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FCRU’s Response to Staff’s 27
Interrogatories Nos. 21-25
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
In re: Application for Original Certificate of ) DOCKET NO. 20190168-WS
Authorization and Initial Rates and Charges )
for Water and Wastewater Service in Duval, ) FILED: July 10, 2020
Baker and Nassau Counties, Florida by )
FIRST COAST REGIONAL UTILITIES, )
)
)

INC.

FIRST COAST REGIONAL UTILITIES, INC.’S RESPONSES TO
STAFE’S SECOND INTERROGATORIES
TO FIRST COAST REGIONAL UTILITIES, INC.

First Coast Regional Utilities, Inc. (“Applicant” or “FCRU”), pursuant to rule 1.340,

Florida Rules of Civil Procedure, responds to Staff’s Second Interrogatories to Applicant.

Interrogatory 21:  Please explain in detail the demographics of the proposed service territory
including any anticipated seasonality as well as percentage of seasonality.

Response:  The demographics for the Duval County portion of the property is based upon the
current zoning allowing for: 11,250 single-family and 3,750 multi-family residential;
750,000 gross square feet of commercial; and 300,000 gross square feet of office space.
The Nassau County property is zoned commercial and industrial so no residential housing
is anticipated. The Baker County property will likely be a mixture similar to the Duval

property. Seasonality will depend on the product mix as the property is developed.

Interrogatory 22: It is Commission practice to recover no more than 40 percent of the water
revenues through the base facility charge (BFC) with the exception of a seasonal customer

base. In Witness Swain’s Testimony, Schedule 5, on pages 2, the utility proposed a 74
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percent BFC allocation for its water. Please explain why the Utility believes this allocation
is appropriate for this case.

Response: ~ The rates were designed to provide rate stability to the utility.

Interrogatory 23: It is Commission practice to recover no more than 50 percent of the
wastewater revenues from the base facility charge with the exception of a seasonal
customer base. In Witness Swain’s Testimony, Schedule 5, on page 3, the utility proposed
a 74 percent BFC allocation for its wastewater. Please explain why the Utility believes
this allocation is appropriate for this case.

Response:  The rates were designed to provide rate stability to the utility.

Interrogatory 24:  The utility proposed a reclaimed water rate for residential customers shown
on Schedule 5, page 1. The Commission evaluates the pricing of reclaimed water based
on rates charged by other reclaimed water providers in the area. Please explain how the
utility determined the reclaimed water rate.

Response: ~ We reviewed reclaimed water rates charged by nearby utilities, in particular Clay

County Utilities, which at the time charged $.76/1000 gallons for up to 15,000 gallons.

Interrogatory 25:  The Commission sets initial residential customer deposits based on two
times the average residential consumption for the 5/8” x % meter size and two times the
estimated bill for all general service meter sizes. Please explain the utility’s methodology
for determining the initial customer deposit and if different from the Commission

methodology, please provide why the utility believes it is appropriate.
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Response: ~ We calculated customer deposits equal to approximately two times an average bill.
While the customer deposits were calculated at $400 for residential, and $600 for general
service for combined water and sewer, or twice the estimated bill, a review of the tariffs,
however, erroneously lists the customer deposits as $400 and $600 each for water and

sewer.

Respectfully submitted this 10th day of July, 2020, by:

SUNDSTROM & MINDLIN, LLP
2548 Blairstone Pines Drive
Tallahassee, Florida 32301

(850) 877-6555
rbrannan@sftflaw.com

)

, Roberf C. Brannan
For the Firm
/
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing has been furnished via electronic mail
to the following this 10" day of July, 2020.

Miriam R. Hill/Jody Brooks
Radley Law Firm

21 West Church Street
Jacksonville, Florida 32202
hillmr{@jea.com
broojli@jea.com

Thomas A. Crabb/Susan F. Clark
Radey Law Firm

301 South Bronough Street

Suite 200

Tallahassee, Florida 32301
tcrabbl@radeylaw.com
sclark@radeylaw.com

4
/)

JR. Kelly/Mireille Fall-Fry

Office of Public Counsel

c/o The Florida Legislature

111 W. Madison Street, Room 812
Tallahassee, Florida 32399
kelly.jrileg. state.fl.us
fall-frv.mireille(@leg.state.fl.us

BIANCA LHERISSON
Senior Attorney, Office of the General
Counsel

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.

Tallalassee, FL. 32399-0850
blhgriss@pse state fl.us
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