL PROPERTY SUMMARY
This ts A . The Schadules On The REVERSE SIDE Should ErmAISER'S
a.;::m FATion om" ¥y %-gmhé; %%Lﬁl R -|  TAXPAYER'S ESTIMATE QRIGINAL COST Ause CNLY
10. Qtfice Fumiture & OHice Machines & Library = e . :
l 11. EDP Equipment, Computers, Word Processors
| 12. Store. Bar & Lounge. and Restaurant Furniture & Equipment. Ete, -
13. Machinary and Manufacturing Equipment _/. f 53 3f0 = ::-\2 5’ f# {/ 73
i 4. Farm, Grave. and Daicy Equigment i . .
15. Professional, Medicai, Dental & Laboratory Equipment
16. Hotel, Matel. Apartment & Rentl Units (Househald Goods)
" 17. Mobile Home Attachmrents (Carport, Utility Bidg., Cabana, Porch, Elz.)
i 18. Service Station & Buik Piant Equipmemt ~ Uinderground Tanks, Lifts, Tools -
. 19. Signa
| 20. Leasmfioid Improvements = Carpeting. Paneling, Shetving. Cabinets, Ete.
21 Pollutian Controt Equipment
22. Equipment Owned By You But Rented, Lessed or Hekl By Others ln
23. Supplies — Not Hatd for Ressle 15
| 24, Other — Pleass Specity —
TOTAL PERSONAL PROPERTY /855 3 57 o 594 73
| hereby certify that the infonmation and valuations staied sbove by me we true. comect and LESS EXEMPTION: { }WIDOW { )BLIND
complele 10 the bast of my knowladge and belief. If prepared by someone other than the taxpayer, [ JTOTAL DISABILITY { )OTHER
his daciaration is based on all information of which he has any knowladge. TAXABLE VALUE
DATE: 3[5 7/?? TITLE: é‘r nJ7C0) /e DEPUTY PENALTY
SIGNED: D'Q.r‘yl/’)‘ effl 5 '}ﬂ'/'c‘ﬂ'__/ﬂ,{l) / b_E’S /UC. PLEASE SIGN AND DATE YOUR RETURN, SEND THIS
QP ORIGINAL TO THE COUNTY APPRAISER'S OFFICE
smeoO‘h—M G el BY APRIL 1. UNSIGNED RETURNS CANNOT BE
E’;“‘“' F2r703 ACCEPTED BY THE APPRAISER'S OFFICE.
ADDHESQ//W [;3/”& p are /’049}?4 FZ’ NOTICE: IF YOU ARE ENTITLED TO A WIDOW'S OR DiSABILITY
) EXEMPTION ON PERSONAL PROPERTY (NOT ALREADY CLAIMED
PHONE NO. / %&7 550 -0.23 ON REAL ESTATE) CONSULT APPRAISER.

TURN OVER - SCHEDULES ON REVERSE SIDE MUST BE COMPLETED IN FULL

no |
I ' i
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WPT oo C. SIUPIRTY APPNALSER
‘ RUS C3 cUVURTSZUSE
:éﬁfg N APIPRA AV R 200

[d¥z3eess 7L L. 1932

THIS AETUAN 1S SUBLECT TO AUCIT WITH ALL AECORDS XEPT
INCOMPLETE ENTRIES ARE SUAJECT TO PEMNALTIES. sY You.

|_p_a~.m...rm-mao-w-}-mma’m&-ﬁ-
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3| 80 3,427 X 29,483 Ec
. 7] 81 }1,317.639 X! 1,685,688 ol
6] 82 7,711 X 12,672 =5
51 83 31,626, X 57,157 o
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1990 TANGIBLE PERSONAL PROPERTY INVOICE FOR
SUGAR MILL WOODS PROPERTY



e i e m—— m——— = - T 18 Wl § wd WAL, FRUENI T U0000160040
CTALS CQUNTY TAX COLLECTOR NOTICE OF AD VALOREM TAXES AND NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENTS

ASSESSED VALUE |  EXEMPTIONS | TJAXABLE VAWE  |MILLAGE COOE

19145691 O

| 12,032,089 12,032,089 0000
. P
AEODS4 147 . |
SOUTHERN STATES UTILITY P13 20S18ETO1Q 90080 —
1000 COLOR PL .
APOPKA FL 232703 SUGARMILL WOODS S
Ml—|
SE
- = e
AD VALOREM YAXE® :
TAXING A MILLAGE RATE (DOLLARS PER $1000 OF TAXABLE VALLIE) TAXES LEVIED :Q
() [+ 22"
SCHOOLS - STATE LAW et
SCHOOLS - - LOCAL BOARD e
SWFWMD - WATER DISTRICT e
MOSQUITO CONTROL - l
<< !
|
‘M
. |

I'TH
EXIITBIT

.

