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FPL

| to:  BM Hamilton DATE: May 7, 1999
2 Vice President — Customer Service

3 Armando Olivera

174 Vice President - Distribution

S FROM: Internal Auditing LOCATION: I[A/GO

- susicCT: Franchise Designation Review

7  Attached is your copy of the subject audit report. Customer Service’s
& proactive efforts to address the accuracy of CIS II's municipal tax
9 codes shows timely action given the new 1998 state legislation
/o outlining municipal tax responsibilities. In addition, the inclusion of
/1 franchise fees and optional sales taxes in this effort, further leverages
/2 the work being performed to these closely related areas.

/3 Our review did note that better communication by Service Planning in
/Y the receipt and dissemination of franchise boundary changes is
IS mmy,wmmmhammmydsipnmdwm
/6 added to CIS II. Currently, Distribution personnel are working on
17 formalizing a process to enhance this communication pa and to
/8  determine if new automated tools can assist Distribution personnel in
19 the assignment of franchise codes. '

.?o/w___

&1 Rick Del Cueto, Manager

25 Internal Auditing
>3 Attachment
a4 cc: J. Bouchillon M. Miranda
2 M. Davis J. Molyneaux
26 M. Fogarty E. Prieto
7 J. Gomm S. Romig
28 M. Gonzalez J. Safarik
29  D. Klinger D. Tomlin
3o  W. Lowder J. Vazquez
31 J. McCormick G. Williams
32. G. Mass
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| FRANCHISE DESIGNATION REVIEW

2 | ooomeses QONFIDENTIAL

3 BACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES:

{ New state legislation, outlining mumicipalities’ responsibility for submitting revisions for boundary changes and
S anpexations was enacted in 1998 for municipal taxes. The Customer Service business unit has taken this new

¢ legisiation = an opportuaity to easure that FPL’s records for municipal taxes, as well as franchise fees-and optional
7 sales tax, are comrect. CmmmmwdlnmalAudmngtorcwewthepmemofnssngmngand
¢ updating franchise codes to ensure the process is working as intended. Our review concentrated on the:

9 L Process used to verify accuracy of franchise codes in CIS II;
/o . Process used when changes to franchise codes result from annexations; and,
n M W—'Mwlnigiaﬁ'mhisecodeassignmt.

B

C
e Issue Management Report
13 Action/Status Page |
/¥ | Process Used to Verify Accuracy of Franchise Codes
/S| mCISH
/6 | Qusent Status

/7 | Todate, approximately 50% of the 4 million premises in | Not applicable.
/% wumwummmm.
tior sabtmmﬁedﬁmghmmoﬂwﬁmchue

Customer Service will incorporate a prioritization 23
23 Iﬁm process when missing a deadline is anticipated,

Services (1.SS) performed their | Distribution’s LSS personpel will ensure all sccounts 3

verification ‘for ‘strostlights, but inadvertently omitiéd | and facilities are included in their roview.
7 | tcaffic ight,

23 [ Precess Used for Annexations
2.9 | Steeatlight and Traffic Lights

30 | 'The status of anpexations pending field investigations | Distribution’s LSS personnsl have committed to 4-5
3/ | were not verified or followed up by LSS personnel on a

keeping their pending list current.  As a result of the
372 | thmely basis. aundit, LSS identifiod 49 annexations that sppeared to
33 be peading field investigations, some dating back
34 over 8 months. During the audit LSS personnel
35 determined that only 2 annexstions remained
2b pending. 40 annexstions did not impact facilities, S
37 were comploted by LSS, and 2 were in the process of
38 being worked by LSS personnel.

(]
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/2 FRANCHISE DESIGNATION REVIEW EUNHDEN“AL

Distribution will develop a process to ensure 6-7
didnmem:mptofammonsfmmmtlunme i

3

if

5

{> | Instances were ideatificd where Service Planning either
7 sanexation notices are propetly received, handled,
g , or communicats the annexations to planners i

9

/0

and maintained by Service Planning locations.
assigned to the affected areas.
Customer Service’s Southern Customer Accounting
// (SCA) will prepare a spreadsheet of annexations as a
12 tool to summarize and communicate the information
2 to internal customers.

/4| Potential Tools to Assist in Franchise Code

7-8
/8| feanchise code assignment exist.

22| The fenctionality to allow changes in franchise codes in | IM are investigating the recent loss of 89-
23| DCPS to be passed to CIS II is currently not working. functionality and will notify appeopriste Distribution
2y personnel g0 the impact can be assessed.

ii



| Riek Del Cueto, Manager Miami, Florida
2 Internal Auditing May 7, 1999
2 Florida Power & Light Company

‘,l MM Kranchise

CONFIDENTIAL

& In 1998, FPL remitted to various taxing authorities a total of $887 million for franchise fees,
7 municipal taxes, sales tax, and optional sales taxes. Franchise fees and municipal taxes make up
& the majority of the remittances, consisting of approximately $246 million and $503 million,
9 respectively. Sales tax and optional sales taxes make up approximately $134 million and $4
70 million, respectively. To facilitate the franchise fee andmnnmpaltaxbz!tmgandmm
1/ process, FPL assigns franchise codes to each premise as an ideatifier of the taxing authority and

/2 the tax rate. FPL's franchise codes are assigned based on the physical boundaries set by these
/3 taxing suthorities.

S BACKGROUND:

/Y New state legislation, outlining municipalities’ responsibility for submitting revisions for
/S boundary changes and annexations was enacted in 1998 for municipal taxes. Municipalities were
/6 mdempmblefwnpdaungthmaddresshstuchmgesommdmdforfumuhmgm
/7 information to entities affected by the changes. Florida State Statutes 166.231 - 166.234 (*The
/¥ Stawte™), requires a municipality to provide a copy of their anncxation ordisances and a current
/9 add:mhﬂthhiu?ﬂdtysfoﬂowhgmptnfmymﬁtys(&g.ﬂ)wdmm Duzing
20 the address “agreement” prooess,itisboththecm&ysandmmxpdnysmpmmbmtyto

24 MmmumwmmMMstmMme&aswﬂu
2s franchise foes and optioaal sales tax, are cormect.

2 ¢ The Customer Service business umit requested Internal Auditing to review the process of
27 assigning and updating franchise codes to ensure the process is working as intended.

2¢ SCOPE AND OBJECTIVES:

29 To determine the efficiency and effectiveness of assigning franchise codes, the auditors
3o petformed a review of the process currently utilized. Our review concentrated on the:

3/ L Process used to verify accuracy of franchise codes in CIS II;
32 IL Process used whea changes to franchise codes result from annexations; and,
33 I Potential tools to assist in franchise code assignment.

34 L}

35" Background

3¢ In Japuary 1998, the Customer Service business unit initiated a project to vesify the accuracy of
37 franchise codes within CIS II. -Customer Service identified 226 municipalities within the CIS II
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/ system. Two Customer Service Franchise Analysts assigned to the project, sent letters to 196
2 utmnicipalities requesting current address lists. The remaining 30 municipalities had already sent
3 address lists to FPL. Curmently, the analysts have received responses from a total of 142
# numicipalities (including the 30 unsolicited responses). Ms. Martha Goazalez, Billing and
5~ Customer Accounting Systems Projects & Support Manager, stated that second requests have
¢ been sent to the 84 non-responding municipalities.

