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Eric Fryson 12003 f‘) WS

From: Michele Parks [mparks@sfflaw.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 09, 2012 4:42 PM
To: Filings@psc.state.fl.us

Ce: Nicole Winans; Bart Fletcher

Subject: {BULK} Docket No.: 120037-WS; Application of Utilities, Inc., of Pennbrooke for an Increase in
Water and Wastewater Rates in Lake County, Florida

Importance: Low
Attachments: PSC Clerk 01 (Response to Deficiencies).tr. pdf

a. Martin S. Friedman, Esquire
Sundstrom, Friedman & Fumero, LLP
766 N. Sun Drive, Suite 4030
Lake Mary, FL. 32746
PHONE: (407) 830-6331

FAX: (407) 830-8522

mfriedmani@sfflaw.com

b. Docket No.: 120037-WS; Application of Utilities, Inc., of Pennbrooke for an Increase in Water
and Wastewater Rates in Lake County, Florida

¢. Utilities, Inc. of Pennbrooke
d. Letter (3 pages) and Attachments (7 pages)

e. Utility’s response to Staff’s Deficiency Letter dated April 27, 2012

MICHELE PARKS
Paralegal for Martin S. Friedman a nd Bridget M. Grimsley

SUNDSTROM, FRIEDMAN & FUMERO,

SUNDSTROM, LLP
FRIEDMAN & FUMERO, ur Attorneys at Law
Attorneys | Counselors 766 North Sun Drive, Suite 4030

N Lake Mary, Florida 32746
N T: 407.830.6331
F: 407.830.8522
mparks@sfflaw.com

www.sfflaw.com

Tallahassee ¢ Lake Mary ¢ Boca Raton

Notice: This email message, and any attachments hereto, contains confidential inform ation that is legally
privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not review, transmit, convert to hard copy, copy, use
or disseminate this email or any attachments to it. If you have received this email in error, please notify us
immediately by teturn mail or by telephone at (888)-877-6555 and delete the original and all copies of this
transmission, including any attachments. Thank you.
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SUNDSTROM, 766 NORTH SUN DRIVE
SUITE 4030

FRIEDMAN & FUMERO, uir LAKE MARY, FLORIDA 32746

Attorneys | Counselors

PHONE (407) 830-6331

/—/_\—V FAX (407) 830-8522

www sfflaw.com
May 9, 2012

VIA E-FILING

Ann Cole, Commission Clerk
Office of Commission Clerk
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

RE: Docket No.: 120037-WS; Application of Utilities, Inc¢. of Pennbrooke for an Increase in
Water and Wastewater Rates in Lake County, Florida
Qur File No. 30057.205

Dear Ms. Cole:

The following is in response to Staff’s Deficiency Letter dated April 27, 2012, filed in the
above-referenced docket.

1. Regarding MFR Schedule A-15 (Annual AFUDC), the Udlity is required to provide a
description of practices and authority of rate(s) used. Please revise MFR Schedule A-
15 to include a description of practices and authority in support of the stated AFUDC
rate, namely the Commission order granting said AFUDC rate.

RESPONSE: Please see the enclosed revised MFR Schedule A-15, which includes a
description of practices and authority in support of the stated AFUDC rate.

2, Regarding MFR Schedule B-7 and Schedule B-8 (Operation and Maintenance
Expense Comparison), the Utility is required to utilize the Consumer Price Index All
Urban Consumers Table (CPI — U) percentages published by the U.S. Department of
Labor. The CPI-U amounts found on MFR Schedules B-7 and B-8 are incorrect.
Please revise Schedules B-7 and B-8 to reflect 210.228 and 226.889 for December
2008 and September 2011, respectively.

RESPONSE: Please see the enclosed revised MFR Schedules B-7 and B-8; which
reflect the correct Consumer Price Index amounts, found on the tabs titled B-7 and
B-8 on line item 30 of each schedule, respectively.

L_\?“[hvhl.x.!i._,. g -

0298 Hay-G«

BAFA D ATON . T AKE MARY 5 TALLAHASSEE ! ob ~vliiiimo TR LLLRG




Ann Cole, Commission Clerk
Florida Public Service Commission

May 9, 2012
Page 2

a. In additon, the Utility is required to provide an explanation of all differences
in excess of the benchmark factor for customer growth and infladon. When
revising MFR Schedules B-7 and B-8, please provide an explanation for
expenses in excess of the revised benchmark factor.