TOTAL MILLAGE 18.9597 AD VALOREM TAXKES 228,124.80

NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENTS "
RATE AMOUNT

LEVYING AUTHORITY

AETAN
0 ™S
PORTION
FOR
) YOUR
%(}l(- RECORDS
NON-AD VALOREM ASSE :
COMBINED TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS $228,124.80 - ol
NOV 30 DEC 31 FEB 28 max 31
o Y 218,999.061 221,281.08 225,043.55 228,124 .80
" NORINES. GILSTRAP ~ "~ "~~~ """"""°° 1990  TANGIBLE PERSONAL PROPERTY ~  ~ 00000160040 =
CITRUS COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR NOTICE OF .. ; VALORKEM TAXES AND NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENTS
REY HULTBEH [ESCAOW CD| ASSESSED VALUE |  EXEMPTIONS | TAXABLE VAWE |MILLAGE CODE

_ 19145891 O 12,032,089 12.,032,089] 0000
RECO34147

SOUTHERN STATES UTILITY P13 208S18ETO10 90080

1000 COLOR PL

APOPKA FL 32703 SUGARMILL WOODS
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PAYNU.&WTOHORN!&W-GMOOUWTAXMOR0110“.APOPKAAV!.ROOIIIGBNV!RNESS.FL 32050-4200
r
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CITy . \PY TAX COLLECTOR 1990 F. F. NOTICE OF AD VALOREM TAXES AND NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSMENTS
. P KEY NUMBER | ESCROW CD|  ASSESSED VALUE | EXEMPTIONS | TAXABLE VAWE |MILLAGE CODE
1914591 ©

?.211.974 9.211.974 —
=
(@]
—
F13 20818ET010 90080 =
e SUGARMILL WOODS =
SOUTHERN STATES UTTLLITY E&I 278593 c
1000 COLOR Pl -
AFOFKA FIL BRTOS i
<
. IN—
AD VALOREM TAXES =
TAXING AUTHORITY MILLAGE RATE (DOLLARS PER $1.000 OF TAXABLE VALUE) 5
COUNTY 91500
SCHOOL S LoaTED et IR TL T \
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B[WEWTD - by DIARTERICT w G720 Sk /A
JOSELELTO GOl 1. L 2L BT (AR VY Py
e
—m
=
=
=
»
% Jak MILLAGE 13, 277 AD VALOREM TAXES | 174, 454 7 )

