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PENNBROOKE UTILITIES, INC. 
146 Morlron Court 

Lakeland, FL 33813 
Phone: (863) 846-2904 

Fax: (863) 644-8079 

February 23,2001 

sponse to the preliminary Staff Report for PSC 
nnbrooke Utilities, Inc. 

and supports the fact that better methods need to 
promote and assure water conservation. We respectfully disagree, 
e preliminary recommendation on issue No. IO "Disposition of 
The preliminary recommendation is that the Commission should 

use all calculated over earnings of the water utility to implement 
n program. The recommendation included required monthly 
number of bills rendered, the consumption billed and the 

and meter size on a quarterly basis far a period 
taff Report pravides a "range of alternatives" for a 
riately dispose of the water system over earnings". 
penses for the alternatives mnge from $29,100 to 

t year of implementation, with a range of $28,300 to $80,300 

Pennbrooke tilities, Inc. understands that Staff is reporting over earnings of 
$45,145 for ater, while also reporting under earnings of $107,759 fat wastewater. 
we further a knowledge that it is Staffs belief that a rate reduction for water is not 
justified, sin such a reduction would noit stimulate conservation, as these rates 
are already uite lw. i 
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Utilities, lnc. wholeheartedly agrees with the need to 
onsewation in the Pennbrooke Fairways communrty, we request 

ilities, Inc. is a small utility company with no employees. The utility 
by the owner and developer of Pennbrooke Fairways, I n q  a 
rty. The developer operates the utility company using its own 
ed and is allocating appropriate costs to the utility for that 

ugh the Recommended Conservation Practices in the Staff 
nges of estimated casts which are, in and of themselves, 

nsider the fiscal realrty of the situation. 

lity like ours, the true cost of implementing, monitoring and 
anthfy repork, detailing the number of bills rendered, the 
led, the revenue billed, etc.) is a significant additional burden omthe 

entation, marthing and reporting may, at a minimum, require 
ditional staff and/or hire additional outside consultants and 

nd continuing basis at a substantial additional cost to 
expenses would erode the water over earnings, leaving little far the 

ures which migM actually make a difference. 

ort recommends that Pennbraoke Utilities, Inc. be ordered 
wing Case with the Commission within two years after the 
conservation progmm so that the “rate structure issues 
Again, su& a requirement does not come at an insignificant 

for the use of its staff and autside prokssionals required for such a 
e. We have just applied significant resources to complete the Rate 
, and we believe an order to fife for another review is inappropriate. 

mending that water rates be left alone, while increasing 
as I1 1%. Again, Pennbrooke UtiI’is, Inc. 
implement water conservation in the Pennbrooke 

ds to educate its users further on mandatory water 
the same. However, it does not believe that 
the proposed conservation program is the best 

the impending significant increases in wastewater 



Page 3 

itself, have a positive effect QR water 
on water usage, the users will 

ter rate increases, 
aSes by approximately 42% to 
nbrooke Utilities, lnc. would agree 

ter conservation within the 
ys community. This, disposition dthe water earnings is much 
utility of our size as well as to our users. 

to promote conservation is to use the residents of 
ys (our users), to carry the message and enforcement af 

fellow residents. A special committee of residenfs muid help 
ways to encourage aanservation and would be the best 

eamings in the future to 

utifity company, does not 
owledge the need for water 
ml will use our best efforts to 

&ermined and which may not be 

sf itsetf will have a 
n the water over usage. 

I 
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r. Rendell 
j 2001 

utually acceptable position can be reached which meets the needs 
rest of the Commission, the Utilrty and our users. 

KE UTILITIES, INC. 

Sincerely, 

Arth &-L r H. Eri son, 

850434965) 

? 