~

7 Based on discussions with Customer Service personnel and through our observations, the
& franchise code verification process consists of the following:

7m&mwmmamthacompmsdwdaumasnmthemmcnpdmes

/o address lists. Seven exception reports are generated which detail any discrepancies between CIS
/¢ H and the municipalities’ lists (ie. franchise code, street name, street suffix, zip code, range of

/2 ‘addresses, street directional, and “other”). The exceptions are researched and resolved through
/3 the use of maps and through communications with municipality representatives. When FPL and
/¢&WmuW%&M&dmmmmMm
/s wake any required revisions to the customers’ accounts in CIS II. When a municipality is 100%
/¢ verified, the Franchise. Analysts send a letter to the municipality to confirm that FPL and the
/7 mamicipality are in agreemeat. In addition, this letter requests quarterly updates for any changes.

/9 Cument Statis

/9 o mmnunmplmmcouwnedmcmnrepmentSMS.SlSpmmm Of the 142

20 responding municipalities, 1,986,778 (50%) premises have been verified. Twenty of these
2/ municipalities have been 100% verified (137,168 premises).

22 ¢ Currently, within the 142 responding mumicipalities there are 549,191 (14%) premises
23  awaiting clarification.

27 e m'mummmgmm[lmwaﬁﬁ)m].umpdmdo
2s  mnot have a municipal tax. However, these 84 municipalities may have a franchise fee and/or
Q¢  optional sales tax that would be impacted if franchise codes for premises are incorrect.

28 In order to test the accuracy of franchise codes in CIS 1I for the 20 municipalities that are 100%
29 verified, the auditors performed the following:

30 o  Selected 10 premises from the municipalities’ lists and traced the address to the CIS II
3/ database and determined whether the franchise code was correct. No exceptions were noted.

32 In order to test the process used by the Franchise Analysts to verify franchise codes, the auditors
33 performed the following:

39 e Qbtained the seven exception reports generated for one municipality and observed the
35 WWMMMWMW Noted that the exceptions were
3¢ resolved and franchise codes updated accordingly.

37 o ‘Ofmelummlzsuwnmmdemmmw
3%  the time requirements under the Statute. In order to determine whether FPL is in compliance
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/  with the 60 day time roquirement for requesting address clarifications, the auditors reviewed
2  the “Address Verification Project Control Report™ used to track the project’s progress and
3 sweommeﬁla&ommuSmmpalmwuhmi&pﬂm The control
4 mwumwnotmeuhetxm requirements for 20 of the 125 municipalities.

© Prios-to missing deadlines imposed by the Statute, Billing and Customer Accounting should
7 detuuﬂnnfthtemmynengeﬁmncmlm\pactsmFPmedmmmdmdml
S municipalities. If there are negative financial consequences, consideration should be given to

9 working those municipalities that have the highest financial impact first, or re-aligning tasks and
/0 rtesources in a cost/beneficial manner.

//  Management Response

/2 Ms. Gonzalez stated that in most cases the information needed to determine the financial impact
13 toFPLunouvmablemwemwforamnnmpahtymsubmudlyeomm However,
/4 she said Customer Service will incorporate a prioritization process when it is determined that a
/5 deadline will be missed.

/7mmmmmfmwmmnmummgwmw
/3 Distribution’s Lighting Support Services department (LSS). During the audit, LSS personnel
/9 stated that their review included only streetlights, and inadvertently omitted traffic lights.

. 20 Recommendations

2/ LSS personnel should ensure all accounts and facilities are included in their review.

23 Management Response

&3 Mr. Bduardo Prieto, Lighting Support Services Manager, stated the LSS review of franchise
2Y codes will include all accounts and facilities under their responsibility. . Heé added that LSS
25 memmmm«mmn@ummg

30 Mw oh Mm personnel and through our observations, the annexation
3 process consiats of the following:

32 mmmumawmuwmmwm“

' ' cosusking mm;u
‘ﬁcm“h@dh\m “Amnexstion Log” and copies

wmmmwmm Buedonduemﬁons .
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/ are distributed to various internal users. (See attached Customer Service process flowchart-
2 Attachment A).

Vany

3 A. Exisiog Promises
¥ Prosess/Guidelines

S SCA forwards a copy of the municipalities’ annexation information to the Meter Reading
G location covering the affected addresses. Meter Reading is responsibie for determining if any
7 existing customer accounts are affected by these annexations, and forwarding their findings to
g SCA within 30 days as per Customer Service’s internal guidelines.

4 The SCA representative is responsible for inputting any required franchise code changes in
/0 CIS 1 for residential and commercial premises based on Meter Reading's findings.

//  AuditTests

/2. To test for the timely: (1) notification of Meter Reading by SCA, (2) identification of affected

/3 accounts by Meter Reading, and (3) update of accounts in CIS I by SCA, the auditors
/¢  performed the following:

/S e Selected several annexations from the Annexation Log maintained by SCA;

/6 Reviewed correspondence and other documentation contained in the files noting whether

7 Meter Reading is being properly and timely informed by SCA of any boundary changes;

/8 o Examined if the Meter Reading department is informing the SCA accounting

/9  representative of any franchise code changes in a timely manner; and, 3
20 o Examined if the SCA representative is updating the changes in CIS II in a timely manne.

2/  The anditors noted that SCA mails copies of annexations to Meter Reading in a timely
22 manner, and that Meter. - responds to SCA within the 30 days specified in
23  Cusomer Service's internal gnidelines. The auditors aiso noted that SCA follaw-

personnel
2 upwhen the 30 day deadline is missed by Meter Reading, however the number of missed
XS  deadlines was noted to be infrequent.

26 B. Streetlights & Traffic Lights

27  Process/Guidelines

SCA forwards a copy of the municipalities’ annexation information to the Commercial/
29 Industrial (C/I) Field Representatives location covering the affected addresses. The C/I Field
30 Representatives are responsible for determining if any existing streetlight and traffic light
3/ accounts are affected by these annexations, and forwarding their findings to SCA within 30-
32, days as per Customer Service's internal guidelines. In addition, a copy is sent to LSS for
33 their information. LSS maintsing a pending file, to monitor resolution of annexations that
3¢  may affect their workioad. The SCA representative forwards the results of C/T's investigation
35 onto LSS for input into CIS II's Revenue Facilities Management System (RFMS).
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2 Totest for the timely: (1) natification of C/I by SCA, (2) identification of affected accounts
by C/1, and (3) update of accounts in CIS II's RFMS by LSS, the auditors performed the

following:
[

Selected seversl annexations from the Annexation Log maintained by SCA;
[ ]

anewedconupondenuandodwdocummﬁoncmmwdmtheﬁhmmgwhm
C/l is being properly and timely informed by SCA of any boundary changes;

Examined if the C/I department is informing the SCA accounting representative of any
franchise code changes in a timely manner; and,

‘Bxamined if the LSS receives the disposition of the research and is updating the changes
in CIS I's RFMS in a timely manner.