LEVYING AUTHORITY
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- NON-AD VALOREM ASSESSH )
COMBINED TAXES AND ASSESSMENTS LR &R L See reverse s PR - (11 m!ormationj
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TOUTANS? Twin Cownty Wility Co., Irc. EXHIBIT 5) PACE 1 OF 6
Tangible Progerty Repart
For the Yesr Erded December 31, 1987 Per Progerty  Book
Date Tax Report Value s
faset 1.D. Description Acquired  12-31-87 12-31-87 Total 1987 1965 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 1988 1979 1978
WIS -018 IPALY MIE 30-JumBl  252,566.00 &2, 566. 00 232,566 00
(41,524.93) (41,524.93) (41,524, 93) |
252, 566. 00 2,566, 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 252,566 00 0.00 0.00 0.00
(41,524, 93) (41,524.93) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 (41,524.93) .00 0.00 0.00
1,041.07  211,041.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00 211,041.07 0.00 0.00 0.0y
AMPS 013 PUP, HERDSHFT, LA INGS A4 4,22.20 4,225.20 4.225.20
(3,943.52) (3,943.52) (3. 943.52)
AMPS 014 3° 8B 1/2 P PSP, RDOVE 82 itard)  2,339.00 2,339.00 2,333, 00
(548.07) (48,07} (545.07)
AMPS 0I5 HOOVE TUBIE 01 § 2, INSTAL MEM  28-Fedd3  7,990.00 7,930.00 7,950.00
(3,861.79) (3,861.79) (3.661.79)
AMPS  -016 ELECTRIC APPING EQUIMENT 3l D@2 0.00 0.00 0.00
(0. 00} {0.00) 10.00)
AFPS  -017 ELEC PP ELLIP,AMPS 5 & 6 30-Juml  18,000.00 18,000. 00 18, 00V, 00
(5,911.36) (5,911.36) (5. 911. 36)
AMPS 018 URBIIE AMP |5 1P 31-Jul-80 0.06 0.00 .
0.00 0.00 0.00
/56201 33, %57 377070 32,554. 20 R, 55. 20 0. 00 0.0u 0.00 0.00  14,554.20 0.00  18,000.00 0.00 0.0v o)
Al 1 23 (14, 264.74) (14,264, 74) 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 (a.353.36) 0.0 (5,911.36) .00 () 600
oad 18,289.46  18,289. 46 0.00 0.9¢ 0.00 0.00  b.2u0. B2 0.00)  12,086.64 0.00 0.00 0.00
AMPS 019 BA 45/80-412 PIPS 31480 0.00 0. 00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
AFPS 020 WATER AP 30-Jur79 0.00 0. 00 .00
0.00 0.00 0.0
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0v 0.00 0.00 000 v.00 0.0 .00 0w 0.ty
0.00 0.0¢ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0v 0.0 0.00 0.00 6.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WATER 016 REDIRDEA W/RACLES, W/TREAT ERUIP 31-Rug-81 1,205.% L e & 1,200,
g 1251.50) (257.50) (257.50)
WATER  -017 WATER TREATVENT ERUIAENT 30-Jun8l 28,0522 28,05 &2 28,055 22
(6, 147,70} (6, 147.70) (6, 147.70)
WATER 018 WATER TREATWENT EQUIRMENT WAp—18  3,237.10 3,237.10 3,250 v
(783.29) (783.29) (783.29)
WATER 022 WATER TREATMENT EQLIMEN 3l-0ec73  39,055.20 39,055. 20
(13,560. 03 (13, 560.03)
VLS  -008 VARBIN WELL JA0ct-77 2,023.47 2,023, 47 2
(515.67) (515.67) i
)51 0 7. 32207 13,576. 4 73,576.34 0.00 0.u0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  29,260.57 0.00 0.00  3,237.10 & |
< - (21,264, 19) (21,264.19) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0¢ 0.00  (b,405 20) 0.00 0. 00 (783.29)
