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Good morning. 

Please place the attached emails in Docket No. 20240032. Thank you! 
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(850)413-6004 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dale Novak <dnovak@novakcreative.net> 
Friday, March 21, 2025 11:26 AM 
Records Clerk 
RE. Docket #20240032-511 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners: 

I implore you to deny this request by Environmental Utilities (EU). 

Please put your self in our shoes. 

The VAST amount of homeowners on these islands have perfectly functioning septic systems. The DON’T 
require electricity to operate. Many of these septic systems are practically new (and at a great cost to each 
homeowner). They are tested and approved by Charlotte County — and comply with all the current rules and 
regulations. 

Please imagine if you can another storm like Helen or Milton. We as Islanders certainly can. The island is under 
water again. Only this time, we have potentially thousands of ELECTRIC POWERED pumps, grinders and lift 
stations all over the island. Every one of them have been now destroyed by seawater. They won’t power on — 
or they potentially become fire hazards when the power to the island is restored. Shorting out or simply freezing 
up from sandy, dirty, turbulent seawater infiltrating each pump, grinder and lift station. 

Now what happens? 

If is highly logical that the EU will not be able to restore these systems in a timely manner. They are too small, 
inexperienced and lack any practical knowledge of dealing with a complete shut-down of the sewer system. 
This means we won’t be able to return to our homes for potentially for many months — or possibly over a year. 

Where do we go? Our home on the island is our residence — not a seasonal property. After both Helene and 
Milton we were back in our home in under two weeks. With Helene, it was a matter of days. FPL had power 
restored in both instances fairly quick. Our septic system was 100% operational. We even had it inspected after 
Milton and it required NO repairs or service. Keep in mind, even when the power was off, our septic system 
still functioned. 

This won’t be the case with the EU’s proposed system. The entire sewer system will be shut down. All the 
electric motors will be destroyed and they won’t be fixable. They will require replacement. 

How long will this take? How much will it cost? WHO will pay for? I’m assuming that the EU will simply bill 
every homeowner all over again for replacing the motors and pumps at each home. 

The people who live on these barrier islands are extremely resilient. We don’t shy away from hard work or 
fixing our properties. But we DON’T own a money printing press. We can not sustain paying the EU for every 
aspect of their business — and that is precisely what the EU is demanding each homeowner does — pays them 
for every expense. It’s just not feasible for this to be a successful plan. It will crush us financially and 
emotionally. 
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And I also ask you — what happens to a homeowner when they can’t pay for all of this? Get a loan? That’s not 
a plan. If you can’t afford it, getting a loan is akin to just plugging a few holes in a sinking ship — it just takes a 
bit longer to sink. I assume many people will be FORCED to sell their homes and likely at a huge loss. It just 
seems there should be no way a "private for profit" company and our local and state government should be able 
to force us from our homes. They get rich, we get poor. 

Please let us breathe after dealing with two horrific back-to-back storms. I can’t imaging how devastating this 
will be to our islands, and the people who live here, if it gets approved. 

Sincerely, 

Dale & Julie Novak 
611 Bocilla Drive 
dnovak@novakcreative.net 
920.664.1088 
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Antonia Hover 

From: william briggs <web1933@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2025 1:27 PM 
To: Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner 

Graham; Office of Commissioner Clark 
Subject: Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear PSC Commissioners,! _ 

jl am writing to inform you that my family has owned property on Little Gasparilla Island since 2004. We 
peeply value the unique character and natural beauty of this special place. |_ 

|l strongly urge you to vote to DENY the application (|Docket #20240032-SU) from Environmental Utilities, 
as their proposed changes could significantly disrupt the island's environment and way of life that we have 
cherished for over two decades. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

^Sincerely,| 
William E Briggs|_ 

Mailing Address1
1211 Chevy Chase Drivel ~ 
¡Sun City Center, FL 33571 1 
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Antonia Hover 

From: Michele <premierholdings280@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2025 12:45 PM 
To: Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner 

Graham; Office of Commissioner Clark 
Subject: RE. Docket #20240032-SU - Please Deny EU's Sewer Application 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

[Dear Commissioners Clark, Passidomo, Graham, and PSC Clerk, 

am writing to you as a Charlotte County homeowner to urgently plead for your help in denying the]_ 
^certification of central sewer services to EU under Docket #20240032-SU. While the PSC staff report mayj 
'recommend approval based on EU meeting legal application requirements, I implore you to listen to the| 
[overwhelming opposition from our community and do what is right—vote NO on this proposal.) _ 

:his plan. Your past decisio n showed that you value our voices, and we need you to stand 

Jin your 2024 final order, you denied a similar application based on two key factors: inadequate support 
from Charlotte County and the strong opposition of residents like me. This time, EU may have gained 
[some County backing, but the community’s stance remains unchanged—we are united in our fierce' 
resistance to 1 

with us again. 

[Here’s why this proposal must be rejected: 

• Environmental Impact: Central sewer systems threaten the fragile ecosystems of our area , 
[including the Bocilla Islands Chain, which HB 4077 seeks to protect. More infrastructure) 

_ 'contradicts the conservation goals we’re fighting for. 
• ¿Community Will: The vast majority of us do not want this. We’ve made this clear time and again— 

jour quality of life, property values, and rural character are at stake.] 
• Public Health and Safety: EU’s plan doesn’t adequately address the risks to our water quality and| 

the potential burden on existing systems, especially in a region where infrastructure expansion is 
'rightly limited._ __ _ 

'¡I respectfully beg you to consider the human cost of this decision. We’re not just numbers on a report— 
we’re families, taxpayers, and stewards of this beautiful county who dread the consequences of this| _ 

iisewer system. Please, Commissioners, hear our cries and act in our favor, as you did in 2024, Deny EU’sj 
[[application and protect our community from this unwanted and unnecessary change.)_ _ 

Il urge you to vote NO and show that the PSC prioritizes the people over procedural checkboxes. Thank 
¡[you for your service and for listening to us one last time.| _ 

[Sincerely, 

Michele M Barnes 

jand 
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¡Beverly Williams!_ _ 

¡¡Homeowners at 9802 Little Gasparilla Island, Placida FL 3394Q 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Kelly Lube <lubekelly@icloud.com> 
Saturday, March 22, 2025 12:33 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
commissioner.grham@psc.state.fl.us 
Docket 20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking 
links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 
Please, Please, Please....Deny EU the sewer application. 
You saw our community and heard our pleas to deny this private sewer application. Some of our "island families " will 
have to move if this happens...they will not be able to afford the impact fees...which, I'm 100% sure will be much, much 
higher then what EU told you. 
We are stewards of our island , ecosystem and care deeply about of wildlife and marine life. We take proper care of 

our septic tanks and in 10 years... .think of the advance in septic tanks technology. let us switch to state of the art home 
tanks in the future. which can't happen if we are all on sewer. Sewer systems pipes can break and spill millions of 
gallons into the waterways....especially if those pipes are in close proximity and are going over waterways which will be 
the case for our island. 
PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE hear our pleas. we BEG you to deny this application! PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE 

OOíáOÉüíiíiááSi 
Kelly Lube 

290 Kettle Harbor Dr 
Don Pedro Island 
Sent from my iPad 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Ember Harker <ember@launchsnap.com> 
Friday, March 21, 2025 5:14 PM 
Office of Chairman La Rosa; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner 
Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner Graham; Office of Commissioner Fay 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 

After reading the staff’s recommendation to approve EU’s sewer application, I am in complete shock. Were 
they at the same hearings I attended in January? 

Did they not remember the laughter when EU’s engineer, Jonathan Cole, made it abundantly clear he had no 
real understanding of what this project would entail on our islands? He claimed, “It’s the same cost to put one 
pipe on the ferry as a thousand pipes,” and stated, "I don’t know of any tidal impact to a construction project 
down there.” How could he not know? If his numbers are being used by EU’s financial expert, Deborah Swain, 
to estimate costs, shouldn’t he have at least a basic understanding of how the ferry operates, the inevitable 
building delays, or even the type of roads we have? 

Let me paint a real picture: it cost over $150,000 in barge fees alone to build my modest 1,800 sq. ft. home just 
two years ago. Cole’s estimate of $600,000 for all barge fees is laughable. Plus, when tides are low or winds 
are high, large trucks can’t cross. Just this past January, we went three weeks without trash pickup because 
Waste Management’s smallest truck couldn’t make it over. 

When asked about potential delays, Cole dismissed concerns, saying there’s only a “short line in the morning” 
and that we have “sand roads or whatever they have out there.” This made it crystal clear—he has never even 
been here. In reality, contractors face an hour-long wait to get onto Palm Island each morning, and it’s even 
longer at quitting time. This project would make that situation far worse. 

Did the staff forget that hundreds of islanders showed up to oppose this sewer project? We shared real, lived 
experiences—many of us lost nearly everything in recent storms, but the one thing that remained intact was 
our septic systems. Jack Boyer claimed he walked the islands and saw “septic tanks popped up everywhere.” 
That is simply false and quite honestly absurd. I was here just days after both storms and did not see a single 
tank “popped up.” A few tanks on the beach had lost their lids and filled with sand. Perhaps instead of forcing 
a central sewer system on us, we should be discussing ways to better secure septic lids. 

Did they notice that only a handful of people supported this project? I personally handed out opposition 
stickers—remember the red circles with a line through them? Out of 500 printed, I came home with less than 
100. Fewer than 15 people refused a sticker. The number of speakers in favor? Less than 10, and nearly all of 
them were either not stakeholders in this application at all or they are directly related to the applicant—his son-
in-law, daughter, and wife, who stand to profit from this project. These same family members tried to 
mislead the room with absurd claims of “turds floating around” (which we all know is nonsense), or gave tearful 
speeches about their children—only to be called out and admit they were related to the applicant. Then they 
sulked out of the building. 

It was a circus! 

EU has not done its due diligence. 

• They have not proven a need for this project. 
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• They had three years since the last application—did they conduct any water testing? No. 
• Do they have any quantifiable data showing storm damage to island septic systems? No. 
• Could they have gathered real data from residents? Sure. But did they? No. 
• Do they have realistic cost estimates? No. 

After listening to these hearings, I wouldn’t hire Jack Boyer to mow my lawn—let alone install a private sewer 
system. The fact that anyone would recommend approving this application is mind-blowing. 

Here’s why we do not want this: 

• There is no proven need. 
• It will cost homeowners tens of thousands of dollars, upfront and out-of-pocket. Do you have 

$30,000, $40,000, or even $50,000 just lying around? Because I don’t. 
• EU is a private company. They can (and will) charge whatever they want. Our water company already 

does! Did you know we pay more for water than most people in the U.S.? 
• The pump system they propose is one of the worst technical choices available. 
• The project will wreak havoc on our island—environmentally, logistically, and financially. 
• Each homeowner will bear the burden of pulling permits, installing electrical, plumbing, and 

backup generators for outages. Have they even factored that into the cost? I doubt it. 
• There is no performance bond. If Boyer botches this project (as he has others in the past) or costs 

spiral out of control, we have zero recourse. 