The auditors noted that SCA mails copies of annexations to C/I in a timely manner, and that
C/1 genenslly responds to SCA within the 30 days specified in Customer Service’s internal
guidelines. The auditors also noted that SCA personnel follow-up when the 30 day deadline
is missed by C/1, however the number of missed deadlines was noted to be infrequent.

mmmmwmwawwmgmmmtom
if their disposition was being communicated and accounts were being updated in a timely
manner. The following was noted:

S3IN a;GB ARECE A RN

/9 As a result of the andit, LSS prepared/updated their list of annexations pending results of
20 CiT's field work. ThehstcmumedBSpendmgmmmoqumnngadammmdﬂw
2/ impacton some dating back over 8 months. For these streetlights/accounts, the
2 Mmumm@mmmmmmmu»mm
23 may impact the customer that should be responsible for the bill ~ in practice, at times FPL
2 ¢ assumes the liability for any under recovery. In discussion with Customer Service personnel
25 umm mwﬁmmmMZ&MW(them

27 ‘ot forwarded to Li Snppmmbysmupmofthepm

23 Recoswmendations
29 LSS should develop internal

to casure that items pending, and items received, are
30 W&mmiaaumlymner In addition, LSS should determine if this late updating

3/ of accounts places FPL in a liability position with the associated municipalities for not properly
32 maintsining our records.

3¢ Mr. Prieto stated that LSS has established a pending file to ensure delayed responses to
35 anpexations are followed up on s timely basis. He stated that, as a result of the audit, LSS
3¢ MWMMMaWMM@WMqu
ifig a reaponss. During the cousse of the audit, LSS determined that only 2 ansexations are

penychin ﬁmumwm Of the remaining 47 annexations, 40 had no facilities
S have been comploted by LSS, one was delayed by LSS due to & lack of manpower,

,mmmwmmmwmmuma
mwwu ‘Aditionally, Mr. Pricto stated that to ensure consistency acroes FPL and




e

~ COP<IDENTIAL

{ with annexations, LSS pessonnel will contact Ms. Gonzalez of Customer Service to
2 m&emeffwuvedmdﬁwfmchuecodechmges is being used by LSS.

3 C
5/
S  SCA forwards a copy of the municipalities' annexation information to the Service Planning
6 location covering the affected area. For the Distribution business unit, based on cbservations
7  and discussions, no standard process or understanding of responsibilities was evident at the
8 two Service Planning locations selected in the audit.
7  AnditTests

/0  The auditors interviewed Service Planning personnel and reviewed associated files to
// determine if annexations notices were being received and their impact on premises under
/2  comstruction being considered.

/3 At the first Service Planning location, the clerical assistant recalled receiving them, but no
/¥ file to support the Service Planners was maintained. Neither the supervisor or the
/5

Designer/Service Planners recall being provided copies or a notice of the changes for their
/¢  usein sssigning franchise codes to their affected areas.

/7 e The audijors selected one premise with a potential for error (given its

;8 proximity to a franchise boundary) and determined that it was in fact assigned the
/9 incotrect franchise code.
20

In the second Service Planning location, the Lead Planner from memory recalled receiving all
2/  but one of the 9 annexations notices in the auditors selection. However, no file was on hand
2727  tosupport the receipt of notifications, or for future reference.

Q3 e  The anditors randomly reviewed a few accounts for each of the 9 annexation areas. For

2¢ one of the areas, it was noted that 2 of the sclected accounts had incorrect franchise
25 codes.

<2¢ Recommendations

27 1. Since the integrity of the CIS II database is dependent upon Service Planners correctly setting

28 up the franchise codes for the premises and streetlights, the commnnication of franchise
29 boundary changes to them is critical. The process of receiving, filing, and disseminating this
30 information within Service Planning should be formalized and adhered to. In addition, the
3/ use of additioonl tools to enhance the ability to determine franchise areas, as discussed in

32  Section HI below, should be explored.
33 2

3¢
35

To facilitate the annexation commumnication process from SCA to Service Planning, SCA
should provide a spreadsheet or simple database that compiles all annexations. Also, other
37 determine if they have received the most recent updates to franchise areas.
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‘2 1. Mr. Manny Miranda, Director - Operations Support, stated that a process will be developed
3 within Service Planning to ensure annexation notices are properly received, handied, and
¥ maintained by Service Planning locations. He stated that this process will be communicated
5 to all Service Planning locations.
& 2. Mr. Mike Wilkinson, SCA Supervisor, stated that an Excel spreadsheet will be developed to
7 fiaintain a list of annexations. The spreadsheet will be periodically e-mailed to Service
3 Planning locations, Meter Reading, C/1, and Lighting Support Services, as a current listing of
9 all annexations.
/0
H
12 One potential tool to assist in franchise code assignment is the Geographic Information System
13 (GIS). The GIS is a graphical database that allows the overlaying of desired criteria over a map
14

of the FPL service territory. Currently, the resulting views identify primary feeders, secondary
IS distribution lines, transformers, etc.

16

The auditors discussed the functionality of GIS with Mr. Jim Bouchillon, Mapager of GIS - IMB,
17

and determined that GIS does not currently have an “overlay” capable of designating a franchise
I8  area for customer premises. The data needed to provide this functionality has been purchased and

/9  is presently being reviewed for accuracy. To allow this overlay to be used, enhancements to the
"20  data may be required to update for missing data or recent municipality boundary changes.

2| Recommendations

22 The GIS group of Information Management (IM) should:

23 e Determine if the franchise area overlay capability within GIS is cost effective to develop, and
24 determine in conjunction with the Distribution and Customer Service business units, if it
25

would be an efficient tool for Service Planning and/or Customer Service personnel when
26 searching franchiss boundaries.

27 e Obtain potential end-user requirements (Service Planning & Customer Service) that would
238 make the system useful for their specific needs.

29 > Users may need to search by address, address ranges, legal description, zip codes, etc.,
30 which may not be current GIS options. o

3/ e Ensure GIS is aconrate and updated. Although the GIS department is on SCA’s distribution
32.

list for annexation updates, a more formalized method may be required to verify that all
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updates are received. To facilitate the verification of annexation updates, GIS personnel
should reference the proposed SCA spreadshect listing annexations noted in Section I. C.

Appropriste training should be provided to Distribution personnel on the use and
functionality of the GIS. In the auditors’ discussion with Service Planning personnel, it was
noted that field pemnnel were either not aware of GIS's existence, or how to use it.

Mmﬁ%mhm&nmofma&omwdvﬂﬂmmpme:&awlwna
Seevice and Meter Order (SMO) is created, or when the SMO is completed in the Distribution

Construction Planging & Scheduling (DCPS) system and the new address is initiated into CIS
H. This will help ensure new additions to the CIS II database are accurate.

Determine if GIS data can automatically run against CIS II to perform periodic verification
reviews to validate the accuracy of the CIS 11 database, and vice versa.

/2 Management Response

/3 Mr. Bouchillon stated that as part of the process of enhancing the functionality of GIS, his
/¥ department is addressing in a systematic manner all of the recommendations made by Internal
/5 Anditing as part of this audit.

/6 B.