V2R 52,312.15 8,3l12.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.60 0.00  22,855.37 0.00 0.00 ¢g,45381 3.0
METERS 011 METERS, 1° WITH CLPLINGS 30ct-83 5, R7.39 5,327.39 5,322, 59
: 12,219.71) (2,215.71) (21971
WETERS 012 PETERS 30-Jun—81 1,382, 16 1,382.16 1,382, 16
(838. 44) (898. 44) (896, 44)
METERS 013 METERS 31ay-8l 1,746.99 1,746.99 1,74.99
i1, 150.15) 11,150.15) {1, 150. 15)
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Tuin County Ubility Co., Inc, _
Sl e EXHIBIT (JJK-5) PAGE 2 QF 6
For the Vear Ented December 31, 1997 P Progerty
Bate Tax lwport
feset 1.0 bescription foguired 12-31-87 Total 1985 1984 1983 1980 1579 19718
¥ETERS -014 METERS 2-Fetr-81 1,602.5 1,602, 52
{1,004, 95} 1,084, 95)
METERS 013 VETERS Al -heg-81 1,831.3 1,231. 3%
{179.83) .83
METERS -0l6 METENS Xrfiep-8L 1,262.97 1,262.97
183.25) 769, 25)
METERS -017 METERS A=Jar-81 2,383.15 252315
1, 745.21) {1, 745,27}
METERS -019 1° WRTER METERS -2 1,543.50 1,943.50
(823, 16) 1823. 18}
FETERS -020 METERS 3t-Jan-f2 2, 105. 22 1052
{1,23L.28) {1,234. 28]
METERS -021 METERS A-ay-#4 4,679.91 4 679.51 4,679.91
11,676.57) 1,676. 97} 11,67.91)
JETERS 022 METERS -84 240,52 P 8- 240. 5¢
(i6h. I5) {164, 35) (164, 35)
KTERG -023 2° METERS, CUme ET0PS 20-Sep-B4 4, 15, % 4, M5. % 4, 945, 8
11,635, 96) (1,635.96) {1,435. 98/
METERS -024 FIRE MVDRANY JETER 31 -fug-84 662,89 b62. 69 662.64
(220. 89 220.83) {220.69)
METERS -025 METERS 31-Oct-p4 278. 45 276, 4 €76, 4
191, 41} 191, 41) (91.41)
MEFERS -026 1° SR METERS, 1°C/5TOPS,N/B0X 29-Fetrh 2,600, b2 2,600, b 2. 600 b¢
(1,015.4Th 1,01L.4T) (1,014 47
METERS -027 METERS, OLRD ETOPS J1-Jan-80 1,090.% 1,090. % 1,080, 9%
1863.64) (863.64) 863, 54)
METERS -028 METERS, QURB STOPS, METERS 10ER 30-hpr-80 935. 80 99%5. 80 995, ju
{763. 48) (763, 48) (753, 48)
METERS 029 METERS 3 -May-80 9. &0 972.40 972. 40
(131.321 {137.32) (737.32)
METERS 030 NETERS -Sep-80 1,0.% 1,891.5 1,851 5
i (1,31.30) 11,371,300 (1,371, 30
JETERS -031 NETERS 31-0ct-80 993. 10 93310 993 10
(71582 71182 (711.42)
FETERS -032 METERS, 3 4 H SRLES 31-Dec-80 1,314, 60 1, 344,80 1.314.60
1320, 34} 320, 34} 90, 4)
METERS -033 1* SR METERS, 1° J182 C/6T0P5,B Jl-Jar8A 2,467.08 2,467.08 2,467.08
. 1979, 9) (979, %8) 1979, 58)
METERS -034 METERS JN-Jul-B0 &,008.72 2,009, 72 2.045. 72
(1,520, 18) (1,320. 18) (1,520, 16}
JETERS ~035 METERS § SUPPLIES 29-Fetmd0 1,978.17 1,97.17 1,975 37
II.S.K.&} H.S.'E.El (l.ﬁi&.ﬂé}
METERS -036 WATER JETERS 30-Jun—83 7,620, 84 7,620. b4 7,620, b4
13,429. 42} (3,429.42) (3,429.42)
JETERS -037 METERS AN-JarT9 3,504. 18 3,504, 18 3,504, 38
(3,122.00) (3, 122.01) (5, 122,011
METERS -040 METERS 3t-Jul-78 1,499.50 1,493.50 7,499.50
{7,059.64) 17,059, 64) {7,055.64)
METERS -O4l METERS 3 -0ct-77 0.00 0.0
0.00 0.00
METERS -049 DAVIS NETER, HERNANDO PIPE 28-FebB5 120,63 5, 120.63 5,120,635
(1,450. 84 (1,450, 843 11,450, 84
METERS 050 DAVIS METER 3i-Mar-83 240. 71 .71 240. 11
166.19) 66, 19) 166,19}