So I ask again—why on earth would staff recommend granting this application? 

Were they even listening? 

I hope you are. 

Sincerely, 

Ember Harker 
381 Kettle Harbor Drive, Placida FL 33946 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

lillyonufrak@aol.com 
Monday, March 24, 2025 8:25 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
Palm Island sewer 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking 
links, especially from unknown senders. 

Good afternoon, 

I live at 17 Palm Dr. Please deny the application for sewers on our island. We live on the island part time. Most 
residents on our island are part time. Our septic is rarely used. Also, it is only a couple of years old. Our fencing and 
landscaping cost thousands of dollars. This will be torn apart. This project will also cause a great inconvenience for the 
ferry and traffic on the island. I also have little faith that the job will get done properly and in a timely manner. Please 
refuse this permit 

Thank you, Lilly Onufrak 
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Antonia Hover 

Subject: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Kevin Tyler <kktyler@gmail.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 1:56 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking 
links, especially from unknown senders. 

Members of the Charlotte County PSC: 

I am writing to urge you to reject this proposal for a privately-owned central sewer system. I am a property owner on 
Palm Island and will be directly affected by your decision. I would like to share several reasons why I believe this is a bad 
idea. 

- Firstly, no evidence has been presented demonstrating a need for central sewer. The existing septic tanks are sanitary, 
environmentally safe, and function perfectly well for their intended purpose. This is the proverbial solution looking for a 
problem. 

- The estimated expenses to homeowners range from outrageous to obscene, depending on whose estimate you 
believe. 

- The proposed central system will replace relatively simple and cheap technology with lift pumps and collection stations 
that are far more complicated, susceptible to power outages, less reliable in general, and certainly less reliable in times 
of natural disaster. 

- The financing scheme for this boondoggle is outrageous. From what I can see, the homeowners will be funding most of 
the capital costs to build out the infrastructure for a private company. That company will then charge rates that are 
easily double the equivalent ones in nearby Rotonda. As the old saying goes, nice work if you can get it. 

The cherry on top: participation would be mandatory and enforced by law. 

So in summary: an unneeded "service"; exorbitant up-front fees, on-going monthly rates far in excess of reasonable; 
government-mandated participation; and for the sole benefit of a politically-connected private "investor"? No! 
Absolutely not! 

This is an outrageous scam and I urge you to reject it. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Tyler 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Mike Riley <mikenriley@comcast.net> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 1:35 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Regarding EU"s application for sewer service for Don Pedro, Knight, and Little Gasparilia Island, 

I AM AGAINST APPROVAL OF THIS APPLICATION AND REQUEST YOU DENY THE APPLICATION I 

Being a former CPA involved, evaluated, and testified in regulated Industries rate cases before the ICC (Federal 
Dept, of Transportation) and the State of Colorado PUC [before deregulation], I understand the legality issues 
reviewed by the Staff in their suggested approval of this application. Yes, according to the basic 'PSC Rules', 
Staff considers Environmental Utilities (EU) has met the minimum requirements. Legality issues are one thing, 
but other items need to evaluated before voting. The island residents from all 3 islands, were heard loud and 
clear that this is wrong for the islands, not necessary, and only a 'money grab' by EU and it's owners. 

However, these PSC rules (including minimums) have many weaknesses like - to prove a need for sewer, "you 
only need ONE resident requesting service", and there is no restriction on who that person can be, including 
the applicant - or developer who owns and wants to develop multiple lots on Little Gasparilla and is funding 
three quarters of the construction for EU. Other apparent weaknesses are (1) the use of estimated costs, most 
of which are significantly understated, (2) the type of the system, which Charlotte County now is against this 
type of waste water system because of the excessive costs involved in maintenance, and (3) the design of this 
system which includes a 10 inch main ending at the gates of the Resort, etc. 

These issues all came up in the hearings held in Englewood. Thank you for making it easy for the Islands 
stakeholders to voice their opinions. 

To discuss these issues in more depth the need of service is beyond the reality of common sense. There have 
been no tests of the water quality by the applicant at all, or maybe they have tested and the water results 
were good so they could not bring up in the application. Cape Haze basin is known for clean water as testified 
to by several expert witnesses in the hearings. Charlotte County's continuing water testing has shown no 
significant water quality issues around our islands (maps posted on their website showing the test sites and 
results). If there is NOT a problem, why offer a costly, inefficient solution. 

MAKE SURE A PROBLEM EXISTS FIRST, THEN EVALUATE SOLUTIONS. 

You heard repeatedly from island residents that even after Hurricanes Helene and Milton, which was 4.6 feet 
deep under my house, 'septic systems worked fine and there was no spillage or contamination'. To be sure 
about mine, I had SOS Septic come out and inspect my septic and remove the sludge (as it had been 4 years 
since I last removed sludge). Why is the PSC need for service level so low that only the applicant needs to say 
"I request sewer at my residence" to prove a need. 
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Another wrong against the island residents was the Charlotte County Commissioners unanimous support of 
this application. In testimony, you heard that the opposing Counsel sent a political based email with an 
attached resolution draft to the Charlotte County Commissioners and asked it be approved. It was placed on 
the agenda exactly as counsel drafted it and It was approved, but there was no review by any Charlotte County 
Staff or departments, only resolution approval. In addition, if you remember, NO Charlotte County 
Commissioners or staff or department heads came to the hearings, testified, or even sent a communication 
explaining why they voted as they did. I feel their support for this application was merely a political favor and 
did not have any meaningful evaluation or discussion. In as much it should be discounted significantly in your 
vote to approve or disapprove this application 

The estimated costs in item (1) above are ridiculous. Too many residents discussed the additional cost and 
time involved in the having to use the ferry access. EU's expert construction witness claims a minor amount 
for the ferry and justified it NOT BY the number of trips and cost per trip, not by having to use a private ferry 
to move equipment on and off Little Gasparilla [no access from Don Pedro Island because of the state park 
and the 'Beach to Bay' community HOA not allowing equipment move across their private community roads], 
not by taking into account the morning one hour+ average wait time to get on the island and the afternoon 1 
hour+ average wait time to get off. Many residents testified about the real cost of the ferry in fees as well as 
lost time. The cost to build on Don Pedro and Knight Islands carries approximately a 40% - 50% excess as 
compared to the mainland. The costs used were mildly updated from the denied application 2 years ago and in 
the last year and a half the US has seen significant inflation. Hard to understand how these costs did not 
increase accordingly. The Trump administration tariffs will also add a new layer of cost on top of the 
inflation. Maybe you should consider approval of this application subject to a rate base cost limit equal to 5% 
+/- variance from the estimated costs in the application. Put the pressure on EU to build and operate 
efficiently instead of an open checkbook to build and operate as they want .... With the residents paying the 
continuing bill. This would also force EU to reevaluate the costs in the application and be more realistic in the 
related costs in this application - they are not even close to reality. 

The type of system is wrong for our islands. This gravity flow type system is always full of waste water slowly 
moving off the island, now updated with two crossings of the Intracoastal waterway instead of only one. In the 
case of a power outage there is a potential of a major contamination spill and a backup at each island 
home. As Charlotte County has stated many times, they will no longer approve or implement this type of 
system on the mainland because of excessive maintenance costs and potential contamination spills. They 
suggest a more appropriate vacuum system which whisks the waste off the island rapidly, not allowing it to be 
hanging in the lines. The vacuum system has been used successfully in the Keys and various other barrier 
islands. 

The design of this system includes a 10 inch main that dead ends at the gates to the Resort. It is common 
knowledge that the Resort has a cracked septic storage unit and can only safely hold about 50% of their 
capacity. The cost to repair this holding tank is significant. This 10 in main is paid for by the residents other 
than the Resort [Knight Island Utilities (KIU) a non-profit utility]. In testimony EU stated that once approved by 
the PSC, they would approach Knight Island Utilities about buying them out or letting them use the 10 inch 
main to remove their waste off island. This is not discussed in the application and has a significant cost to the 
proposed system users, yet the residents get no reduction in calculation of the base rate, etc., only the actual 
costs to overbuild. There are no bulk rates offered by EU in their rates, so they should not be able to offer a 
bulk use agreement. Again, this is all planned to put the Resort's cost of waste removal on the non-Resort 
residents back. Unfair costs and unfair rates. There is also the fact that residents on Lemon Bay Lane are 
currently hooked up to KIU, but are not in the service area of KIU. They are in the service area of EU, so they 
will have to pay a hookup fee to EU even though they have already paid one to KIU. 
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In reality, this application is NOT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE ISLANDS. 

The testimony by EU that there was raw waste laying on the beach and the septic tanks standing around was 
limited to Little Gasparilla Island and I suggest it was not that bad or the State of Florida Environmental agency 
would have been out there testing and shutting down the island because of contamination. Statements like 
this a absurd and have not documented support. None of these supposedly described situations existed on 
Don Pedro or Knight Island as testified to by many residents. 

In closing, I would remind you that you denied the prior application because of lack of support from Charlotte 
County and opposition by a significant population of residents. EU did get a support referendum from 
Charlotte County Commissioners, which should carry only limited weight in your decision because it was 
merely political motivated and not properly evaluated or discussed by the County, as well as the fact that no 
one from the County testified or even showed up at your hearings - in support. Hard to say they support it 
when they do nothing but a vote. On the other hand, when Island residents form action committees and non¬ 
profits to fight this application it should be apparent that it is not a few vocal residents against it, but the 
majority of residents in the service area. Little Gasparilla came with a majority of residents against this 
proposal. Palm Island Estates HOA (PIE) has fought against the prior sewer applications, and will continue to 
fight against this "re-filed" application with a majority of the island residents each time willing to donate 
money for lawyers and testify in front of the PSC. 

Remind yourself of the crowd that showed up at the hearings against this application and all the information 
they gave you about the applicant and the other problems with approval of this application. 

Thank you 

Michael Riley 
220 Kettle Harbor Dr 
Don Pedro Island 
Placida, FL 33946 
mikenriley@comcast.net 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Novak, Rick < rmnovak@uic.edu > 
Monday, March 24, 2025 11:33 AM 
Office of Commissioner Clark 
FW: Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links, 
especially from unknown senders. 