/8

/7 ‘The Integrated Work Management System (IWMS) and/or DCPS are used by Service Plannees to
designate franchise codes for new construction addresses under a work order. Curreatly, neither

/7 the TWMS or DCPS aliow a subset of addresses under a work order/franchise to be moved to a
20 new work ordec/franchise, without requiring the canceling and retyping of all the affected
2( addoesses.

22 Reconunendations

23 1.
2¥
25
26

27 2.
28

29
30

3/
3¢

IM should determine if it is cost beneficial to enhance DCPS with the functionality of moving
a portion of addeesses from one work ordec/franchise to a new one, instead of requiring the

retyping of all information. Inlddnmn.xftheSMOfumonahtynsdedgnedmeomin
the future, this enhancement should also be considered.

Currently, the functionality to allow updates to franchise codes originating in DCPS from
being updated in CIS I is not working. The possibility exists that Service Planners have

corrected franchise designations in DCPS with the expectation that the change would be
forwarded to CIS HL

> mewmmmwmedﬂwmﬁ
functionality that provents updates to franchise codes being transmitted to CIS II. In

"2
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mmmdwmum IM should detecmine if it is
Mbhmmsymmquedutdidenﬁfythespeciﬁcpwnﬁmthumaﬁected.

1. Mr.IohnMcCormick.ijeaMmaer-m.mmdmaDCPSismenedwberephced

within the next 12 to 18 months. Therefore, updates to DCPS for this functionality are not
‘anticipated, but will be considered if DCPS is not replaced within this timeframe. If either
IWMS or an “off-the-shelf” work management system replace DCPS, the option to move
addresses to a new work order/franchise will be considered.

Mr. McCormick stated that a Request for Service (RFS), ticket number DCPS-29, was

assigned on February 11, 1999 to address the recent loss of functionality that prevents the
passing of updated franchise codes from DCPS/IWMS to CIS IL. He stated that this RFS has
been classified as priority 1. Mr. McCormick added that Distribution management will be
ioﬁﬁgdthathkﬁmcﬁonaﬁtyiscumnﬂymtwaking. In addition, he stated that a
monwmbcmadexfthemtofupmmmbeqm&ﬁed. Also, a

teemination will be made if it is possible to identify what specific premises did not have
updsted franchise codes correctly passed to CIS 1.

/7 mmmummwmwbymwm
/8§ hroughiout the course of the audit.

20 Rossuna Coppols-Borges
2/ Ron Midei
22 Michael Vogel

'3
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24 Note: Update OIS i as necessary
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8-434-1243

* Meter reading supervisor to be announced - ali to be
‘(9lupmamhmwﬁum W forwarded to the lead

2



FPL Fberet LLC CONFIDENTIAL

Support for Response to Audit Document/Record Request
Request Dated 8/30/00, No. 8, item No.@ £
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5
/ MW(mlﬂmeénbthmummhm ( ses March
o i “This admtn _mmnm-m Mm‘mnm
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EBL Peter Clayton 04/06/2000 08:59 AM

To: Tom Kelliher@FPL

pos Sol Stamm@FPL, David Eckmann/IMFPL@FPL, Jos FerrelAMFPL@FPL, Don Babka@FPL, Winnie
Lohmann@FPL

FPL FiberNet Revenues for March 2000: 77 b Mased = 1,97q 419.01- 4‘,.191-:-7,1“;.3*
B

-+ 7.13)551 4 87)“7’0""3-
A Sublject to Refund Not to Refund
Subject

Operating Revenues $2,471,268.59 $ 43,588.89 $2,514,85548

<A>

ITC Deltacom Fees (491,654.52) (491,654.52)

' 1,979,614.07 43,588.89 2,023,200.98

/0 FPL Chargeback 649,582.80 §49,682.80
1 <A
2 $1,879,614.07 $593,169.69 $2,572.783.76

- k-
/ 3 "“’ a ““
_ 14 Sumof <A> = $3,084,438.28 = Gross Revenue + 7,208 ;09%0
/5 FPL Revenues Not Subject to Refund: 2 531,738

&
Ho A Oféinal Adjustment Re%ised

/ § Janusry $133,816.00 $ 133,816.00
J g February 133,816.00 133,816.00
3.0 March 18,043.00 $-231,546.00 - 213,503.00
$ 54,120.00
3

S[[TESSSmem

Forwarded by Peter Clayton on 04/06/2000 08:10 AM

@ | CONFIDENTIAL

03/06/2000 10:22 AM
To: Tom Keliher@FPL ?;:4



FPL FiberNet LLC
Support for Responss to Audit Document / Record Request
RequesiDated 8200 Mo, L , T-tewn Ne.3

CONFIDENTIAL
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FPL Fibernet LLC
Support for Response to Audit Document/Record Request
Request Dated 8/2/00 No. 4, Item No. 4
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2. for January, February and March 2000 at $ 107,000 ACLel v nML
3 inApril 2000, the monthly estimate amount was revised at 34,000
Y . Apeil 2000 - four months sstimate $ 141,000
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3
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Ji FPL FIBER METY
2 COMPARATIVE INCOME STATEMENT
E FOR THE WONTH ENOED  2/28/00 BUNHDEN“AL
2 B Q D E
,74 THIS NONTH THIS NONTH NET INCREASE/ %
5 THIS YEAR LAST YEAR CDECREASE) CHANGE
s s s
6 taTies mveonss: _ AN
7 WON-UTILITY z,m.m.a@ 0.00 2,406,817.67 0
®  TOTAL OPERATING REVEWUES 2,406,817.67- 0.00 2,406,817.67- 0
Q ERATING EXPENGRS:
/O UTILITY OPERATIONS:
;] WON-UTILITY OPERATING EXPENSES 803,713.13 0.00 803,713.13 0
/2 DEPRECEATION & ANORTIZATION EXPENSE 348,852.98 0.00 348,852,98 0
/3 TANES GTNER THAN INCOME TAXES 68,574.67 0.00 68,576.67 0
/4  TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES 1,221,140.78 0.00 1,221,140.78 0
/S ERATMNG 1NCOME (LOSS) 1,185,676.89 0.00 1,185,676.89 o
/G 1TRSY ¥XP & OTHER (INCOME)IDEDUCTNS:
/7 1WIEREST O OTAER LONG-TERM DEST 0.00 0.00 0.00 0
/8 (GAINS) LOSSES-DISP WON-UTIL PROPERTY 0.00 0.00 0.00 0
/G WNIREEST (HUGENE) 0.00 0.00 0.00 °
2O UIER - (THCOME)/DEDUCT IONS 0.00 0.00 0.00 ]
2/ m“ INTERST EXP & OTHER-NET 0.00 0.00 0,00 0
22 KOMCLOSS) DOMT OPER BFR INC TX 1,185,676.89 0.00 1,185,676.89 (]
I3 com e
24 FIBRRAL 1NCONE TAXES 346,015.67- 0.00 346,015.67- 0
25 DRrOME FRORRAL INCONE TAXES 738,785.92 0.00 738,788.92 0
26 TOTAL FRDBRAL INCONE TANES 392,770.25 0.00 392,770.25 0
27 mtt TN TS 57,538.51- 0.00 57,538.51- 0
nS DEFESNED STATE INCONE TAXES 122,851.78 0.00 122,851.78 0
29  TotAL STATE INCOME TAXES 65,313.27 0.00 65,313.27 0
20 m SUCENE TAXES 458,083.52 0.00 458,083.52 )
3/ NCINELORS) PRGN CONTIIUING OPERATIONS 0.00 0.00 0.00 0
2 ) $80%k ¥ w25 Talohl )
) o
3 e W, 9.’ \
1,0\ 20 «