RESPONSE: Please see the enclosed revised MFR Schedules B-7 and B-8. The B-7
and B-8 Schedules have been updated to provide an explanation for expenses in
excess of the revised benchmark factor. These items are highlighted.

b. The Utility is required to fully complete all schedules. MFR Schedule B-8, Line
29, incorrectly indicates that there was no percentage difference in total
customers. Please revise MFR Schedule B-8, Line 29, rounding to four
decimal places, to accurately reflect the applicable percentage change.

RESPONSE: Please see the enclosed revised MFR Schedules B-7 and B-8 for the
corrected percentage difference in total customners.

Regarding MFR Schedule E-3 (Customer Monthly Billing), the number of
customers, as of December 31, 2010, provided by the Utility does not equal the
number of water and wastewater customers reflected in its 2010 Annual Report.
Pursuant to Rule 25-30.110(2), F.A.C., please provide the reconciliation of the
number of customers in the 2010 Annual Report and MFR Schedule E-3.

RESPONSE: The number of monthly water customers billed reflected on MFR
Schedule E-3, page 1 of 1, water, column (6), line 3, will not de to Annual Report
Schedule W-9, column (d) year end number of customers because they measure
different items. MFR Schedule E-3 reflects the number of bills that went out by

customer class during a certain time period. It does not account for anomalies that
occurred in the billing period. These could arise from a variety of reasons. If a
customer moves, then they will have a final bill, if a new customer starts service then
they will have a starting bill, now one premise has had two bills in one billing period,
The two items are measuring different matters and because of this they will never
tie. In addition the annual report will include inactive and active accounts, where
as the MFR Schedule will only count active accounts for a particular billing period.

SUNDSTROM, FRIEDMAN & FUMERO, LLP
766 North Sun Drive, Suite 4030, Lake Mary, Florida 32746



Ann Cole, Commission Clerk
Florida Public Service Commission
May 9, 2012

Page 3

The same is true for wastewater accounts and Annual Report Schedule S-9, column

(d).

Please do not hesitate to contact me should the Staff have any questions about these
responses.

Very truly yours,

MARTIN S. FRIEDMAN

For the Firm
MSF/mp
Enclosures
cC: Nicole Winans, Regulatory Accountant (w/enclosures) (via e-mail)

Bart Fletcher, Division of Economic Regulation (w/enclosures) (via e-mail)

SunpsTrROM, FRIEDMAN & FUMERO, LLP
766 North Sun Drive, Suite 4030, Lake Mary, Florida 32746



Ubinties, Inc. of Pennbrooke , Florida Public Service Commission
Docket No.: 120037-W§
Response o MFR Deficiency Letter - ltem 1 Schedule: A-15 REVISED

Page 1 of 1

Preparer: F, Seidman

Schedutle of Annual AFUDC Rates Used
Test Year Ended: September 30, 2011

Expisnation: Provide the annual AFUDC rates used since either rate base was last established by this Commission, or the date of inception of utility service if
rate hase has not been established previously. Include a description of practices and authority of rate(s) used.

Line
No,

i AFUDC rate for all Florida companies is 9.03% for qualified construction projects beginning 1/1/200] pursuant to 3/8/2004

3 Order PSC-04-0262-PAA, Docket #031006-WS.

3

4 The utility uses the AFUDC practices described and approved by the Cammission in Order No. PSC-04-0262-PAA-WS, dated March 8, 2004.

20



Utibies, Inc. of Pennbrooke Florida Public Service Commission
Docket No  F20037-W5 Schedule: B-7 REVISED
Responsc to MFR Deficiency Letter - ftem 2 Page L of 1
Preparer: K. Markwell, P. Flynnt, N, Winaus, F. Seidman

Note  Line nern 30 has beert updated to reflect the correct aniount per the consumer price index Comect amounts per the price index can be found on the 1ab titked "BLS Data Series ™ Al highlighted (ycllow) line items have been updated to provide an explanation for
expenses m excess of the revised benchmark facior

Operation & Mal s Expense Comparison - Water
Test Yexr Ended: September 30, 2011

Expl ton: Complete the foliowing parison of the applicani™s current asd prior fess yesr O&M cxpenses before this G issions. Provide an explanation of all differences which are not attributable to the change in customer growih and the CPI-

U. i the applicaat has not had  previous rate case, use the year $ years prior to the test year for compurison. Provide ean additional schedule, I necessary. to wxpisin differences.