i TOUTRNET Twin County Wtility Co., Inc.
(® Tangible Promvty Report
For the Year Erded Decester 31, 1987 Per Property Book
Date Tax Report Value
¢ peset LD Description Roquired  12-31-87  12-31-87 Total 1567 198 1985 1964 1943 1982 1981 1580 1975 197
FETERS 050 WATER METERS, METER BOLES WdovdS 4, 70505 4,705.05 4.705.05 an ]
. (980.22) 1980.22) (980. 2) DO 0. 92 AE _E%H
METERS 052 WETER BOIES 31-Dec$5 324.87 324,67 3¢4.87 —J‘UB% HI K M% IBIT NO.3 (S) ¢
(64.98) 164.98) (64.98) K-5) PAGE F
Qe WETES -053 2° WOT ARAD METER L/ODN B-Fet 66 241.5 241.50 241.50 EXHIBIT (JJ )P
- (44,28) (4a.28) (44.¢8)
PETERS 054 2 METERS 31-nar86 61.40 61,40 61.40
Qe 110.75) 10. 75) 110.75)
PETERS 0S5 40 METESS & BOIES 60 CLRB STP - 5,2%.83 5,29,63 5,2%. 83
(326.94) 192, S) (926, 94)
4 METERS 056 40 1" AIDGELL METERS § OMB §TPS  30-Juv86  5,2%.683 5,2%.63 5.2%. 63
(194.52) (194, 52) (19, 52)
FETERS 057 40 METERS 4 BOIES 60 QRS STP 31-0ct86  5,370.54 5,370.54 5,370.54
e (783.21) (783.21) (783.21)
JETERS 058 4 METERS § AOESIIRIES 30-dov86 213.69 213.69 213.63
’ (37.06) (37.06) (31.06)
| €@ o FETERS 072 40 METERS § BOIES, OB STOPS Febd7  5,2%.83 5,2%.83  5,E3%.63
b (S51.TS) (K175 (551.75)
METERS -073 12 /8" METERS AND BOLES 28-Feb-87 .7 IR H 7.5
@ (80. 39) (60,391 (60,39
; VETERS 083 METESS & METER SUPPLIES 31hey-87  5,029.% 5029.%  5,029.5:
: (366. T (366.7H  (366.TD)
| @ @ METERS -084 FETERS & METER SLPPLIES 31hay-87 663.26 663,26 863,26
' (46. 3b) (46, 36) 145, 361
‘. METERS -0 40 METERS § METER SPALIES 3-Jul-87  5,029.92 5,029.9:  5,029.52
CX ] (125.26) (1¢3.26) (les. 28)
: METERS 095 PETERS RWD BLPALIES 31-Jul-87 766. 06 766. 06 766.06
! (18.78) (18.76)  (16.76)
| @ @ ¥ETERS -103 24 METERS § SPPLIES 20-5ep-67  1,450.49 1,456.45  1.454.49
i (21.39 (2139 (21,35
METERS -108 40 1* RIDGWELL METERS 31-0ct-87  5,215.31 5215.31  S.215.%
LX) : 51,13 (51.13)  (51.13)
WATER  -025 PASLD PIFE, HERWDO PIPE J4uy85  5,401.60 5,401, 6¢ 5,401.60
(1,3%.41) (1,395.41) (1, 3% 41)
® ~ e —
ISUl-21 M lien 127 <7 121,069.52 121,069,522 24,221.56  16,540.79 1573266 15,7522 12,948.23  3,648.72 9, 743.15 11,283.31  3,500.18  7,499.50
Al Ny (46, 365.33) (46,365.33)  (1,261.85) (2,5%.76) (3,950.64) (5,781.03) (5,645.13) (2,054.44)  (6,457.89) (5,424.94) (3,122.01) (7,058, 64)
= 74,700.13  74,700.19  22,%S.71  13,90.03 11,8352 10,090.19  7,259.18  1,594.28 3,291  2,65.37 3617 439,86
%34. /09
VETERS 042 METER INSTALLATION SPPLIES 30-40v-83 667.80 667.80 667.80
® H 1548.01) (546.01) (545.01)
METERS -043 METER INSTALLATION SLOPLIES 30-Jur@2 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 .00
@ @ KETERS -0M PAETTD PUP & DAVIS METER 31483 628. 84 628.64 628.84
(597.40) (597.40) (597. 400
METERS 045 METERS § SURLIES 30-hgr—83 953.60 953,60 955.60
o D (8390. 02) (850, 02) (830. 02)
METERS 046 METER INSTALLATION MATERIAL 31-Aug-83 832.40 842.40 842, 40
(765.27) (765.27) (765. 27)
@ ) KETERS -0A7 METER INSTALLATION SUPPLIES e84 1,611.45 1,611.43 1,611.49
(786.47) (786.47) (760.47)
METERS -048 METER INSTALL, PAUETTO PG 31-0ct-84 79.5 73.54 79.54
® e (50. 38) (50.38) (50, 33
PPS  -021 PRUETTO PGS 31-Jan-84 434.70 A3.70 434,20