37

qi-!
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Page: 1 Document Name: untitled

*** FPL, II/GL Balance Display *** End Time: 16:43:43
FPL FIBER NET
Start Time: 16:43:43
TRANSACTION COMPLETE
Basic record:

Rec type: P Year: 2000 Ver: 00 Beg-Per: (02 End-Per: 02 CUNF’DENT,AL
1

You have selected the following ranges:

06 EAC FROM: 0966 TO: 0966 1

A B

YTD Amount Net Amount
$952,416.01 % $456,611.53
Seg (903/905) Read: 11 Not Rt,¥r,Ver, Bypassed:
Master (G4000) Read: 11 Summary Records Bypassed:
Master Records Used: 11

*++ Next Transaction *** 840
A Proprietary Product of Walker Interactive Products

Date: 9/1/00 Time: 4:43:43 PM



CAAV/1S-M
/ N Fiae et — g

; M‘I:T 1NCONE ﬂlm
- mm o CONFDENAL
4 Tuis veke e o o

{ wemative mevemms:

\\
7 WY 2,573,270.15 G/

0.00 2,573,270.15 ]

g TOTAL OPERATING. REVEMUES 2,573,270.15- 0.00 2,573,270.15- 0

G wemaTING EXPRNGES:

/O  UTILITY GPEBATIONS:

// ~ WEFUTILITY OPERATING EXPENSES 822,228.%3 0.00 822,228.03 0
/2  OEPREGIATION & ANORTIZATION EXPENSE 370,553.82 0.00 370,553.82 0
/3 TAKES OTNER THAM INCOME VAXES 347,542.09 0.00 347,542.09 ]
/¥ TOUAL CPERATING EXPENSES 1,540,324.74 0.00 1,540,324.7 0
/5~ IPERATING INCONE (LOSS) 1,032,945.41 0.00 1,032,945.41 0
/6 INTRST EXP & OTMER (INCOME)DEDUCTNS:

/7  NTEASST OU.OTNER LONG-TERM DEBT T24,278.46 0.00 T24,278.46 0

(GAINS) LOSSES-DISP NOW-UTIL PROPERTY 0.00 0.00 0.00 0

/G INTEREST CInCOME) 0.00 0.00 000 - o
20 .m CINCOME) /DEDUCT 10NS ’ .00 0.00 0.00 0
2/ TOTAL - SNTERST EXP & OTHER-NET 724,278.46 0.00 724,278.46 0
22 INCOMECLOBS) CONT OPER BFR INC TX 308,666.95 0.00 308,666.95 °
23 WCONE TANES:

QF  FioERAL TN TANES 289,070.37- 0.00 209,070.37- ]
25 DEFERRED PEBERAL INCONE VAXES 391,796.18 0.00 391,796.18 °
R(  TOTAL FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 102,725.81 0.00 102,725.81 0
27 SIATE 1NCOM TAXES 48,069.15- 0.00 48,069.15- 0
28 DEFEMMED SIATE INCOME YAXES 65,151.29 0.00 65,151,29 0
27  TOTAL STATE INCOME TAXES 17,082, 14 0.00 17,082.44 0
30 T0IAL 1o TANS 119,807.95 0.00 119,807.95 0
3/ INCONR(LOBS) PRON CONTINUING OPERATIONS 724,270.46 0.00 T24,278.46 ]

37 WV INcONE (L0SE) 188,859.00 0.00 188,859.00 0
a4
33 () 3251 AN0.\% ol AL = Y1830
\ A\;\
3¢ ) W AN @M @7 \ o4S @ >
R 9 _
35 p HoAAM b 4 s g ¢

3, . = -




Page: 1 Document Name: untitled

*#** FPL, II/GL Balance Display *** End Time: 16:43:50
FPL FIBER NET

Start Time: 16:43:50
TRANSACTION COMPLETE

Basic record: 7
Rec type: P Year: 2000 Ver: 00 Beg-Per: 03 End-Per: 03

You have selected the following ranges: EBNF‘UEN.“AL ’
06 EAC FROM: 0966 TO: 0966 1

A B

YTD Amount Net Amount qi=l
/ $1,444,070.53 $491,654.52 % 2-1\
—
Seg (903/905) Read: 11 Not Rt,Yr,Ver, Byp—a>ssed:
Master (G4000) Read: 11 Summary Records Bypassed:
Master Records Used: 11

*x* Next Transaction *** B840
A Proprietary Product of Walker Interactive Products

Date: 9/1/00 Time: 4:43:50 PM



11/00 CAAV/1S-H

/ FPL FIBER NET

2 COMPARATIVE IMCOME STATEMENT

3 ' A FOR THE MONTH ENDED  4/30/00 CDNHDEN”AL

B c D E
2 THIS NOWTH THIS MONTH NET INCREASE/ %
THIS YEAR LAST YEAR (DECREASE) CHANGE
s s s

(p PERATING REVENUES:

7 NON-UTILITY gw,uo.u@ 0.00 4,844,610.34 )

8 TOTAL OPERATING REVENUES 4,844,610.34- 0.00 4,844,610.34- ]

9 PedATING DXPENSES:

JO  UTILITY OPERATIONS:

/[ WONSUTILITY OPERATING EXPENSES 2,967,825.88 0.00 2,967,825.88 0
/2 OEPRECIATION & ANORTIZATION EXPENSE 392,046.53 0.00 392,046.53 °
/3 TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES 242,035.58 0.00 242,035.58 0
/#  T0TAL CPERATING ENPENSES 3,601,907.99 0.00 3,601,907.99 °
/5 OPERATING JNCOME (LOSS) 1,242,702.35 0.00 1,242,702.35 ]
/G INTRST EXP & OTMER (INCOME)DEDUCTNS:

/7  INTEREST O OTHER LONG-TERM DEBT 368,083.54 0.00 368,083.54 0
/8  (GAINS) LOSBES-DISP NON-UTIL PROPERTY 0.00 0.00 0.00 ]
19 _ INTEREST CINCOME) 0.00 0.00 0.00 o
Y .wm ( IMCOME)/DEDUCTIONS _ 0.00 0.00 0.00. ]
7/ - TOTAL INTERST EXP & OTHER-NET 368,083.54 0.00 368,088.54 0
22 INCOME(LOSS) CONT OPER BFR INC TX 874,618.81 0.00 874,618.81 ]
713 1NCOME TAXES:

7Y CEDERAL INCOME TAXES 4,579.88- 0.00 4,579.88- 0
25 DEFERAED FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 294,520.59 0.00 294,520.59 ]
26 TOTAL FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 289,940.71 0.00 289,940.71 0
27 STIATE INCOME TAXES 761.58- 0.00 761.58- 0
2§ DEFERRED STATE INCOME TAXES 48,975.46 0.00 48,975.46 0
19  TOTAL SIATE INCOME TAXES 48,213.88 0.00 48,213.88 0
20  TOTAL INCOME TAXES 338,154.59 0.00 338,154.59 0
3/ INCOMECLOSS) FROM CONTINUING OPERATIONS 368,083.54 0.00 368,083.54 0
32 uer IncONE (LOSS) 536,464.22 0.00 §36,464.22 o

33 @&2\“‘7\ 330.910 ¥ 0o rqm*‘\'
\ 5
T e ‘51 59\ 33&*11@ fo > & !
31 /"—-_" \ \ ﬁl,l, -
~ v} Lu‘f“""" -
w ‘4

+



. Page: 1 Document Name: untitled

*** FPL II/GL Balance Display *** End Time:

FPL FIBER NET

TRANSACTION COMPLETE
Basic record:

16:43:57

Start Time: 16:43:56

Rec type: P Year: 2000 Ver: 00 Beg-Per: 04 End-Per:

You have selected the following ranges:

06 EAC FROM: 0966

A

YTD Amount
$1,993,279.62 Q\

Seg (903/905) Read: 11
Master (G4000) Read: 11

*** Next Transaction *** 840

o s CONFIDENTIAL

B

2\
Net Amount 4%;5
$549,209.09 { 5]

Not Rt,Y¥r,Ver, Bypassed:
Summary Records Bypassed:
Master Records Used:

A Proprietary Product of Walker Interactive Products

11

11

Date: 9/1/00 Time: 4:43:57 PM
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CVFIDENTIAL

TR

Tel ¢

8-717-2082

8-442-8306
8-6E8-4010
8-688-4010
8-877-4108
8-387-0060
8-818-1857
8-616-1657

.‘ .

=



FLORIDA)%BLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ~
AUDIT JCUMENT/RECORD REQUEST

NOTICE OF INTENT CUNHDEN”A[
T0: mg_. 5 gxhs\s\sgs‘t-h _

FROh: mnx— | qqzamm\é Qe ).
Egulﬂugpugg:" . 4 — : DATE OF REQUEST: _glz.,( o

REQUEST THE FOLLOWING ITEM(S) BE PROVIDED BY:

TDRTE] '
REFERENCE RULE 25-22.006. F.A.C., THIS REQUEST IS MADE: D3 INCIDENT TO AN INQUIRY
EK OUTSIDE OF AN INQUIRY
ITEM DESCRIPTION:

T0: AUDIT MANAGER
THE REQUESTED RECORD OR DOCUMENTATION:
(1) [J HAS BEEN PROVIDED TODAY

oe: _G-b 00

(2) [J CAMWNOT BE PROVIDED BY THE REQUESTED DATE BUT WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE BY

3) R AND IN My OPINION. TTEM(S) LL- ISCARE) PROPRIETARY AND CONFIDENTIAL BUSINESS INFORMATION AS DEFINED IN
F4.183, 366.008, (R 367.156, F.5. CONTINED CONFIDENTIAL HANDLING OF THIS MATERIAL, THE UTILTTY (R OTHER PERIN
MET, WITHIN 21 DAYS AFTER THE ADIT EXTT CONFERENCE, FILE A RECLEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION WITH THE DIVISION OF
RECORDS AND REPORTING. REFER TO RULE 25-22.006. F.A.C.

(4) T3 THE ITEM WILL NOT BE PROVIDED. (SEE ATTACHED ) ‘
_ff% !%A%” A0 TTILE OF RESPOROENT)

DISTRIBUTION:

white: Utility Complete and Return to Auditor
Pink: Audit File Copy

Canary: Utility Retain

(o=}

PSC/AFA-6 (Rev.2/95) ‘

o



FLORIDA™ UBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ~
AUDIT DOCUMENT/RECORD REQUEST

NOTICE OF INTENT CONFIDENTIAL

T0: —ave. \eneleval(,
UTILITY: oL -
FROM: ey R E
REQUEST NUMBER: S _ DATE OF REQUEST:
AUDIT PURPOSE:" —Sormimms SovorNores “Seom
REQUEST THE FOLLOWING ITEM(S) BE PROVIDED BY: wwj! 28l
‘ Ca?
REFERENCE RULE 25-22.006, F.A.C.., THIS REQUEST IS MADE: [ INCIDENT TO AN INQUIRY
5. OUTSIDE OF AN INQUIRY
TTEM DESCRIPTION:

TO:  AUDIT MANAGER DATE: q'é-()Q

THE REQUESTED RECORD OR DOCUMENTATION:
(1) O HAS BEEN PROVIDED TODAY

(2> [1 CANNOT BE PROVIDED BY THE REQUESTED DATE BUT WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE BY

€)) AND IN MY OPINION, ITEM(S) ?Q_ITFWL/ IS(ARE) PROPRIETARY AND CONFIDENTIAL BUSINESS INFORMATION AS DEFINED IN

364183, 366.098, (R 367.156. F.5. AIN CONTINED (OFIENTIAL HADLING OF THIS MATERIAL. THE UTILTTY (R OTHER PERSIN
MET, WITHIN 21 DAYS AFTER THE AUDIT EXIT CONFERENCE, FILE A REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION WITH THE DIVISION OF
RECORDS AND REPORTING. REFER TO RULE 25-22.006. F.A.C.

(4> O THE TTEM WILL NOT BE PROVIDED. (SEE ATTACHED m) \ g 2 ; :
IGNATURE )

DISTRIBUTION:

White: Utility Complete and Return to Auditor
Pink: Audit File Copy

Canary: Utility Retain

0-1
PSC/AFA-6 (Rev.é/%i



FLORIDA ~BLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
AUDIT vJCUMENT/RECORD REQU

NOTICE oF TNTENT = CONFIDENTIAL

T0: D, (.U .
UTILITY: S~ . '
FROM: TR RARRGER] Fecla
REQUEST NUMBER: R DATE OF REQUEST: __ £/ /60
AUDIT PURPOSE:-- =
REQUEST THE FOLLOWING ITEM(S) BE PROVIDED BY: &/[g Jo o
REFERENCE RULE 25-22.006, F.A.C.. THIS REQUEST IS MADE: [ INCIDENT TO AN INQUIRY
B OUTSIDE OF AN INQUIRY
TTEM DESCRIPTION:

D fevilt  Fingsica (8 ot Tesyocey Ghu ook ~Pors{
WU Jar  iphoe i Y
L.

T0: AUDIT MANAGER
THE REQUESTED RECORD OR DOCUMENTATION:
(1) [0 HAS BEEN PROVIDED TODAY

(2) [J CANNOT BE PROVIDED BY THE REQUESTED DATE BUT WILL BE MADE AVAILABLE BY

Q) X AND IN MY OPINION, ITEM(S) “’L IS(ARE) PROPRIETARY AND CONFIDENTIAL BUSINESS INFORMATION AS DEFINED IN

34,183, 366.05, (R 37,155, mmmmmm THE UTILITY (R OTHER PERIN
MIST, WITHIN 21 DAYS AFTER THE ALOIT EXTT CONFERENCE. FILE A REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSTFICATION WITH THE DIVISION OF
RECORDS AND REPORTING. REFERTDRULEZSZZOOS F.A.C.