(4] ti] 3 ) a)
Prior TY Adjusted
Line w/PSC Adj. Current TY $ %%
_No. Account No. and Name 12031 /08 1S Difference Difference Expl:

The amount of salary eapense requested in thes 1est year is $12,54) Jess than thau requested for the 12/31/08 test year The
utility was able to do this primanidy by consolidating its cusiomer service centers to ihree national centers and reallocations
In spiwe of these ¢ifees to reduce the cost to our cusiomers, this benchmark analysis makes « appear that costs have

1 ofré 73 Safarics & Wages - Emplovees 5 3,060 100,545 45774 1135 %% increased by some 70+% in 3.75 vears This is an illusion because the Commission aliowed no increase in salaries of rebated

¥ o0} Salanes & Wages - Officens. Bic. incl above G289 9,299 el above empiayee benefits in the wtibity's Jast case Thus the benchmark is measuning 2011 costs against 2005 coss, aot 2008 costs
In the last case, the Utility provided support for its requested increase through detatfed work papers by employee, showing
their job description, duties, benefits o the Company and annual pay supported by W-2s Yt the Coromission concluded
the: Litiliry did not meet its burden of proof  That casc did Aot go 1o hearing The Company maintains it aiready has met its
burden of proof and wilt continue 1o do so in this case Dy showing that all positions carrently fitled snd allocated o

3 604 Employee Penstims & Benefus 13872 25,008 11,317 g1 7 Bennbrocke provide value and art réquired For Pennbrooke 10 provide safe, reliable. and effective service Lo its customers

4 610 Purchased Water o o

& 415 Purchased Power 37,445 23,513 {13934 (L2 44] Linder benchmark Reduction in e amount of kwh purch tn 20114

T 618 Fuel for Power Purchased {357} {157)

£ 418 Cherizals 19341 20.529 968 306 Undet benchmark

9 920 Maerials & Supplics 7,077 15,101 8.024 113218 Yearly vanation in the number & types of repairs that occurred in the TY as well as the asscciated restoration expense

19 631 Contractual Services - Engr [ 69 - No cxpense in 2008 TY De minizniy dolbar amount in TY

11 632 Costrachal Services - Acct. L.571 1,985 414 2633 The cost of the Company's annusl sudit has increased since 2008

12 633 Contactual Services - Legul 1.593 393 {1.300) (7530 Under benchmark. Redaction in expense

13 634 Contractual Services - Mgmt Fees = -

t4 635 Comtractual Services - Testing ] 5 - No expense in 2008 TY De minirms doliar amount in TY

. Expenses for tema such sy omployment finder foes, payroll sexvioes, computer mainterance and iemes supplier fees have

13 636 Contractual Services - Other 11,832 12,381 949 8.0z incressed since the last et year due w increased cost of services.

16 o4l Renal of Buitding/Real Prop 123 123 Tiew

17 642 Rental of Equipment 2 I G 467 77 De minimis dotlar amount in previous and this TY, such that any change results in a distorted percent change

18 65¢ Transponaiion Expenses 8,504 11510 5,000 58 86 Refiects increase in cost of gasoline & miles raveled

19 656 Enswranec - Yehicle - e

18 657 Insurance - Greneral Liabtiny - -

2 658 Insurance - Waorkntan's Comp - -

21 649 Insurance - Other 12,913 11.548 (565) {4 60) Under benehenark  Reduction in expense

13 660 Adverusing Expense S
24 666 Reg Comm Exp - Ratc Case Amont * o

Certain regubatory expenses. such s researching tan fT changes. acquisiion policics, eic , were incurred for the benefil of

15 667 Rcg Comm Exp - Other 308 4.203 31,895 1,264 51 Flonda companes and were aHacated 1o each company out of the Fiorida Cost Center
2% 668 Water Resource Conservation Expense - -