®e




f.j I.l MEWISI — I '
—JDlQI ﬁ'HT go KIMBALL EXHIBIT NO. 5

. Taneel Tuin Cowty Wility Co., Inc. EXHIBIT (JJK-5) PAGE 4 OF 6
o Tagible Property Awport
For the Yewr Ended Dermter 31, 1987 Per Property  Book :
Date Tax Report Value .
@ feeet LD Description foquired  12-31-87  12-31-87 Total 1987 1986 1985 1964 1943 1982 1981 1980 1979 1978 1
(334. 76) (334, 76) (334.76) !
® |QTER  -020 INDICRTOR, TUTLAIZER, SLPALIES 31-0ct-43  1,008.17 1,008.17 1,008. 17
(840.13) (840.13) (640. 13}
MTER -02I ORB STPS, OFEDX WLVES J-ug 84 850.61 850,61 850,61
] (283. 54) (283. 54) (283.54)
I ATI AT 0.00 0.0 0.00 297634 4, 140.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
® 5,095.98) 0.00 0.00 0.00 (1,455.15) (3,640.83) 0.0 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
/ .a21.17 2.0e1. 17 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.521.1% 495.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0. 00
n-51 1399, §vY
" ® i) oAl OFFICE AUNITURE /53 A7 2-hpr01 938. 4 936,34 936 34
ot (781.89) v 1761.65) 1781.89)
RRDI0S -019 MBILE WNITS A-hor—81 1299, B2 1,299.86 1,299.86
°® 11,081 23) (1,083.23)
TESTLAS -002 TESTING LAB, SB 653 3i-dul-81 5.67.77 S6TI.T7
14,533.57) (4,533,57)
o _
7,915.93 7,915.95 0.00 0.00 0.00 0. 00 V.00 0.00 1,915.97 V.00 0.00 0.00
(6, 396. 69) (6, 390.69) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 (6.398.69) 0.0u 0.0v 0.00
) 1,513 1,517.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 151730 0.00 0.0 0.00 i
CARTS 016 GRSILINE BOLF OART I8 3,500.5 3.507.51 3,507.51
L4 (3,387.52) (3,337.52) 13, 367, 52)
EQUIP =004 RC WELDR, D/PRESS, LADDER, MENDH 83 2,923.03 2,923.03 2,929.63
(1,676.08) (1,676. 08) {1,676.08)
'@ FIREERS -001 1/2° FIRE WOSE DA€ 1,658.80 1,658. 60 1,653.86
(1,159.88) (1,159.88) (1.159.86)
LANED 025 TIF LINE DISC HRARRODN NIT dfur8l 1,500 1,534. 08 1,534. 00
| @ (1,203.21) (1,203.21) (1,203. 231
TRACTOR 023 POMER KING TRACTOR MMER 384 4,500,00 4,500, 60 4,50, 00
. . (2,109.40) (2, 109.40) (2,103, 40
- @ THRCTOR 024 FIRD 420 IC. DEISEL TRACTOR 380 18,200.00 18, 200,00 18, 200,00
[ o . (17,631.24) (17,631.20) (17,631.24)
: /520 -0 ety —_—
'@ P , , 2,39.3 2,291 0.00 0.00 0.00  4,500.00 6,436.54 1,658.80  1,534.00 16,200.00 0.00 0.00 0.
A fQ /RS2 127,169.33) (27,169, 33! 0.00 0.00 0.00 (2,103.40) (5,065.60) (1,159.88)  (1,203.21) (17,631.24) 0.00 0.00 o
o 3435 /%5’ R 5,160.01  5,160.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,3%0.60 1,370.94 496, % 330.79 565.76 0.00 0.00 0.
) WIS 021 FORE MIS 31Oct-81  377,220.39 311,220.39 37,220, 39
. 397 .00 166,819.52) (66, 819.52) 166, 819.52)
; 570 -0/ 2777 377,220.39 377,220.39 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  377,220.39 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0
\ R (66,819.32) (66, 819. &) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  (66,819.52) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.1
r. Alp 6z, 310,400.87 310,400, 87 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 310,400, 87 0.00 0.00 .00 0.0
| pavING -001 PRVDRENT PRTDHES 32 759.99 759.99 759.99
{354.21) (594.21) (554, 21}
r PIPS  -022 SEWEE PUPS, HELTIN ELELT 31May-84 450.53 450.53 450.53
! us.m (s (157.71)
@ ppps 023 2 AIPS AD 3 SHITDES 30-Sep8A  1,282.0% 1,282,05 1,282.05
(135. 82) (139.62) (135, &)
AMPS 024 AP STATION EQUIPWENT 310ct -84 165.38 165. 30 165. 38
: (17.05) (17.05) 117.05)
PIPS 025 PUP STATION , - 30-fpr—78 34,93 734.93 .5