From: Novak, Rick <rmnovak@uic.edu> 
Date: Monday, March 24, 2025 at 10:24 AM 
To: Commissioner.Clark@psc.state.fl.us <Commissioner.Clark@psc.state.fl.us> 
Subject: Docket #20240032 

Updating docket number 

Dear Commissioner Clark, 

I am writing as a home owner on Little Gasparilia Island to voice my 
strongest possible opposition to the above docket for a sewer system on 
the Bocilla barrier Islands. There is absolutely no need for this system as 
no problem exists with the current management of sewage on these islands 
and the overwhelming majority of homeowners oppose it. In the words of 
President Reagan, “ If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it”. This proposal is a 
money making scheme for the FOR PROFIT Environmental Utilities who 
have NO experience with such a system. The costs would be passed on to 
us owners and is estimated to cost each home owners in excess of 
$40,000, plus monthly fees once in place. They are proposing an outdated 
low pressure technology that Charlotte County won’t install any more 
because of the excessive cost to maintain. These have a high failure rate 
and spillage of raw sewage into our delicate island and intracoastal 
environment will be disastrous for wildlife, the fisheries and tourism. 
Construction fo this system will be very disruptive to the island residents. 
These are bridgeless islands and access is dependent on a ferry which does 
not operate on a regular schedule. If there is an emergency with the 
sewage system, access to repair it will be slow in arriving. 
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This system will be an undue burden on homeowners: each homeowner 
will have to provide electric permits and service as well as a generator for 
the frequent power outages on the island. We would also have to give 
away 15’ of property for an easement. Also, there is no oversight for this 
project, no performance bond required and we have no single point of 
recourse in the event of cost overruns or project failure. 

Please do not impose this terrible project on the people of the Bocilla 
Islands and vote no again on this project. 

Sincerely, 

Rick Novak 
9498 Alborado Rd 
Little Gasparilla Island 
Placida, FL 33946 
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Antonia Hover 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

John Baird <jbaird@steer4solutions.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 11:30 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
Docket #20240032-SU 
Docket #20240032-SU Opposition Letter.pdf 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Please find attached my letter of opposition for Docket #20240032-SU. 

John and Elaine Baird 
241 Kettle Harbor Dr 
Placida, FL 33946 
¡baird@steer4solutions.com 
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DOCKET 20240032-SU 
John and Elaine Baird - Opposition Letter 

03/24/2025 

Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Subject: Opposition to EU Docket #20240032-SU 

Dear Commissioners, 

We strongly oppose Docket #20240032-SU, a proposal for a privately owned, for-profit utility 
that is unnecessary, financially exploitative, and environmentally reckless. As residents who 
spoke out against this proposal at the public hearing, we demand that the Florida Public Service 
Commission reject this application for the following reasons: 

1. No Justification for Service - The overwhelming majority of island residents do not 
want or need this service. This proposal is a Trojan horse for unwanted 
commercialization that will erode the very character of our island. We purchased our 
property in 2021 for its undeveloped “Old Florida" charm. It would be a disgrace to 
sacrifice that to developers’ profits. 

2. Unacceptable Financial Burden - Private utility services impose exorbitant costs on 
residents, far beyond what a county-run system would require. Forcing homeowners to 
pay for an unnecessary system is outrageous, especially when the community 
overwhelmingly opposes it. 

3. For-Profit Exploitation vs. Public Accountability - Unlike a county-run system, this 
private entity is designed to maximize profits at homeowners’ expense. County projects 
allow residents to spread costs over time; this does not. Many of us are still recovering 
from Hurricanes Ian (2022), Helene (2024), and Milton (2024). Forcing immediate, steep 
financial obligations on us is unjustifiable. We are already burdened with costly property 
repairs that are not covered under insurance (100% of these repairs are out of pocket) 

4. Outdated and Inefficient Technology - The proposed system fails to incorporate 
modern, sustainable infrastructure. Outdated methods will result in breakdowns, 
inefficiency, and increased environmental risks. This condemns us to the very problem 
they are claiming to fix. See https://www.wusf.org/environment/2024-10-16/tens-of-
millions-of-gallons-of-wastewater-flowed-into-tampa-bav-waterwavs-during-hurricane-
milton 

5. Severe Environmental Consequences - The proposed construction and operations will 
disrupt wetlands, harm wildlife, and threaten an already delicate water quality. This is 
reckless and unacceptable. 

6. Intolerable Traffic Disruptions - Our island has only one way on and off: the ferry 
service operated by Palm Island Transit. Construction-related traffic already causes 
delays exceeding an hour. I recently experienced this firsthand due to ongoing hurricane 
repair work. Adding unnecessary infrastructure projects will create intolerable congestion 
and negatively impact residents’ quality of life. 
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John and Elaine Baird - Opposition Letter 

7. Maintenance and Emergency Failures - The plan requires grinder pumps at each 
home, which will corrode in our salt-air environment. What happens when one fails at 
night or a holiday or weekend, or when the ferry is not operating? How will homeowners 
address emergencies when private ownership means slower response times? 

8. Power Outages and Operational Risks - Frequent power outages already plague our 
area. A low-pressure sewer system requires electricity—-how are we expected to use basic 
sanitation if the power goes out? Will we now be forced to install generators? Will every 
lift station have one? These critical concerns have not been addressed. 

9. Violation of Property Rights - This proposal mandates a 15-foot easement on private 
property. That is an egregious overreach. Our property is not large, and losing 15 feet is 
absolutely unacceptable. This is an infringement on private landowners' rights. 

10. Unwanted Commercial Development - This sewer project is a clear setup for 
commercial expansion, increased urban sprawl, and destruction of our community’s 
unique character. We demand transparency: Who is pushing this project, and who 
stands to gain financially? This proposal is not in the best interest of residents—it is a 
play for profit at our expense. 

11. Zero Public Oversight - A privately owned utility means zero transparency. Residents 
will have no recourse when rates skyrocket, service fails, or maintenance is neglected. 
Publicly managed utilities ensure accountability—this for-profit scheme does not. 

This proposal is an unmitigated disaster for homeowners, the environment, and the integrity of 
our community. We urge the Florida Public Service Commission to reject Docket #20240032-
SU immediately. 

Sincerely, 

John and Elaine Baird 
241 Kettle Harbor Dr, Placida, FL 33946 
jbaird@steer4solutions.com 



Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Novak, Rick <rmnovak@uic.edu> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 11:25 AM 
Office of Commissioner Clark 
Docket #20240032 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioner Clark, 

I am writing as a home owner on Little Gasparilla Island to voice my 
strongest possible opposition to the above docket for a sewer system on 
the Bocilla barrier Islands. There is absolutely no need for this system as 
no problem exists with the current management of sewage on these islands 
and the overwhelming majority of homeowners oppose it. In the words of 
President Reagan, “ If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it”. This proposal is a 
money making scheme for the FOR PROFIT Environmental Utilities who 
have NO experience with such a system. The costs would be passed on to 
us owners and is estimated to cost each home owners in excess of 
$40,000, plus monthly fees once in place. They are proposing an outdated 
low pressure technology that Charlotte County won’t install any more 
because of the excessive cost to maintain. These have a high failure rate 
and spillage of raw sewage into our delicate island and intracoastal 
environment will be disastrous for wildlife, the fisheries and tourism. 
Construction fo this system will be very disruptive to the island residents. 
These are bridgeless islands and access is dependent on a ferry which does 
not operate on a regular schedule. If there is an emergency with the 
sewage system, access to repair it will be slow in arriving. 

This system will be an undue burden on homeowners: each homeowner 
will have to provide electric permits and service as well as a generator for 
the frequent power outages on the island. We would also have to give 
away 15’ of property for an easement. Also, there is no oversight for this 
project, no performance bond required and we have no single point of 
recourse in the event of cost overruns or project failure. 



Please do not impose this terrible project on the people of the Bocilla 
Islands and vote no again on this project. 

Sincerely, 

Rick Novak 
9498 Alborado Rd 
Little Gasparilia Island 
Placida, FL 33946 
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Antonia Hover 

From: sherry esch <eschsherry@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2025 10:55 AM 
To: Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 

Office of Commissioner Graham 
Subject: Docket #20240032-50 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Sir or Madame, 
I oppose this sewer application for the following reasons: 

1. We just replaced our entire septic system for a cost of over $20,000 and it works perfectly. We have no need 
for a sewer. 

2. The costs of a sewer would be excessive and many people would not be able to afford it. 

3. EU wants to use a low pressure system that has an excessive maintenance required and is outdated. 

4. We have had horrible traffic on the island due to Ian, Helene and Milton for the past few years and 
installation of the sewer system would only add to this congestion for years. 

5. Each homeowner would have to have electric permits and service, plumbing and a generator which only 
adds to the exorbitant costs. 

6. The required easements would need each owner to give a 15 foot easement that we could not build on, drive 
over or put anything permanent on. 

7. There is no performance bond required and we would have no recourse in the event of cost overruns or 
project failure. 

8. How will the grinder pump get emergency repairs after the ferry closes down? 

9. This sewer project will disrupt the natural wildlife habitats for years and years! 

Please DO NOT APPROVE THIS SEWER APPLICATION! 

Sherry Esch 

301 S. Gulf Blvd. 
Lots No. 427 and 428 
Placida, FL 33946 

440 454 0513 
eschsherry@gmail.com 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Mike G <miketothegreen@gmail.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 10:24 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear County Clerk, 

As a deeply concerned citizen and a property owner with multiple holdings on Don Pedro Island, 

I stand in staunch opposition to the approval of this application. 

My concern is that this will place undue financial burden on myself and the other residents of our beautiful 
island. Furthermore I am concerned this will pave the way for large development and zoning changes that will 
essentially result in a land grab by deep pocket corporations. 

After watching the hearing regarding the application submitted by Environmental Utilities, LLC for a certificate 
to provide wastewater service in Charlotte County, I am absolutely appalled by the mere suggestion that this 
application might be approved. They have no experience related to this field, no track record of success and lack 
the financial capability to recover from a failure of this system caused by a large storm surge which, as you 
know has been more frequent. I am concerned that the containment is insufficient to handle these increasing 
storms and would likely result in larger contamination than the current systems which have functioned well for 
decades. Their proposal does not even use the safest, most up to date system in terms of pressure which will 
cost more and perform poorly. 

My objections are not based on trivial preferences, but on a profound commitment to preserving the unique 
integrity of our barrier islands and protecting the well-being of our community. Let me state once again: I am 
vehemently opposed to this application for several critical, non-negotiable reasons: 

The financial implications of this project are staggering and unjust. Taxpayer dollars should never be used to 
fund poorly conceived projects that serve the private interests of a few at the expense of the greater community. 
Furthermore, the idea that property owners like myself would be saddled with the costs—both initial and 
ongoing—is completely unacceptable. In light of these irrefutable points, I demand that you reject this 
application in its entirety. 

In light of these compelling arguments, I implore you to uphold the principles of environmental stewardship and 
community welfare by unequivocally denying Environmental Utilities, LLC's application for wastewater 
service. Our collective future depends on responsible decision-making that prioritizes sustainability, integrity, 
and the preservation of our natural resources. 