26 670 Bad Debt Expense 184 19 {65) {35 1y Under benchmark Reduclion in expense

17 675 Misceltaneous Expenses _ A0z 8529 @07y (1249 Ladet benchiark

8 TOTAL §riet04 % 7105 § S 3B %

% Vol Customers 1,463 (KXY L 482 D00 17 0000 13604 %

30 Consumer Price dndex - L} 0228 220 B84 i6 661 T 928 Y

3 Henchmark ladex bnerease i (ustomer ERC's 10018

az ncrease in CPE e

i 10aI1R

34 " Rate case oxpense is eacluded as it is se1 by the PSC

Page b of 3



ETuhties, Inc. of Pennbrooke
Docket No: 120017-WS
Responsse o MFR Deficency Letter - Item 2

Florids Public Scrvice Commbssion

Schedule: B-§ REVISED

Page 1ol

Preparer: K. Markwell, P. Flyon, N. Winans, F. Seidman

Note:  Line item 29 has been rounded 1 four decimal places. (o acourately reflect the apphicable percemiage change. Line item 30 has been updated to reflect the correct amount per the corsumer price index. Carrect amounts per the price index can be found on the tab titled
"BLS Data Scries.” Al highlighted {yellow) line items have been updated to previde an explanalion far expenses in excess of the revised benchmark facror.

Operation & Maintenance Expense Comparison - Wastewater
Test Year Ended: September 30, 20t}

Explanation: Comph

the foll

B L

isom of the applicant's carrent and prior test year O&M expenses before this Commissign. Provide an explanation of afl differences which are not stiributable to the thange in customer growih and the CPRU. 1T the

applicant bas not had » previous rate case, use the year § years prior (o the test year {or comparison. Provide can additional schedule, if aecessary, to explain differences.

[t ()] o (6} {7
Prior TY Adjusied
Line wiPSC Adj. Cotrent TY 5 e
Na. Accoumt No. and Name 12/31/08 90/LL Dillerence Difference Expl
The amount of salary expense requested tm this lest year is $42,330 icss than that requested for the 1273 1/08 test year. The unlity was
abie to do this primarily by consolidating its customer service centers to three national centers and reajlocations . In spite of these efforts
to reduce the Cost (o ouf customers, this berchmark anafysis makes it appear that costs have increascd by some 491 % in 3.75 years. Thi
1 701 /3 Salanies & Wages - Employees $ 41,479 83979 30,197 49.12 % s an illusion because the Commission allowed ne increase in salaries of related employee benefits in the utitity’s last case. Thas the
2 703 Salarics & Wages - Officers. Etc. inct abpve 2748 7748 incl. above benchmark is measuring 2011 costs against 2005 costs, nat 2008 costs. In the lass case, the Litility provided support for s requested
increase thtough detailed work papers by cmployee, showing theis job descriplion, duties, benelits to the Company and annual pay
supporied by W-25. Yet the Commission concluded the Utility did sot meet its burden of proof, That case &id not g@ to heating. The
Company maiftains it akieady has met its bueden of proaf and will continue to da 50 in this case by showing that abl positiens currently
filted and altocated 10 Pennbrooke provide value and are regyired for Pennbrooke 1o provide safe, retiable, and effective service ta its
3} 704 Employee Pensions & Benefits 13275 21,042 1,767 5851 customers.
4 7110 Purchased Sewage Treatment - -
5 711 Shudge Removal Expense 31.364 3,806 {25,753) (Bl.61) Under berebimark. Application of improved dewatering process resulted in a reduction i sludge voleme hauled from the WWTE.
& 7t5 Purchascd Power W26 26.596 (t31.620} {33.87) Under benchmark. Reduction in the amount of kwh purch. in 201 1, partly duc to improvements made a1 15 #1 .
7 716 Fuel for Power Purchased - -
& 718 Chemicals 16,624 16,856 32 1.49 Under benchmark. Reduction in expense,
9 720 Matwenals & Supplics 21826 19,040 12.736) {12.78) Lnder benchmark. Reduction in expense,
19 731 Contractual Services - Engr. 57 57 B No expense in 2008 TY. De minimis dolar amount in TY
11 732 Contractual Services - Anct 1337 1,655 k11 2382 The cost of the Company's annual audit expense has increased since 2008,
12 733 Contractual Services - Legal 1,356 328 {1,028) (7582 tinder benchmark. Reduction in expense.
13 134 Contractual Scrvices - Mymt. Fecs - -
L4 735 Conmactual Services - Testing 4
15 736 Contractoal Services - Onher 10,089 10,661 572 367 Under benchmark.
t6 741 Rental of Building/Real Prop. 163 103 - No expense in 2008 TY. De minimis dollar amount in TY.
17 742 Rental of Equipmaent p 9 ? 173.59 D¢ mintmis dollar amoust in previous and this TY, sach that any change resubts in a distorted percent change.
18 750 Transportation Expenses 1,238 E1.276 4,018 5579 Reflects increase in cost of gasoline & miles traveled
19 756 [nswrance - Vehicle . .
1@ 757 Insurance - General Liability - 2
2t 758 lnsurance - Workman's Comp. - .
22 759 Insurance - Other 10311 9,633 (678) (6.58) Uinder benchmark. Reduction in €xpense.
13 760 Advertising Expense - o
14 766 Rey. Comm. Exp. - Rate (ase Amoarl. *
Certain regulatory expenses, such as rescarching tariff changes. acquisition policies, ele.. were incurred for the benefit of Flanda
25 767 Reg. Comm Exp, - Other 262 1,506 3244 1,238.00 compantes and were allocated to cach company out of the Florida Cost Center
26 770 Bad Dcbt Eapense 156 100 (563 (36,19} Under benchmark, Reduction in cxpense.
o L : Exprenses for items such as supplies, unce ad mascetl P have increased Sirice the last test year due to incregsed
27 775 Misoclaneous Expenses 29,179 34,795 5616 1925 costof services
28 TOTAL 3 244914 151143 15,97 651 %
29  Total Customers 1,247 0000 1,237.9000 £ 000003 (0.801%) %
30 Consumer Price Index - Ui 210328 116,859 16.661 m o
L1 Benchmark Index:  [ncrease in Customer £RC's G990
32 Inciease in CFL LAULAY
13 F 0704
M+ *. Rare case expense is excluded as it is set by she PSC
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Bureau of Labor Stalistics