L
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Date Tax Report Value
Osset LD Descriction Aquired  12-31-87  12-31-87 Total 1987 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 1560 1979 1578
(211.23) (@11.23) (271.23)
PIPS 26 SIFERSIRE AIPS 3-Jul82 660450 6, 604, 50 6,604.5
(1,192.60) (1,19 60} 11, 152, 60)
ROPS 027 INSTALL F/GRINDER ADPS, L/STAT 34l 5,475.00 5, 475. 00 5, 475.00
: (335 82) (935.82) (335. 62)
PIPS 028 P STATION EILIP FROM PED 3i-Oct-81  160,334.81 160, 334.81 160, 334. 81
(37,705.%2) (37,705 %) (37, 705. %)
AMPS 029 LIFT STATION 14, SP PP Dl [, 349.25 1,49.25 1, 49.25
(179.91) (179.91) (179.91)
PIPS 030 1HP S/PAIP-STAS,C/FEED PU, J-Oct-83 1,742 1,547.42 1,547.82
(214.94) 1214.%4) (214.94)
POPS 031 EILIP § ISTALL B/IP PP 0920 30-Jun83  16,180.65 16, 180.65 16, 180,65
(2,421.15) (2,421.15) 12,427, 15)
194, 884. 51 194,884.51 0.00 0.0v 0.00  1,897.9% 19.017.32  7,354.49  165,608.61 0.00 0.00 734,93
(43, 792. 36) (43,792. 36) 0.00 0.00 0.00  (310.58) (2,822.000 (i,746.61) (3G,641.74) 0,00 0.00 @1.a3)
151,082.15 151,082, 15 0. 00 0.00 0.00 1,567,368 15.255.%  5.617.66  127,168.07 0.00 0.00 463,70
BOER -004 ROOTS ALOMER 31-0ct-80 0.00 0.0¢ 0.0u
0.60 0.00 0.u0
SEMER 043 TREATMENT & DISPOSAL EQUIPWENT 30-Jur8l  B23,632.09 823, 53¢, 05 623, 632,09
{194, 685. 43) (194, 685. 43/ (134, 656, 43)
SEER -OM SEMRGE TREAMVENT & DISYSAL 3-JawTl  51,988.52 51, 988. 5¢ 5150
(14,821.91) (14,821.391) (10,6
875, 620,61 875, 620.61 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0. 00 0,00 823,632.09 0.00 0.00 0.00 51,50
{209,508, 34) (209,508. 34) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 (194,665, 43) 0.00 0.06 000 (lab
665,112.27 666, 112.27 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.60 0.00  &2a, 45.56 0.00 ©.00 .00 316
AIRODD 004 1 1/2 TON AIRCDDITIGER 30-Jun87 750.00 750. 00 750.00
" {46. 88) (46.88) 145, 68)
MINS 028 OED( WLVES FIR 12° FORE 31-0ct-87  2,183.64 2,183.64  2,153.64
(12, 13 (1213 (1213}
MINS 029 VALVES FDR 12° FORE MAIN o871 2,302.66 2,302.66 230266
(4. 80) (4. 80) (4.680)
MINs 030 EPAIR ¢ EELODATE LIFT STAT 68 2Hov87  14,815.14 14,815, 14 14,815.14
130.87) (30.87) (30, 67)
MINS 031 EQUIP § LABOA 12° FORCEMAIN D407 1,550.00 1,50.00 1,550, 00
i3.23) . (3.23) (3.23)
MIS 032 GRVITY SDER LINE-CYPRESS BLVD 04087  3,640.00 ' 3,640.00  3,640.00
(7.58) (7.58) (7.58)
POPS 037 HYDRDWTIC UBESSIBLE PP Jct-47  8,730.75 8,730.75  8,730.75
PR 180.84) (80. 84) 180. 84)
7,79-410 )
0)/' o 2301 g 33,972.19 33,97.19  33,972.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ow .00 0.00 0.00 0.
N X (186.33) 1186.33) (186,33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.
JSTA. 33,785.86  33,785.86 13, 785.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.80 0.00 0.00 v
1S o g 9. 2,008, 826, 24 2,008,826.24 58.199.75  16,540.79 15,792.86 25,249.% 57,157.10 12,672.01 1,685,688.00 23,483.31  3,504.18 11,471.53 SA.01L.
Y (482, 383. 74) (482, 389.74) (1, 446.18)  (2,396.76) (3,957.64) (9,656.16) (,530.94) (4,961, 13) (365,046.97) (26,056 18) (3,122 01) (8, 114.16) (15, 337.:
’ - 1,526,436.50 1,526,436.50  55,751.57  13,944.63 11,835.22 15,593.36 31,6¢5.16  7,710.88 1,317,639.05  3,427.13

32,17 3,351.31 36,60
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