Our community, our environment, and our collective future depend on decisions that prioritize responsible 
stewardship, respect for our natural resources, and the preservation of the unique qualities that make Don Pedro 
Island so special. Thank you for your time and attention to this urgent matter. I trust you will make the right 
decision, for our community and our environment. 
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Respectfully, 
Michael Green, MD 
13 Bayshore Circle 
17 Bayshore Circle 
Placida, FL 33946 

Regards, 

Mike Green 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Alice Chapman <akchapso@gmail.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 10:07 AM 
Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Graham; Office of Commissioner 
Passidomo Smith; Records Clerk 
Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Commissioners, 

As a resident of Palm Island, I strongly urge you to vote against permitting EU to be awarded the 
approval to provide a sewer system to our community. 

First, there is no need for this system. There has been no water testing or any evidence of 
need for sewer and there has not been any polling of the community for interest. Second, 
EU would be a private company running this instead of the county. The residents would 
not have any central oversight, there is no competition for EU, and no payment plans for 
the residents of Palm Island, if this was awarded. 

Third, this is being forced upon residents who have just experienced two major hurricanes 
in a short time period, and are just recovering from the major expense to repair 
their homes. The realistic estimated cost to the homeowner is over $40K up front! There 
will be no “pay-over-time”, no low-cost loans and no way to opt out. Not sure how I would 
even go about financing this project, I just got done using my savings to repair my home. 
I'm not taking a loan when I'm retired and living on fixed income. 

Fourth, EU wants to use a low-pressure systems, which Charlotte County won’t install any 
more because of the excessive maintenance they require. Why would you ever even 
consider permitting EU to do this inferior work? 

Fifth, The proposed sewer project will cause years of disruption and destroy natural 
wildlife habitats for decades. The island will never be the same! There is no performance 
bond required and we have no single point of recourse in the event of cost overruns or project 
failure. Your allowing EU to rob the residents of this island. 

Our small island cannot handle the difficulty and burden this would present to everyday life having 
our roads ripped up for many years, residents having to provide 15 ft of their property to install this 
system in which we cannot build anything, drive over or install anything permanent on this area of 
our land. Another burden to our residents. 

We will also have to buy a grinder pump for our homes which would be susceptible to our harsh 
salt air and therefore, require additional maintenance costs. Each homeowner will have to 
provide electric permits and service, plumbing and the system will need a generator to run 
in a power outage. Costs, Costs, Costs!!! 

i 



How will EU provide service after hours in an emergency? There is no performance bond required 
and we have no single point of recourse in the event of cost overruns or project failure. 

The financial burden to the residents is astronomical! You are not only causing financial strain, 
but ruining the lives of people who have worked their whole lives to have a private home. All so a 
private company can decide they want to make some money. Central sewer systems carry a 
greater risk of leaks compared to individual septic systems, potentially impacting larger 
areas and more properties. 

As our elected representatives, please listen to the concerned residents of Palm 
Island and understand our viewpoint. I strongly urge you to stand up for 
your supporters and 
vote NO toEu. 

Sincerely, 

Alice Chapman 
Michael Chapman 
179 N Gulf Blvd. 
Placida, FL 
Learn More 

Learn More 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Laura Luke <lukes4@comcast.net> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 9:45 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links, 
especially from unknown senders. 

Dear commissioners -

As a landowner, soon to be homeowner and possible future full-time residents of Don Pedro Island we are writing to 
once again express our strong opposition to the proposed sewer. There is no environmental need for this, and in fact the 
sewer construction will cause a great deal of damage to our pristine island and its protected wildlife like the tortoises. In 
addition the cost to us and other homeowners is excessive, and the project will cause years of disruption and traffic 
headaches at a time when the island cannot handle it due to the recent hurricane. We ask that you reject EU's proposal 
and close this matter for good. 

Sincerely, 

Chris and Laura Luke 
101 Bocilla Dr. 
773-230-9366 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

robert nistico <fireflyrobert1@gmail.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 9:41 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
Cyndi Nistico 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

We are writing to formally OPPOSE The wastewater proposal on Palm / Knight Island. 

Robert & Cynthia Nistico 
66 Palm Dr 
fi ref I vrobert 1 @qmail.com 

1. The group that is requesting to manage this is a convicted felon IN THE UTILITY space. 

2. They have NO EXPERIENCE in waste water disposal 

3. They are proposing an antiquated system that is 40 to 50K that homeowners are expected to pay 
and is being removed from other FL counties due to system leaks and failures. 

4. Need has yet to be determined by an impartial agency 

5. They are claiming that the residents support this ... COMPLETELY FALSE. I spoke at both 
meetings, the only 2 or 3 that were in favor were developers and/or connected to Jack Boyer. 

We are not quick to make assumptions, especially damaging ones without evidence, but something is 
dangerously wrong with this situation ... 90% of the residents do NOT want this ... 

Should there be an actual need, most will support this but it needs to slow down and be carefully 
thought out first. 

I deal with RFP's in my business ... and something is very wrong here and needs to slow down and 
be looked into. 

That's all we ask .... 

Thank you 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Wendy Carlton <wencarlton@gmail.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 9:38 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners: 

We are writing you once again to voice our concerns about putting a private sewer system on our barrier islands. 

1. We (island residents) have a private ferry service that is the only means of accessing our island. The costs for this 
service is very expensive. Although it does not apply to this docket, it is an example of where private companies, 
providing a service to the island becomes abhorrently expensive. 

2. There is no need for service as there has been no water testing directly around our island showing any problem. 
Their testing was from the other side of the state. Also, each community meeting and PSC meeting was met with 
community backlash and petition to stop this process from costing the local taxpayers AGAIN to fight this 
scheme. 

3. The system will cost my household $40,000 to install. On top of that I ALREADY HAVE this system that failed 
in the hurricanes, at my home. It is an INFERIOR solution. 

4. No competition, no opt-out provision, (if you already have one), and no structured payment plans. Their position 
is pay up or leave. 

5. I have a system very similar to the one being proposed and it is BAD, expensive to maintain, and fails with flood 
events. Overflooding is the thing that they say is the reason to have them installed. SIMPLY, it wont work. Other 
communities have REMOVED this system in our county because it is outdated. 

6. The impact on our fragile ecosystem on the islands would be horrendous. 
7. Our island does not have a traffic system that will support such an invasive installation process. 
8. There is no way for service to be performed on these systems from 10:30 PM to 6:30 AM. ( Ferry hours) 
9. Each homeowner will have to provide electric permits and service, plumbing and the system will need a generator 

to run in a power outage. 
10. Mandatory easement of 15 feet is being proposed WITHOUT JUST COMPENSATION. It is essentially a taking 

of property in my view. 
11. So many other faults with this proposal, NO BONDING REQUIREMENT, the company has never run one of 

these expensive systems and will just pass the increased costs onto the island homeowners. There is little if any 
oversight. 

12. Finally, for those of you at our hearings you saw first hand how many people took time out of their day. 
(evening), to speak to you, to show our support against the proposal. The opposition was easily 80% against the 
proposal, from my count. 

Thank you for you time and service. Please vote AGAINST Environmental Utility's project. 

Cordially 

Wendeline Carlton 
340 Bocilla Drive 
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Placida, FL 33946 
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Antonia Hover 

From: Art Knighten <captartknighten@icloud.com> 
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2025 9:05 AM 
To: Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of 

Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner Graham; Records Clerk 
Subject: Docket 20240032 -SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

As a full time resident of Don Pedro island I was very 
disappointed in your staffs recommendation to go forward 
with EU’s sewage treatment on the island. It seems obvious 
that the county commission is in cahoots with EU, making 
statements that have no factual relevance in the issue. They 
just want this done with no cost to the county. Not one 
commissioner came to the public meetings you held also 
they have not held one public meeting to hear the facts 
about the safety of our septic tanks and the cleanliness of 
our waters. 
The Charlotte County commission has been in cahoots and meeting privately with EU since before 2020 and 
not once with the residents of our island 

Please do not approve EU’s application , if you feel it necessary have each septic tank inspected as needed but 
at this point no one even the people paid by Jack have shown the need for these millions of dollars to be spent 
by the residents. 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Antonia Hover 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Sally B Johnson <sbjohnson3@gmail.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 9:02 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Commissioner.Fay@psc.state.fl; Office of 
Chairman La Rosa; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner 
Graham; bill.truex@charlottecountyfl.gov 
RE: Docket #20240032-SU 
20250320_1 64038.jpg; 202501 28_1 8264 1 .jpg 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

My husband and I live on Don Pedro Island. We have suffered thru 3 major hurricanes. These storms have 
caused significant damage. BUT. The one part of our life that was NOT affected, was our septic. All of our 
neighbors up and down our street had no problem with their septic. They were all working. 
Jack Boyer is out to make money off of this project. PERIOD. He is banking on having you turn over a gold 
mine to him. It's not needed! It would be truly terrifying if you grant approval to someone with no experience 
on a project of this size. 
We are all suffering financially from the hurricanes. Having our roads jack hammered, landscaping ripped 
up, the COST of placing these units on our property, is horrifying and unnecessary. 

In addition, at certain times, it now takes 1 to 3 hours to get on and off island due to the immense number of 
cars and workers coming over. Each barge takes 8 cars at a time. BUT, with large equiptment it can reduce it to 
2 cars per barge. To load vehicles, cross the intercoastal, and unload takes 15 to 20 minutes. See photo 
taken March 20th- taken 1/2 mile from the ferry. They waited many hours to get off the island. 
The expense, the intrusion on our lives, EU's proposed terrible system, and the fact that this is a horribly inept 
person who is asking for your approval, has us begging to have it be denied. 
PLEASE give our reasons, and the overwhelming number of residents who are against EU, the consideration 
they deserve- and PLEASE deny this sewer application. The second picture I've enclosed was taken during the 
hearings in January. This picture shows only one quarter of the room. Over the course of 2 days, hundreds of 
people were present to speak against EU; standing room only. PLEASE deny this application. 

Sally Johnson 
Dick Aulenti 
120 N Gulf Blvd 
Palm Island FL 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Peter Baur <panbaur@icloud.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 7:37 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner 
Graham; Office of Commissioner Clark 
Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 
I am the owner of the house at 31 Bayshore Circle on Palm Island, Placida, FL 33946. 

I am also a mechanical engineer who worked for BMW for several decades. As head of the Product Analysis department my 
task was to evaluate the field performance of state of the art safety technology. 

This letter is to express my grave concerns about the sewer system proposed by Environmental Utilities, LLC 
(EU). The Low Pressure Sewer System EU is trying to get permitted is proven to be susceptible to failure. 

A low-pressure sewer system (LPSS) has some downsides compared to gravity or vacuum sewer systems. Here are a few reasons why 
it has to be considered problematic: 

1. Dependency on Pumps - LPSS relies on grinder pumps at each property to move wastewater. If these pumps fail or 
lose power, sewage can back up into homes or cause overflows. 

2. Higher Maintenance Costs - Each home or business must maintain its own pump, leading to increased repair and 
replacement costs overtime. Municipalities also face ongoing maintenance issues. 

3. Vulnerability to Power Outages - Unlike gravity sewers, LPSS requires electricity to function. During storms or 
grid failures, the system can stop working, leading to service disruptions. 