(&) D3 THE ITEM WILL NOT BE PROVIDED. (SEE ATTACHED WH) '
AL
> GNATURE AND )

qQ
DISTRIBUTION:

White: Utility Complete and Return to Auditor
Pink: Audit File Copy

Canary: Utility Retain

DATE: 5’ [D“()O

to-/
PSC/AFA-6 (Rev'.)2/95$
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FPL FiberNet LLC
Support for Response to Audit Document / Record Request

Request Dated 8/2/00 o ,'-{r, THEM Ny 2

{tem #2 - FiberNet Revenues Not Subject to Refund of $2,198,000:

CONFIDENTIAL

A B Q D € ~
Jan-00 Feb-00 Mar-00 Apr-00 Totsl
Gross Budgeted Chargeback Amount ‘//"/ 7"‘"' $ 570331 $ 570190  § 646568  § 607521  $ 2394610 (1)
Exclude Budgeted SalesMunicipal Tax @ 15% ¥I-3-113  (72.808) (72,790) (82.541) (77,556) (305,695)
‘ =)
Chargeback, net 497,523 497 400 564,027 529,965 2 15 o
Revenue Associated with Network Expansion - 14,944 43,587 % 49,875 108,406 s
o
$ 497523  § 512344  § 607614  § 5TDBM0  § 2197321 )
2
{1) See supporting detalled budget sheet.
|8
KRR
~N
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LN NAN

CONFIDENTIAL

FPL FiberNet LLC

Support for Response to Audit Document/Record Request
Request Dated 8/30/00, No. 8, Item No. 2

v

Revenue $2,088915 ,Qa‘o
Laes Gross Receipts Tax (sS04 0
Subject to Sales & Municipal Tax $2,037,966

\x—-l:%

Sales & Municipal Tax § 305695 %2’)/
\

Note: The budget reflects an estimate of 7% for Sales tax and 8% for Municipal tax

~—— -

]
X

R

Y



FPL FiberNet LLC ' '

Support for Response to Audit Document/Record Request ' CONF'

Request Dated 82200, No. 8, Item No. 2 ' AL
| Revenue $2,088915
2 Less Gross Receipts Tax (___50,949)

3 Subject to Sales & Municipal Tax

7 $2£37.366%:

5§~ Sales & Municipal Tax $ 305605



S SesN © (’\“{WM =~

(2.
13

FeL e LC BUNFIDENTIAI.

Response to Audit Document / Record Request
Request Dated 8/24/00 Ao, S~

Inmkr mufythereq\mmmo ﬂ :4 omnonhndmbe
mmm Phummponmgmvmmmﬂpuwmim

Item #2a — ITC Deltacom Fees:

Per an agroement between ITC Deltacom and FPL FiberNet, ITC Deltacom markets and bills for fiber
service on the FPL FiberNet fiber network. For such services, ITC Deltacom withholds fees from the
monthly remittance of FiberNet's share of fiber service bitlings. Conmmmmmmmmh
hMMMwmm«m for the revenus refund ca

Item #2b ~ Deltacom Fees of $569,889.66:

Actual Deltscom fiees amounted to $549,209.09 which consisted of an accrual for amounts to be withheld
from April billings amounting to $550,895.73 and the net change in fees associated with an accrual of April

/¢ tevenne carned but unbilled araounting to $(1,686.64). Actual amounts withheld from April billings

/67

/s %a}.ﬂ?m .58 and the true-up was recognized during May. Please e supporting invoice and

__ma_u..(b

ETZ,



P Mgritiviie wwpIWes

( R /61410100000308557000041489793751402004341024)

A [C}
| D Llravmems sanm s Cust. No.: 308857 inv. No.: 418887
) This Monti's Amount Dus

mc“"“m' This invoice

L o4t 208,157.39

W%WWW

FPL
GENERAL MAIL FACILITY

MIAMI FL. 33188-0001

I CONFIDENTIAL

B 41010 COMSIONT 4 3 41 01 41
Pladss Retain This Partion fer your Resords

B c > E
QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
1 53,887.56 53.867.56
1 4.663.63 4,683.83
1 137,837.59 137.837.5 |®
1 11,788.81 11,788.81 r@
Total Amount Due $208,157.39 |1
This Month’s Charges Past Dus After  04/13/2000 2
L 1 R
e £ =14 bleao
35 s Pows Lo Compary < B mandae 2

2 QWD%EV



l

-

‘Q Genersi Mall Facility

| B OO004TTTI0 7 8 41 O 4

/b3431010000030L323000042777035449423207841014)

FPL
MIAMI FL 331880001
& Floride Power & Light Company Federal Tax 10¥; $8-0247778 [“HW‘MAL
7 INVOICE EI“““
/O Customer Name and Address
Customer Number: 308323
invoice Number: 421770
trwoice Date 08/24/2000
2 4awe TSI MY
Retsin This Portion for your Recerds
/¢ IRRENT CHARGES AND CREDITS
17 stomer No: 308323  lnvolos No: 427770 41 B Q D E
/8 QUANTITY PRICE AMOUNT
19 M 1 2614,118.11 2,614,118.11
20 W
2/ 1 62,255.00 62,255.00
22
23 1 -547,309.58 -547,380.88
af -
2s
:ﬁl Coankion Caninct: Total Amount Due
o5 one: (308) 582:4475 $2,128,984.53
29 , This Month's Charges Past Due After _ 06/23/2000
Y/-1
Y,
Florids Power & Light Compeny 'f
General Mail Faciity

Miami, FL. 33188-0001



/ A B Q D [ Credit/Debit petail NBCC - Select Date
Z BANK ACCouNT BAZ ~ G
3 DATS cooE wagR cooe RO NMOUNT -/ DESCRIPTIONX L
Y4 08/22/2000  WBCC 3150132076 185 Xn +055°8) s, 804. M/:rﬂl :m:;:a.u: 1ID=10699 EFF DATE: 000522; INDN:FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT
5 INFO: 426881
b 1 8,600,000.00 FBGL COMP ;DES=PAYRLL DEP:ID=ELH 20001430463 EFF DATE:
3 000522; INDN : FLPLIGHB2 :
£ }/26.322.000.00 FPeL COMP ;DES=PAYRLL OEP;ID~FL# 20001400442 EFF DATE:
7 P 000522; INDN: FLPLIGHB2
25 /
10 H;ZO : 047{’ 1,052,126.33V FPL GROUP ;DES=FPL GROUP ;ID=GRPFPLGF EFF DATE: 000522;INDN:FLORIDA POWER
H Ty 47 & LIGRT PMT INFO:FPL GROUP-

/7 or a1 cooE = 165" /
13 Totals: *35,979,930.33 )

NBCC 3750132076 195 R 4,800.00 /litc Type: Fed In Date: 000522 Time: 1141 Fed Ref:001465 Orig:SEMPRA
ENERGY TRADI Sending Bk:BANK ONE NA CHGO Pmt Det:FLORIDA PONER AND LIGHT
ANY AC-3750132 076