Consumer Price Index - All Urban Consumers
Original Data Value '

Series Id: CUURBODDSAD
Not Seasonally Adjusted
Area: LIS, cify average
{tem: All items
Base Period: 1982-84=100
Years: 2602 10 2012

Year Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Oct Annual HALF1 HALF2
2002 1771 1778 1788 1798 1798 1799  180.1 1807 181.3 1813 1799 1789 1809
2003 1817 1831 184.2 1838 1835 1837 183.9 185.0 184.0 183.3 184.6
2004 185.2 186.2 187.4 188.0 189.1 189.7 189.4 1 190.9 188.9 187.6 190.2
2005 190.7 191.8 1933 194.6 1944 194.5 195 .4 196.4 199.2 195.3 193.2 197.4
2006 1983 198.7 199.8 201.5 202.5 202.9 2035 2018 201.5 201.6 200.0 2026
2007 202416 203.49% 205352 206.686 207.949 208.352 \ 208.936 . 342 205709 208.976
2008 T 2THOR0 211693 213528 2148231 216,632 218815 219964 1216573 212:428 25 215303 214429 216477
2009 211,143 212193 212709 213240 213856 215.693 215351 26177 213139 215935
2010 216.687 216741 217.631 218009 218178 217965 218.011 218711 217.535 218.576
BAIE 220223 221 300 223467 224906 225,964 295722 225022 226, 26421 2262 F 223598 226280
2012 226.665 227.663 229.392 ' S o

Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics Generated on: May 1, 2012 (12:31:58 PM)



Customer Monthly Billing Schedule Florida Public Service Commission

Company: Utilities, Inc. of Pennbrooke Scheduie: E-3
Docket No.: 126037-WS Page1ofl
Test Year Ended: September 30, 2011 Preparer: Nicole Winans

Water [X] or Sewer [X]

Explanation: Provide a schedule of monthly customers biled or served by class.