4. Shorter Lifespan of Equipment - Grinder pumps and pressure pipes have a shorter lifespan than traditional gravity 
sewer components, leading to more frequent replacements and repairs. 

5. Potential for Clogs and Failures - Pumps can become clogged with debris, grease, or improper materials (like 
wipes), requiring expensive servicing. 

6. Higher Long-Term Costs - While LPSS can have a lower initial installation cost in certain areas, the long-term 
maintenance, replacement, and operational expenses often make it more expensive over time. 

There are counties which actually replace those type of system, i.e. Ruskin County where they replace the Low Pressure Sewer 
System for a more reliable Vacuum Sewer System. 

"This project will also replace the existing low-pressure sewer systems in the project area with more reliable sewer 
service. The existing systems are aging and becoming more susceptible to failures, are increasingly expensive to 
maintain, and are unreliable during power outages.” 
https://hcfl.qov/qovernment/septic-to-sewer-and-lpss-conversion-proiects/ruskin-and-wimauma-
septic-to-sewer-and-lpss-conversion-proiect/ruskin-project-information-area-a 

Tn summation, I am not against replacing septic systems and the installation of sewer systems if proven to be 
necessary but I am a strong opponent of a system with so many shortcomings like the EU suggested LPSS. 
Besides, a community service like a sewer system should be initiated and run by a county and not by a privately 
owned company. 

I ask you to deny EU’s permit as requested. 

Sincerely 
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Peten ̂ ^n 
Peter Baur 
31 Bayshore Cir. 
Placida, FL 33946 
201 960 6525 
panbaur@icloud.com 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Trish McCarty <trishmccarty9@gmail.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 7:35 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION; This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Good morning commissioners 

I'm writing to respectfully request that you vote to deny the sewer application fo Palm, Don Pedro & Knight 
Islands. We do not want nor need a sewer system on these islands and we are completely against the application 
for sewers. Imagine someone coming to your neighborhood and your home and telling you that you have to 
have something you don't want, don't need, that isn't better and you have to pay a high price for it. Again, please 
deny the sewer application. 

Kind regards 
Trish Fichter-McCarty 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Pat Carlton <pat@4cpartners.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 7:25 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
Dear Commissioners: 

We are writing you once again to voice our concerns about putting a private sewer system on our barrier islands. 

1. We already have a private ferry service that is the only means of accessing our island. The costs for this service is 
very expensive. Although it does not apply to this docket, it is an example of where private companies, providing 
a service to the island becomes abhorrently expensive. 

2. There is no need for service as there has been no water testing directly around our island showing any problem. 
Their testing was from the other side of the state. Also, each community meeting and PSC meeting was met with 
community backlash and petition to stop this process from costing the local taxpayers AGAIN to fight this 
scheme. 

3. The system will cost my household $40,000 to install. On top of that I ALREADY HAVE this system that failed 
in the hurricanes, at my home. It is an INFERIOR solution. 

4. No competition, no opt-out provision, (if you already have one), and no structured payment plans. Their position 
is pay up or leave. 

5. I have a system very similar to the one being proposed and it is BAD, expensive to maintain, and fails with flood 
events. Overflooding is the thing that they say is the reason to have them installed. SIMPLY, it wont work. Other 
communities have REMOVED this system in our county because it is outdated. 

6. The impact on our fragile ecosystem on the islands would be horrendous. 
7. Our island does not have a traffic system that will support such an invasive installation process. 
8. There is no way for service to be performed on these systems from 10:30 PM to 6:30 AM. ( Ferry hours) 
9. Each homeowner will have to provide electric permits and service, plumbing and the system will need a generator 

to run in a power outage. 
10. Mandatory easement of 15 feet is being proposed WITHOUT JUST COMPENSATION. It is essentially a taking 

of property in my view. 
11. So many other faults with this proposal, NO BONDING REQUIREMENT, the company has never run one of 

these expensive systems and will just pass the increased costs onto the island homeowners. There is little if any 
oversight. 

12. Finally, for those of you at our hearings you saw first hand how many people took time out of their day. 
(evening), to speak to you, to show our support against the proposal. The opposition was easily 80% against the 
proposal, from my count. 

Thank you for you time and service. Please vote AGAINST Environmental Utility's project. 

Cordially 

Pat Carlton 
340 Bociila Drive 
Placida, FL 33946 



Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Michelle Brown <shellybrown091@gmail.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 6:03 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-5 U 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 

I am writing to express my strong opposition to EU’s proposed central sewer system for our island community. 
This project is not only unnecessary but also financially burdensome, environmentally destructive, and 
technologically flawed. I urge you to deny EU’s proposal for the following reasons: 

1. No Demonstrated Need - There has been no water quality testing or scientific evidence presented to justify 
the need for a sewer system. Implementing such a drastic and costly project without clear justification is 
irresponsible. Additionally, the overwhelming majority of folks that spoke at the January service hearings were 
strongly opposed (with the exception of those that had financial interest or were related to the applicant), yet 
this proposal is being pushed forward without our consent. Since there’s no scientific evidence this is needed 
and the overwhelming majority of residents (again, other than those related to the applicant or those with a 
financial interest), why is this being considered? 

2. Excessive Cost to Homeowners - The estimated upfront cost for each homeowner exceeds $40,000. As the 
overwhelming majority of folks mentioned during the January service hearings, we are opposed and do not 
want/need this. Would you like to be forced to pay for something you and your neighbors have made it clear 
that you don't need? 

3. Use of Outdated Technology - EU plans to install a low-pressure sewer system—an outdated technology 
that Charlotte County itself no longer installs due to excessive maintenance requirements. It is unreasonable to 
saddle our community with an inferior system that even the county has deemed unfit. Is it not a red flag that the 
EU is suggesting equipment that Charlotte County considered unsuitable? 

4. Environmental Destruction - The construction process will cause years of disruption and irreversibly 
damage our island’s fragile ecosystem. Natural wildlife habitats will be destroyed, and the character of our 
island will be permanently altered. The environmental cost of this project is far too great. Is it worth destroying 
the environment and essentially extorting millions of dollars from island residents to stuff the pockets of the 
inexperienced EU? 

This sewer proposal lacks justification, places an undue financial burden on residents, relies on outdated 
technology, and threatens our island’s environment. I strongly urge you to deny EU’s application and recognize 
the voices of the overwhelming majority of our island. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Michelle Brown 
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230 Bocilla Drive (Don Pedro Island) 
727-710-0747 
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Antonia Hover 

Subject: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Robby Anderson <robby.anderson13@yahoo.com> 
Monday, March 24, 2025 5:20 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-5U 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 

I hope this letter finds you well. I am writing to express my concerns regarding the proposed central sewer system project for Don 
Pedro Island, Knight Island, and Little Gasparilla Island. As a resident of this community, I strongly believe that the project, as 
currently proposed, is not in the best interest of our environment, economy, and the well-being of our residents. Therefore, I 
respectfully urge you and your colleagues to please decline the proposed implementation of the central sewer system. 

There are several critical reasons why I believe this project should not move forward: 

1. Environmental Impact 

One of the primary concerns with the proposed central sewer system is the potential for significant negative environmental 
consequences. The installation of such a system could lead to the disruption of our precious local ecosystems. The construction 
process would involve damaging excavation and the alteration of natural habitats. This not only threatens biodiversity but may also 
risk contamination of our water sources should the system fail during a long-term power outage cause by the storms our barrier island 
is prone to. 

Moreover, we rely on individual septic systems, which are far more sustainable and environmentally friendly when properly 
maintained. A large-scale central sewer system could ultimately exacerbate pollution issues rather than resolve them. 

2. High Costs and Economic Burden 

The financial impact of implementing a central sewer system is another critical issue. The cost of installation and maintenance would 
be substantial, and this project will have a significant financial impact for all of us islanders who are already burdened financially by 
the recent hurricanes that have severely damaged our homes on the island. The fact this is being forced upon is feels wrong. The 
proposed fees are extremely high for a project that an overwhelming majority of islanders OPPOSE. For many in our community, 
especially those on fixed incomes, this could become an unbearable financial burden. 

Furthermore, the central sewer system may not be necessary for our community at this time, as residents currently use private septic 
systems that function adequately. The proposed system would essentially require significant investments in infrastructure where it will 
not provide enough tangible benefits to justify the costs. 

3. Disruption to the Community 

The construction of a central sewer system would create significant disruptions to daily life. Roads may need to be tom up, the ferry 
lines will be outrageous and daily activities will be significantly impacted. 

Additionally, the project could result in a loss of property value as residents face the inconvenience of construction and potential 
changes to the character of our special and fragile island. This could lead to discontent among property owners, as well as an overall 
decline in the quality of life for those who live here. 

4. Lack of Community Consensus 
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The lack of widespread community consensus about this initiative is troubling, and it is essential that local residents are consulted and 
engaged before making a decision that will impact their lives for decades to come. Majority of residents are not convinced that this is 
the best course of action, and without their full support, the project may only foster division within the community. 

In conclusion, while I understand the desire to improve infrastructure, I firmly believe that the proposed central sewer system is not 
the right solution for our community. Its environmental, economic, and social implications are far-reaching and potentially harmful, 
and I urge you to decline EU's application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 
Captain Rob Anderson 
230 Bocilla Drive 
(813) 774-1513 
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Antonia Hover 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

makboland@twc.com 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 11:29 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
Alex.Rizzo@flhouse.gov; Griff.Griffitts@flhouse.gov; Dan.Daley@flhouse.gov; 
dean.black@flhouse.gov; Daryl.Campbell@flhouse.gov; Mike.Caruso@flhouse.gov; -
ryan.chamberlin@flhouse.gov; Nan.Cobb@flhouse.gov; lisa.dunkley@flhouse.gov; 
ashley.gantt@flhouse.gov; anne.gerwig@flhouse.gov; 
Peggy.Gossettseidman@flhouse.gov; rita.harris@flhouse.gov; 
jeff.holcomb@flhouse.gov; chad.johnson@flhouse.gov; kim.kendall@flhouse.gov; 
Kiyan.Michael@flhouse.gov; John.Temple@flhouse.gov 
Docket #20240032-SU -Charlotte Couty 
2025.03.20 Commisioner report.pdf 

Importance: High 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

I am requesting that the commissioners of Charlotte County deny the from Environmental Utilities, LLC from 
forcing the for profit “service” on the resident on the Bocilla chain of islands (starts on page 7 of the 
attachment). 

Dear Charlotte County Commissioners (and courtesy copied House Representatives), 

I am submitting this on behalf of my father, John W. Adler (I am the trustee of 250 N Gulf Blvd. 
33946). I also have power of attorney to speak on his behalf; and am in transition to permanent residency in 
Florida. I am blind copying my family members that are also homeowners on Palm Island/Knight Island/Don 
Pedro. 

There have clearly been more pressing matters (financially and mentally) for residents and homeowners 
than sewage disposal lines and “services” in regards to a for-profit company thus creating more uncertainty, 
stress and instability for the residents still recovering from two natural disasters. 