1
7 X ‘?jfd ‘/ / — 5,071.50 Y¥Wire Type: Fed In Date: 000522 Time: 0740 Fed Ref:000296 Orig:919229%001
/3 4 OGB=KOCH Sending Bk:CHASE WYC Pmt Det:FLORIDA PONER AND LIGHT Ct) GENERAL

4 1s/22/2000
15

/7 }LL FA CILITY PPC GO MIAMI FL 33188 0001 AC-3750132076 RF

20 /\/ ,7( 2 ,71 77 7 - 13,677.17)/Wize Type: Fed In Date: 000522 Time: 0710.Fed Ref:000114 Orig:TRUST

21/ OPERATIONS .. Sending Bk:FIRST UNION CHAR Pmt Det:MATIONSBANK OF TEXAS
RC-S?SO!JZO?G RFB=0000003300032449 OBI=N O FLORIDA POWER & LIGH

s art's ¢ au1Y
23 {)- q‘-‘ 2.128,984.53¥ Wire Type: Fed In Date: 000522 Time: 1222 Fed Ref:000007 Orig:INTERSTATE

Sending Bk:FIRST NATIONAL $K Pwt Det:FLORIDA PONER AND LIGNT GEN

¢
"ﬁs . ) FUND ACCT FIN ANCIAL ACCT P O BOX 029100 MIAMI mma 33102 AC

26 fr o 36394 468.89 “Wire Type: Fed In Date: 000522 Time: 1448 Fed Ref:003968 Orig:FLORIDA

27 ! 7~ PONER & LIG Sending Bk:CNASE NYC Pmt Det:FLORIDA PONER AND LIGHT COMPANY
2% 3-0000037 50132076 RFB~0005220141143047

29 ],(,,} 1,199,277.65) wire Type: Fed In Date: 000522 Time: 0716 Fed Ref:001191 Orig:ENRON POMWER
30 A #3575/ — 6 MARKETI Sending Dk:CITIBANK MA Pmt Det:FLORIDA POWER ¢ LIGHT COMPANY

31 AC=375013207 6 LTR OBI=UNIFY 5533914038 0093968961

.-’P
<Jyfe [
L] .
) -~

=

[PV PPN . e e PRRATTENN AL . r - aer S ONe s swepamme san €elaR



FPL FiberNet LLC
Support for Response to Audit Document / Record Request

e D820 . 1, Ttern . | CONFIDENTIAL

) Nem#1 - Breakdown of Gross Fiber Revenues of $10,187,000:

A B C D £ = G
2 Jan-00 Feb-00 Mar-00 Apr-00 Total
2 FiberNet Gross Commercisl Revenues $2,363,532 $2,416,028 vsz.su.asa $2,830,650 $10,125,066
4 Maskoting Agent Fess 42 uemss0n (M0 Ao uness G028 (19685%)

%'
5 FiberNet Commercial Revenues, net 1,867,728 1,966,660 2,023,201 ' 2,281,441 8,139,030
( FiberNet Revenue from FPL 570,331 399,112 549,583 560,889 2088915 Toste S
Ko 9-1
t uz! E
7 Total FiberNet Revenues, net 2,438,050 23857712 %212,572,784 2,851,330 10,227,945 7
[y
- - w068 - (41,046)

? Revised Fiber Revenues $2,438,050 $2,365,772 $2,531,738 $2,851,330 $10,186,809
Ylal

26 Zos ﬂg%

l



724400

la FPL FIBER NET

2 COMPARAT IVE | INCOME STATEMENT

3 . FOR THE MONTM ENDED  1/31/00
A B

7 THIS MONTH

S THIS YEAR

s

(3}

{ oPERATING REVEWUES:
7 ONUTILITY

g TOTAL OPERATING REVENUES

T OPERATING EXPENSES:

/O  UTILITY-OPERATIONS:

//  NGNSUTILITY OPERATING EXPENSES

/2  OEPRECIATION & ANORTIZATION EXPENSE
/3 TAXES OTHER TNAN INCOWE TAXES

/y TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES

/S OPERATING INCOME (LOSS)

/{ INTRST EXP & OTMER (INCOME)DEDUCTNS:
/7 INTEREST OM OTHER LONG-TERM DEBT
/8 (GATNS) LOSEES-DISP NON-UT1L PROPERTY
/9 INTEREST CINCONE) :
20 .am CINCOME ) /DEDUCT IONS
2/ TOTAL INTERST EXP & OTHER-NET
22 INCOMECLOSS) CONT OPER BFR INC TX
23 INCONE TAXES:

24  FEDERAL INCOME TAXES

DS  DEFERRED FEDERAL INCOME TAXES

26 TOTAL FEDERAL INCOME TAXES

27  STATE INCOME TAXES
25  DEFERRED STATE INCOME YAXES

>9 TOTAL STATE INCOME TAXES

»

30  TOTAL INCONE TAXES

3/ INCOMECLOSS) FROM CONTINUING OPERATIONS

|

32 NET INCOME (LOSS)

33

34
35D

2,438,058.55-

509, 144.28
321,630.64
365,286.88

1,196,061.80

1,241,996.75
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
1,261,996.75
65,294.26
345,569.70
410,863.94

10,857.70
57,464.35

68,322.05
479,185.99
0.00

762,810.76

() ¥ anms 057,55

a9 g%
/M

2 03
33§$3ﬁ

7~~~
NNOMTA__
& % .4 ]
CAAV/1S-M
d D £
THIS NONTH NET INCREASE/ %
LAST YEAR (DECREASE) CHARGE
$ $
0.00 2,438,058.55 0
o'oo z.m,m-SS' °
0.00 509, 144.28 0
0.00 321,630.64 - 0
0.00 345,284.88 0
0.00 1,196,061.80 ]
0.00 1,241,996.75 0
0.00 0.00 0
0.00 0.00 0
0.00 0.00 0
0.00 0.00 0
0.00 0.00 0
0.00 1,261,996.75 ]
0.00 65,294.26 ]
0.00 345,569.70 (1]
0.00 410,863.94 0
0.00 10,857.70 0
0.00 57,464.35 0
°°w “.m-u 0
0.00 479,185.99 0
0.00 0.00 0
0.00 762,810.76 0

-~
JUk
~
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Page: 1 Document Name: untitled

<

*** FPL .I/GL Balance Display ***

FPL FIBER NET

TRANSACTION COMPLETE

Basic record:
Rec type: P Year:

2000 Ver: 00 Beg-Per:

You have selected the following ranges:
06 EAC FROM: 0966

.-

A

YTD Amount

$495,804 .48
Seg (903/905) Read: 11
Master (G4000) Read: 11

*** Next Transaction *** 840
A Proprietary Product of Walker Interactive Products

¥

End Time: 16:43:34

Start Time: 16:43:34

or ma-rer: o (ONFIDENTIAL -

TO: 0966

B
Net Amount AJQ_

2
$495,804.48 >4

Not Rt,Y¥Yr,Ver, Bypassed:
Summary Records Bypassed:
Master Records Used:

11

Date: 9/1/00 Time:

4:43:36 PM