WATER
(1 2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
Line Month/ General
No. Year Residential Service Irrigation Other Total
1 October 1,230 2 94 - 1,326
2 November 1,220 7 147 - 1,374
3 December 1,253 3 112 - 1,368
4 January 1,247 8 i60 - 1,415
5  Febrmary 1,231 5 130 - 1,366
6 March 1,230 2 108 - 1,340
7 April 1,232 8 166 - 1,406
8§ May 1.231 5 135 - 1,371
9  June 1,240 5 135 - [,380
10 July 1,226 5 133 - 1,364
11 August 1,234 5 144 = 1,383
12 September 1,225 5 138 - 1,368
13
14  Total 14,799 60 1,602 - 16,461
WASTEWATER
(1) (2) (3) 4 (%) (6)
Line Month/ General
No. Year Residential Service Irrigation Other Total
15 October 1,230 2 - - 1,232
16  November 1,220 7 - - 1,227
17  December 1,253 3 - - 1,256
18 January 1,247 8 - - 1,255
19 February 1,231 5 - - 1,236
20 March 1,230 2 - - §,232
21 April 1,232 8 - - 1,240
22 May 1,231 5 - - 1,236
23 June 1,240 5 - - 1,245
24 July 1,226 5 - - 1,231
25 August 1,234 5 - - 1,239
26  September 1,225 3 - - 1,230
27 .
28  Total 14,799 60 - - 14,859

83



YEAR OF REPORT

UTILITY NAME: UTILITIES, INC, OF PENNBROOKE 31-Dec-10
SYSTEM NAME / COUNTY : Lake County
WATER OPERATING REVENUE
BEGINNING YEAR END
ACCT. YEAR NO. NUMBER OF
NO, DESCRIPTION CUSTOMERS * CUSTOMERS AMOUNT
(a) (b) {c) (d) {(e)
Water Sales:
460 Unmetered Water Revenue S -
Metered Water Revenue:
461.1 Sales to Residential Customers 1,474 1,473 331,573
461.2 Sales to Commercial Customers 57,052
461.3 Sales to Industrial Customers .
461 .4 Sales to Public Authoritics -
461.5 Sates Multipte Family Dwellings -
461.6 Other Revenues _
Total Metered Sales 1,474 1,473 s 388,625
Fire Protection Revenue:
462.1 Public Fire Protection .
462.2 Private Fire Protection 5
Total Fire Protection Revenue S -
464 Other Sales To Public Authorities =
4635 Sales To Irrigation Customers -
466 Sales For Resale -
467 Interdepartmental Sales -
Total Water Sales 1.474 1,473 3 188,625
Other Water Revenues:
469 Guaranteed Revenues (Including Aliowance for Funds Prudently Invested or AFP]) $
470 Forfeited Discounts .
471 Miscellaneous Service Revenues -
472 Rents From Water Property .
473 Interdepartmental Rents .
474 Other Water Revenues 2,211
Total Other Water Revenues 3 2,211
Total Water Operating Revenues 5 190,836

* Customer is defined by Rule 25-30.210(1), Florida Administrative Code.,
Accruals are recorded in account 461.1.

Ww-9
GROUP




YEAR OF REPORT

UTILITY NAME: UTILITIES, INC. OF PENNBROOKE 31-Dec-10
SYSTEM NAME / COUNTY :  Lake County
WASTEWATER OPERATING REVENUE
BEGINNING YEAR END
ACCT. DESCRIPTION YEAR NO. NUMBER OF AMOUNTS
NO. CUSTOMERS * | CUSTOMERS *
(a) (b) () (d) (e)
WASTEWATER SALES
Flat Rate Revenues:
521.1 Residential Revenues 1,252 1.245 S 1,237
321.2 Commercial Revenues .
S21.3 Industnal Revenues .
521.4 Revenues From Public Authorities o
521.5 Muluple Family Dwelling Revenues -
521.6 Other Revenues o
521 Total Flat Rate Revenues 1,252 1,245 g 1,237
Measured Revenues:
§22.1 Residential Revenues 460,550
5222 Commercial Revenues 7,560
522.3 Industrial Revenues -
522.4 Revenues From Public Authorities -
522.5 Multiple Family Dwelling Revenues S
522 Taotal Measured Revenues 3 468,110
523 Revenues From Public Authorities -
524 Revenues From Other Systems -
525 Interdepartmental Revenues -
Totat Wastewater Sales 1,252 1,245 S 469,347
OTHER WASTEWATER REVENUES
530 Guaranteed Revenues [3 -
53] Sale of Sludge o
532 Forfeited Discounts -
534 Rents From Wastewater Property .
535 Interdepartmental Rents -
536 Other Wastewater Revenues
{Including Allowance for Funds Prudently Invested or AFPI) 567
Total Other Wastewater Revenues s 567

* Customer is defined by Rule 25-30.210¢1}, Florida Administrative Code.
521.1 includes accruals

$-9(a)
GROUP _____