Moreover, and more importantly is the long-term damage it with do the ecosystem. I am courtesy 
copying those in the house which have passed the Brevard Barrier bill ALERT - Brevard Barrier Island 
Protection Bill Signed Into Law! - Sea Turtle Conservancy. 

Any movement forward should be stopped as there is pending legislation on HB 4077 
(https://www.billtrack50,com/billdetail/1851020). Should you choose not to deny this application I am 
personally prepared to file an injunction. 

The homeowners of Palm Island do not want the service nor find it necessary for this for-profit 
project. Please also reference this: 2025 Statutes 0259.1055 I Florida House of Representatives . The 
“greenest infrastructure” is not burying pipes at or below sea level only to fail during a flood like what 
witnessed and personally experienced with Helene and Milton with the entire island. Should each 
individual have not used personal septic tanks during the most recent hurricanes it would have created a 
Biblical flood of human waste on the island; something much more news worthy than an isolated incident 
of someone that didn’t maintain a septic tank. 
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We as all other private homeowners are in support of the denial of Environmental Utilities, LLC 
permit. We last serviced our tank in late 2023, we have a properly maintained septic tank regularly 
(same one since 1981); we have no need for this Environmental Utilities plan. 

Lastly, while the PDF was shared on an email (attachment above) citing specifically Attachment A 
referenced on page 8 and the schedule 4 referenced on page 8 issue 11 recommendation and schedule 5 (page 9 
issue 14, recommendation). These were not shared with the subscribers that requested full disclosure from the 
committee. Can you please share the attachments in an effort for full disclosure/transparency? 

Sincerely, 
Kathleen Adler Boland 
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

COMMISSION CONFERENCE AGENDA 
CONFERENCE DATE AND TIME: Tuesday, April 1, 2025, 9:30 a.m. 

LOCATION: Betty Easley Conference Center, Joseph P. Cresse Hearing Room 148 

DATE ISSUED: March 20, 2025 

NOTICE 
Persons affected by Commission action on certain items on this agenda may be allowed to address the 
Commission, either informally or by oral argument, when those items are taken up for discussion at this 
conference. These items are designated by double asterisks (**) next to the item number. 

To participate informally, affected persons need only appear at the conference and request the opportunity to 
address the Commission on an item listed on the agenda. Informal participation is not permitted: (1) on 
dispositive motions and motions for reconsideration; (2) when a recommended order is taken up by the 
Commission; (3) in a rulemaking proceeding after the record has been closed; or (4) when the Commission 
considers a post-hearing recommendation on the merits of a case after the close of the record. The 
Commission allows informal participation at its discretion in certain types of cases (such as declaratory 
statements and interim rate orders) in which an order is issued based on a given set of facts without hearing. 
See Florida Administrative Code Rules 25-22.0021 (agenda conference participation) and 25-22.0022 (oral 
argument). 

Conference agendas, staff recommendations, vote sheets, and transcripts are available online at 
https://www.floridansc.com. by selecting Conferences & Meeting Agendas and Commission Conferences of 
the FPSC. An official vote of "move staff1 denotes that the Item's recommendations were approved. 

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, persons needing a special accommodation to 
participate at this proceeding should contact the Office of Commission Clerk no later than five days prior to 
the conference at 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 or 850-413-6770 (Florida 
Relay Service, 1-800-955-8770 Voice or 1-800-955-8771 TDD). Assistive Listening Devices are available 
upon request from the Office of Commission Clerk, Gerald L. Gunter Building, Room 152. 

The Commission Conference has a live video broadcast the day of the conference, which is available from 
the FPSC website. Upon completion of the conference, the archived video will be available from the website 
by selecting Conferences & Meeting Agendas, then Audio and Video Event Coverage. 

EMERGENCY CANCELLATION OF CONFERENCE: If a named storm or other disaster requires 
cancellation of the Conference, Commission staff will attempt to give timely notice. Notice of cancellation 
will be provided on the Commission’s website (https://www.floridasc.com) under the Hot Topics link on the 
home page. Cancellation can also be confirmed by calling the Office of Commission Clerk at 850-413-6770. 

If you have any questions, contact the Office of Commission Clerk at 850-413-6770 or 
Clerkfy.psc.state.fl.us . 
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Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1,2025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

1**PAA Docket No. 20240155-EI - Petition for approval of accounting treatment for the transfer 
of proportional share of Plant Daniel Units 1 and 2 to Mississippi Power Company, by 
Florida Power & Light Company. 

Critical Date(s): None 

Commissioners Assigned: All Commissioners 
Prehearing Officer: Fay 

Staff: AFD: Mason, Norris, Vogel 
ECO: Galloway, Wu 
ENG: Davis, Ellis, King 
GCL: Stiller, J. Crawford 

Issue 1: Is FPL’s proposed transfer of its 50 percent ownership in Units 1 and 2 to MPC 
reasonable and cost-effective? 
Recommendation: Yes. The PSA between FPL and MPC transferring FPL’s 50 percent 
ownership in Units 1 & 2 to MPC should be approved as the PSA appears cost-effective. 
Issue 2: Should the Commission approve FPL's request to create regulatory assets 
representing its payment to MPC? 
Recommgndation; Yes, the Commission should approve FPL's request to create a 
regulatory asset, in the amount of $31.04 million, representing the base rate portion of the 
transfer price and allow recovery to begin when base rates are next reset. The 
Commission should also authorize the creation of a separate regulatory asset, in the 
amount of $4.98 million, representing the portion that would have been recovered 
through the ECRC, to be recovered through the ECRC beginning January 1, 2026. Both 
regulatory assets should be amortized over a period of 10 years. Furthermore, staff 
recommends allowing FPL to begin recovery at its next base rate reset, which has been 
filed as Docket No. 2025001 1-EI, with a recovery period of 10 years, as well as earn a 
return on the unamortized asset balance at the Company’s overall weighted average cost 
of capital. 
Issue 3: Should the Commission approve FPL's request to continue recovering eligible 
pre-closing environmental costs through the ECRC? 
Recommendation; Yes, the Commission should approve FPL's request to continue 
recovering eligible environmental costs incurred through the closing date of the PSA 
through the ECRC. 
Issue 4: Should FPL be permitted to accrue Units 1 & 2 dismantlement costs in base 
rates until the annual accrual is next reset with the support of a dismantlement study? 
Recommendation: Yes. Staff recommends approval of FPL’s request to continue to 
accrue its proportionate share of dismantlement costs associated with Plant Daniel Units 
1 & 2 in base rates. 



Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1,2025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

1**PAA Docket No. 20240155-EI - Petition for approval of accounting treatment for the transfer 
of proportional share of Plant Daniel Units 1 and 2 to Mississippi Power Company, by 
Florida Power & Light Company. 

(Continued from previous page) 

Issue 5: Should this docket be closed? 
Recommendation: If no protest is filed by a person whose substantial interests are 
affected within 21 days of the issuance of the Order, this docket should be closed upon 
the issuance of a Consummating Order. 
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Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1, 2025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

2 Docket No. 20250011-EI - Petition for rate increase by Florida Power & Light 
Company. 

Critical Date(s): 04/29/2025 (60-day Suspension Date) 

Commissioners Assigned: All Commissioners 
Prehearing Officer: La Rosa 

Staff: AFD: Norris 
ECO: Hampson 
GCL: Stiller, Sparks 

(Tariff Suspension - PArticipation is at the Commission's Discretion) 
Issue 1: Should Florida Power & Light Company's request for a $1.55 billion permanent 
rate increase effective January 1, 2026, a $927 million permanent increase effective 
January 1, 2027, SoBRAs of approximately $296 million and $266 million for 2028 and 
2029, respectively, and the associated tariff revisions be suspended pending a final 
decision in this docket? 
Recommendation; Yes. The $1.55 billion permanent rate increase effective January 1, 
2026, a $927 million permanent rate increase effective January 1, 2027, SoBRAs of 
approximately $296 million and $266 million for 2028 and 2029, respectively, and the 
associated tariff revisions should be suspended pending a final decision in this docket. 
Issue 2: Should this docket be closed? 
Recommendation: No, this docket should remain open to process the Company’s 
revenue increase request. 
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Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1,2025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

3**PAA Docket No. 20240117-WU - Application for grandfather certificate to operate water 
utility in Citrus County by Hash Utilities, LLC. (Forest Hills Water System) 

Critical Date(s): None 

Commissioners Assigned: All Commissioners 
Prehearing Officer: Clark 

Staff: ENG: M. Watts, Ramos, Smith II 
AFD: Bardin, Sewards 
ECO: Bruce, Chambliss 
GCL: Farooqi 

(Proposed Agency Action for Issues 2-4) 
Issue 1: Should Hash Utilities, LLC’s application for a grandfather water certificate in 
Citrus County for its Forest Hills water system be acknowledged? 
Recommendation: Yes. Forest Hills’ application should be acknowledged and the 
Utility should be issued Certifícate No. 687-W, effective May 28, 2024, to serve the 
territory described in Attachment A. The resultant order should serve as Forest Hills’ 
certificate and should be retained by the Utility. 
Issue 2: What rates, charges, and deposits should be approved for Forest Hills Utilities, 
LLC? 
Recommendation: Of the Utility’s rates, charges, and deposits that were in effect when 
Citrus County transferred jurisdiction to the Commission, only the rates, charges, and 
initial customer deposit shown on Schedule No. 1 are appropriate and should be 
approved. The rates, charges, and initial customer deposit shown in Schedule No. 1 
should be effective for services rendered or connections made on or after the stamped 
approval date on the tariff sheets. The Utility should be required to charge the approved 
rates, charges and initial customer deposit shown in Schedule No. 1 until authorized to 
change them by the Commission in a subsequent proceeding. 
Issue 3: What are the appropriate miscellaneous service charges for Forest Hills 
Utilities, LLC? 
Recommendation: The appropriate miscellaneous service charges shown on Table 3-2 
should be approved. The Utility should be required to file a proposed customer notice to 
reflect the Commission-approved charges. The approved charges should be effective for 
service rendered or connections made on or after the stamped approval date on the tariff 
sheet pursuant to Rule 25-30.475, F.A.C. In addition, the tariff sheets will be approved 
upon staffs verification that the tariffs are consistent with the Commission’s decision and 
that the proposed customer notice is adequate. 
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Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1,2.025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

3**PAA Docket No. 20240117-WU - Application for grandfather certifícate to operate water 
utility in Citrus County by Hash Utilities, LLC. (Forest Hills Water System) 

(Continued from previous page) 

Issue 4: Did Forest Hills bill the appropriate rates pursuant to Citrus County Final Order 
23-03, and, if not, what is the appropriate action? 
Recommendation: The Utility did not bill the appropriate rates pursuant to Citrus 
County Final Order 23-03. Staff recommends that a docket be opened to investigate 
improper billing practices and determine the appropriate action. 
Issue 5: Should this docket be closed? 
Recommendation: If no person whose substantial interests are affected by the proposed 
agency action portion of this recommendation files a protest within 21 days of the 
issuance of the order, a consummating order should be issued. The docket should remain 
open for staffs verification that the revised tariff sheets have been filed by the Utility and 
approved by staff. Once this action is complete, this docket should be closed 
administratively. 

-5-



Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1,2025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

4** Docket No. 20240118-SU - Application for grandfather certificate to operate wastewater 
utility in Columbia County, by Kirby D. Morgan, Inc. 

Critical Date(s): None 

Commissioners Assigned: All Commissioners 
Prehearing Officer: Clark 

Staff: ENG: Lewis, Ramos 
AFD: Bardin, Cicchetti, Norris, Sewards 
ECO: Sibley, Bruce 
GCL: Thompson, J. Crawford 

Issue 1: Should Kirby D. Morgan, Inc.’s application for grandfather wastewater 
certificate in Columbia County be acknowledged? 
Recommendation; Yes. Kirby Morgan’s application should be acknowledged and the 
Utility should be issued Certificate No. 586-S, effective May 16, 2024, to serve the 
territory described in Attachment A of staffs memorandum dated March 20, 2025. The 
resultant order should serve as Kirby Morgan’s certificate and should be retained by the 
Utility. 
Issue 2: What rates and charges should be approved for Kirby D. Morgan, Inc.? 
Recommendation: The Utility’s monthly rates that were in effect when the County 
transferred jurisdiction to the Commission, shown on Schedule No. 1, should be 
approved. The Utility has no miscellaneous service charges. The rates should be effective 
for service rendered on or after the stamped approval date on the tariff sheets pursuant to 
Rule 25-30.475, F.A.C. The Utility should be required to charge the approved rates until 
authorized to change them by this Commission in a subsequent proceeding. 
Issue 3: Should this docket be closed? 
Recommendation: Yes. Since there are no pending issues in this docket, the docket 
should be closed upon the issuance of the final order. 
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Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1,2025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

5 Docket No. 20240032-SU - Application for certificate to provide wastewater service in 
Charlotte County by Environmental Utilities, LLC. 

Critical Date(s): 04/29/25 (90 days under Section 120.569(2)(l), Florida Statutes, to 
render final order following administrative hearing) 

Commissioners Assigned: Graham, Clark, Passidomo Smith 
Prehearing Officer: Passidomo Smith 

Staff: ENG: M. Watts, King, Ramirez-Abundez, Ramos, Smith II 
AFD: Norris, Przygocki, Sewards 
ECO: Bruce, Sibley 
GCL: Dose, J. Crawford, Thompson 

(Post Hearing Decision - Participation is Limited to Commissioners and Staff) 
Issue 1: Has Environmental Utilities, LLC met the filing and noticing requirements 
pursuant to Rules 25-30.030 and 25-30.033, Florida Administrative Code? 
Recommendation: Yes. The Utility properly notified potential customers of its 
application and met the noticing requirements of Rule 25-30.030, F.A.C. The application 
meets all other requirements of Rule 25-30.033, F.A.C. 
Issue 2: Is there a need for service in Environmental Utilities, LLC’s proposed service 
territory? 
Recommendation: Yes. The Utility has provided the four items, required by Rule 25-
30.033(l)(k), F.A.C., an applicant must provide to demonstrate a need for service, 
including requests for service from existing property owners and potential developers. In 
addition, a resolution adopted by the Charlotte County Board of County Commissioners 
affirming a need for service was provided. 
Issue 3; Is Environmental Utilities, LLC’s application consistent with Charlotte 
County’s Comprehensive Plan and/or Sewer Master Plan? 
Recommendation: EU’s application does not appear to be consistent with the County’s 
Comprehensive Plan but does appear to be consistent with the Sewer Master Plan. 
However, the County’s Resolution establishes support for EU’s application, and the 
Commission is not bound by Charlotte County’s Comp Plan or Sewer Master Plan. 
Issue 4: Will the certification of Environmental Utilities, LLC result in the creation of a 
utility which will be in competition with or duplication of any other system? 
Recommendation: No. There are no other wastewater service providers in or near the 
area who are willing or able to provide wastewater service to the proposed service 
territory. 
Issue 5: Does Environmental Utilities, LLC have the financial ability to serve the 
requested territory? 
Recommendation: Yes, the Utility has the financial ability to serve the requested 
territory. 
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Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1,2025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

5 Docket No. 20240032-SU - Application for certificate to provide wastewater service in 
Charlotte County by Environmental Utilities, LLC. 

(Continued from previous page) 

Issue 6; Does Environmental Utilities, LLC have the technical ability to serve the 
requested territory? 
Recommendation: Yes, EU demonstrated that, with the retention of outside 
professionals for the construction and operations of its system, it has the technical ability 
to serve the requested territory. 
Issue 7; Will Environmental Utilities, LLC have sufficient plant capacity to serve the 
requested territory? 
Recommendation: Yes. The Bulk Sewer Treatment Agreement (Agreement) with 
Charlotte County reserves adequate capacity to serve the proposed service territory and 
demonstrates that EU has planned for the estimated needs of the proposed service area. 
Issue 8: Has Environmental Utilities, LLC provided evidence that it has continued use of 
the land upon which the utility treatment facilities are or will be located? 
Recommendation: Wastewater treatment will occur pursuant to a Bulk Service 
Agreement. As such, the Utility does not own or operate the treatment facilities and 
evidence of continued use of the land is not required or applicable in this instance. 
Issue 9: Is it in the public interest for Environmental Utilities, LLC to be granted a 
wastewater certificate for the territory proposed in its application? 
Recommendation: Yes. Based on the recommendations in Issues 1 through 8, it is in the 
public interest to grant the Utility Certificate No. 585-S to provide wastewater service to 
the territory described in Attachment A. 
Issue 10: What is the appropriate return on equity for Environmental Utilities, LLC? 
Recommendation: The appropriate return on equity (ROE) is 8.66 percent with a range 
of plus or minus 100 basis points. 
Issue 11: What are the appropriate rates and rate structures for Environmental Utilities, 
LLC? 
Recommendation: Staffs recommended wastewater rates, shown on Schedule No. 4, 
should be approved. The Utility’s proposal to include a repression adjustment should be 
denied; therefore, the staff-recommended rates shown on Schedule No. 4 do not include a 
repression adjustment. The rates should be effective for services rendered or connections 
made on or after the stamped approval date on the tariff sheets, pursuant to Rule 25-
30.475, F.A.C. The Utility should be required to charge the approved rates until 
authorized to change them by the Commission in a subsequent proceeding. 
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Agenda for 
Commission Conference 
April 1,2025 

ITEM NO. CASE 

5 Docket No. 20240032-SU - Application for certificate to provide wastewater service in 
Charlotte County by Environmental Utilities, LLC. 

(Continued from previous page) 

Issue 12: What are the appropriate initial customer deposits for Environmental Utilities, 
LLC? 
Recommendation: The appropriate initial customer deposit is $318 for wastewater for 
the residential 5/8 inch x 3/4 inch meter size. The initial customer deposits for all other 
residential meter sizes and all general service meter sizes should be two times the average 
estimated bill. The approved customer deposits should be effective for connections made 
on or after the stamped approval date on the tariff sheets pursuant to Rule 25-30.475, 
F.A.C. The Utility should be required to collect the approved initial customer deposits 
until authorized to change them by the Commission in a subsequent proceeding. 
Issue 13: What are the appropriate miscellaneous service charges for Environmental 
Utilities, LLC? 
Recommendation: The appropriate miscellaneous service charges are shown on 
Schedule No. 5 and should be approved. The Utility should file revised tariff sheets and a 
proposed customer notice to reflect the Commission-approved charges. The approved 
charges should be effective for services rendered on or after the stamped approval date on 
the tariff sheet provided customers have received notice pursuant to Rule 25-30.475(1), 
F.A.C. The Utility should provide proof of noticing within 10 days of rendering the 
approved notice. 
Issue 14: What are the appropriate service availability charges for Environmental 
Utilities, LLC? 
Recommendation: The appropriate service availability charges are shown on Schedule 
No. 5 and should be approved. In addition, the Utility’s proposed service availability 
policy should be approved. The approved charges and policy should be effective for 
connections made on or after the stamped approval date on the tariff sheets pursuant to 
Rule 25-30.475, F.A.C. EU should be required to collect its approved service availability 
charges until authorized to change them by the Commission in a subsequent proceeding. 
Issue 15: Should this docket be closed? 
Recommendation: This docket should be closed. 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Susanne Stubbs <suzstubbs93@gmail.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 7:23 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Commissioners, 

Based upon your prior recommendation in 2024, we have demonstrated an overwhelming opposition from 
within the community. In my opinion, and that of the 104 attendees + the 440 previous emails sent in 2025, the 
following facts still exist: 

• No demonstrated need for service 
• Excessive cost 
• Private utilities are set up for disaster 
• Outdated technology 
• Destroyed habitats and damage to environment will ensue 
• Unrealistic traffic, congestion will occur 
• Difficulty maintaining emergency situations 
• Ill-equipped designs for maintenance and usage of such an antiquated system 
• Extreme difficulty in acquiring easements 
• Development no homeowner is interested in enduring 
• No governmental oversight 

As you fully know, we have suffered numerous hurricanes recently and still trying to complete repairs from Ian 
let alone last fall's hurricanes. Our large sand piles on S Gulf were just somewhat cleared by the county 5 -1/2 
months after Milton, still much more to do AND no sand dunes. Our current septic system works fantastically 
and naturally. Please! We do not need the added stress of heavy equipment as we are trying to recover let alone 
the financial burden. We are full time island residents working in the educational industry. We do not have 
another home. How many years will the process take? Please continue to do the right thing and vote to deny 
this sewer application. It is not the right time nor the correct/best application for the Bocilla Islands. 

Respectfully, 

Susanne M Stubbs 
Resident/Tax Payer/Voter 
352 South Gulf Blvd 
Placida, FL 33946 
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Antonia Hover 

Subject: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

David Stubbs <david@DavidStubbsDesign.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 6:50 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE: docket number 20240032 - SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Commissioners, 

Based upon your prior recommendation in 2024, we have demonstrated an overwhelming opposition of the 
community. On the other hand, the application is not proved the following factors in my educated opinion. 

• No demonstrated need for service. 
• Excessive cost 
• Private utilities are set up for disaster 
• Outdated technology 
• Destroy habitats and damage environment 
• Unrealistic traffic, congestion 
• Difficulty maintaining emergency situations 
• Equip designs for maintenance and usage of such an antiquated system 
• Extreme difficulty in acquiring easements 
• Development no homeowner is interested in 
• no governmental oversight 

Please continue to do the right thing and vote to deny the sewer application. No one wins. 

Respectfully, 

David A Stubbs II 
Resident/Tax Payer 
352 South Gulf Blvd 
Placida, FL 33946 

706.338.3204 
www.DavidStubbsDesign.com 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Meighan Kerr <meighank@coloradomaterialsinc.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 6:10 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
Dear Government Representatives 

I am writing one more time to implore you to please deny the application by Environmental Utilities to install 
sewer service to the bridgeless barrier islands in Charlotte County. 

We do not want, nor do we need these sewer services. The fact that a couple of developers who do not live on 
the island and the friends and family of the owners of Environmental Utilities want this sewer is not 
representative of the vast majority of island residents who are adamantly opposed to it. We have been shown no 
proof at all that our septic tanks are causing any kind of environmental problem in the area, and we are happy 
with our current system. Our current systems work when we have power outages, which are more and more 
common and last much longer than power outages on the mainland. We need to be able to use our sewer 
systems during these power outages. 

The cost that Environmental Utilities estimates is ridiculously low for any type of construction on the island and 
shows that they do not understand the limits that arise when it comes to getting materials and labor onto the 
island. Furthermore, we have no control at all over what these costs end up being and Environmental Utilities 
has no reason to try to minimize these costs for us as none of the costs are being borne by them even though all 
of the profits will be recognized by them. This is an unnecessary cost to us homeowners, both in the 
construction and in the ongoing monthly fees where we currently do not have any. 

Our islands are suffering from four hurricanes in three years. Traffic is already drastically increased due to the 
large number of contractors that are required while we try desperately to rebuild our community. The last thing 
we need or have the bandwidth to deal with is another huge capital expenditure and another full crew of 
workers and trucks trying to get on and off of the island every day. Our community, our wildlife, and our 
infrastructure (except for our septic systems, which are overwhelmingly okay after these storms) have been 
decimated and we are struggling to get back to some sense of normalcy. Please do not make this harder, more 
expensive, and take longer than it already is going to. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. Please feel free to contact me if you would like any additional 
information. 

Thank you, and have a great day! 

Meighan Kerr, CPA 
Controller 
CFO 
Colorado Materials, Inc 
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Antonia Hover 

From: cori.palmere <cori.palmere@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, March 23, 2025 5:1 3 PM 
To: Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 

commissioner.Grahm@psc.state.fl.us 
Subject: Docket # 20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 
My husband Jim and I are homeowners on Don Pedro Island. 
I began the first draft of this email while sitting in line on the mainland waiting for the ferry to take me back to 
the island after a Dr. appointment. I have been waiting for an hour and will probably wait another 45 minutes or 
so. You see, because of the construction equipment needed to repair homes on the island as a result of the past 
2 hurricanes, the line for the ferry is very long. If I have to leave the island starting at 3:00 or so, I need to plan 
on the same length of waiting time. I am not complaining. My neighbors and I must get these repairs done and 
that takes people and equipment. This is the reality of living on an island that requires a ferry to transport the 
cars. Why am I sharing this? I want you to get a sense of what life is like on our island. Why we choose to live 
here. I cannot even imagine the traffic that would be caused by the equipment needed for installation of a sewer 
system. But this is secondary to the facts of the issue at hand. 

I am frankly shocked that the staff report to the PSC is recommended granting the certification to 
Environmental Utilities for central sewer. I was one of the 200+ island residents who spoke recently in 
opposition of the EU's application for Central Sewer. I based my opposition on facts. I am truly suspicious of 
how fair and balanced evaluation of the facts of this case has been arrived upon by the staff of the PSC. 

Fact: EU has NO experience building a central sewer system. 
>Would you hire someone to do a major renovation for your home, for example, with NO home renovation 
experience? 

Fact: The community residents have never been polled to find if there is support for a central sewer system for 
our island. 
>Over 200 people came out to speak against the proposal in January. Why is the overwhelming opposition 
being ignored? 

Fact: The estimated cost to the homeowner is over $40,000 with NO pay-over-time option, NO low interest 
loans and NO WAY to opt out. 
>Could you afford a $40,000 expenses like that? MANY people on our island can not. 

Fact: EU is a private, for-profit company. There is no competition to help keep costs down and no central 
oversight. 
>Again, would you hire someone for your home renovation without getting multiple bids and an agreed upon 
contract of the cost? Would it be fair for you to be told mid project that it was going to cost more? 

Fact: EU plans to install outdated technology that requires excessive maintenance. Even Charlotte County won't 
install this type of low pressure system anymore. 
<Outdated technology?? 
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Fact:There has been no water testing evidence to show the need for sewer service. 
<:No demonstrated need! 

Questions I have: 
? I am wondering if any of you have visited our island that you are making this ruling on? It is unique, quiet, 
and full of nature where you see gopher tortoises crossing the unpaved roads on a warm day. These gopher 
tortoise burrows are found all over the island. There are very specific rules surrounding relocating these 
burrough when a new homeowner wants to build. I am unclear how EU would be able to relocate all of the 
potentially affected boroughs. The facts about the gopher tortoise, a threatened species, protection and 
relocation can be found at https://myfwc. gov. 

? I am trying to understand how the grinder pumps used in the proposed low pressure systems that are 
susceptible to the salt air would work effectively. From what I understand, if there is a power outage or need 
for maintenance, the waste does not move away from our homes. How does EU plan to keep over 700 homes' 
systems working smoothly during power outages? Even after 3 major hurricanes, our septic systems are 
working fine. How long would it take EU to get us all 700 homes up to speed? So in the meantime, what 
happens to the waste? I can picture the family next door, who is renting a home on our island for their spring 
break, losing power after a simple thunderstorm. What do those people do for toilet use? 

? What do we do as residents if EU runs into unforeseen problems that are bound to show up during this 
MAJOR project? I envision tom up roads, heavy equipment all over the island standing and waiting for a 
solution. Because there is no performance bond that would allow homeowners to have a single point of 
recourse in the event of cost overruns or project failure. Can I call your office and have you help me out in the 
event of this happening? 

I am sure you can hear my passionate opposition to this project. I could continue with many more of my 
concerns based on the facts, but I will conclude with a plea to deny the proposed Environmental Utilities 
project. 

Thank you for your time, 
Cori Palmere 
31 S Gulf Blvd. 
Placida, FL 33946 
269-598-2526 
Don Pedro Island 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Fred Brown <fredwbrown@hotmail.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 4:54 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
As a property owner of a house on the Gulf and on a canal on Palm Island (Don Pedro Island) I am writing, 
pleading and begging for you not to approve the above application certificate for Sewer from Environmental 
Utilities. 

At the hearings, many people who would be affected by the mandated sewer spoke how it was very clear that 
given that there is no need to change from our current septic systems. The few that spoke in favor of the 
sewer were relatives (daughters & in-laws), business partners and close friends of Jack Boyer (they all got 
together on breaks). Reasons not to change from our current septic systems include: 

1. There is no need to eliminate our septic systems - they are in great working order and many testified 
that were no sewage compromises from the two hurricanes (Helene and Milton) wash overs (unlike 
Boca Grande who had sewage due to their sewer system being damaged). Many counties on the west 
coast of Florida experienced sewage compromises with their sewers. We did not with our septic 
systems! 

2. Two engineers spoke how Jack Boyer went over EU's plan for a pump system (to have them work for 
them) a couple of years ago and they recommended against using a pump system (if a sewer system 
was necessary - which they felt was not necessary). They said that was something Jack Boyer was not 
interested in hearing and stopped contacting them. 

3. Given the two hurricane wash overs Palm Island experienced in 2024, a pump sewer system would be a 
disaster since (based on how pool equipment was ruined) every pump would have to be replaced. This 
would mean houses would not have waste capabilities for probably many months as hundreds of 
homes would need new pumps. That would be a disaster for people to be able to begin the cleanup 
process and do what is necessary to prevent mold (mold is not covered by flood insurance). A pump 
sewer system would be grossly inappropriate for Palm Island. 

4. If a sewer system was necessary, we sure would not want a Limited Liability Corporation who has little 
to no sewer experience being in charge of it. According to Environmental Utilites Annual Report filed 
with the Florida Department of Corporations, Jack Boyer is the ONLY listed officer. They are not a true 
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experienced company with any depth. We would want the local government to be responsible and 
assume responsibility so that the users are protected for years to come. 

5. The cost to implement something that is not needed (I have heard anywhere from $20,000 to $50,000) 
for each property owner is going to hurt everyone - especially since every property owner has already 
suffered ten of thousands of dollars worth of damage from hurricanes Helen and Milton. This is in 
addition to the increasing Real Estate, operational and Insurance costs Again, this is not needed and 
will financially benefit a few people in a big way. 

I disagree with the following issues in the summary of this Case that is covered in the Agenda for Commission 
Conference: 

Issue 2 - there is no need for hundreds of homé owners on the Islands to replace their working septic 
systems. I believe this is generated by the Palm Island Resort - north end of Palm Island who wants to update 
their wastewater system with a sewer system and have the expense to do so shared with hundreds of owners 
(who do not need or want such a system). The owner of the Resort and Mr. Boyer are working closely with 
this project as are some of the Charlotte County Commissioners (none showed up to the local 
hearings). Follow the money. 

I would ask that if the Resort and "developers" want it, then let them pay for it and have it available to them 
and NOT MAKE IT MANDATORY TO THOSE WHO DO NOT NEED IT. 

Issue 3 - the Charlotte County commission is now "in" for this project (where there was not County support in 
2024) since the right people have probably been properly "motivated" to support it. 

Issue 5 - Being a Limited Liability Corporation - they can walk away at any time without recourse. They do not 
have a proven track record for such a project and two engineers testified at the public hearing how 
Environmental Utilities approach (a pump system in a flood zone) is grossly flawed. Again, the company has 
no depth (Jack Boyer is the only office) nor experience. If sewer is going to be considered it should be installed 
and run by the County, not a LLC. 

Issue 6 - They have NO track record of implementing a sewer system 

Issue 9 - the only public interest for the granting a wastewater certificate is for the Resort, Jack Boyer, the 
Boyer family, any EU partners and "unknown developers". The hundreds of property owners of Palm Island do 
not feel it's in our public interest. 

Issues 11-14 - whatever the real costs are they are going to hurt every property owner finacially - especially for 
an unnecessary reason - our septic systems are proven to work just fine. 

Please represent the people of Palm Island and don't' make us pay for something that is not needed so a few 
will benefit. Please do not approve this extortion request for something that is not needed. If it is approved 
please make it be 100% voluntary. 

Thank you for reading and hopefully disapproving the application certificate. 
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Fred Brown 
fredwbrown@hotmail.com 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Soosie Sirnnons <soosie71 @gmail.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 4:10 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners: 

Yet again I am writing to you as a property owner and resident of Don Pedro Island for 49 years. I strongly 
object to Environmental Utilities, LLC[EUJ's plan for wastewater service on our bridgeless barrier islands. 

Given the the fact that I do not believe there is a proven need for sewer service, the proposal to do so seems 
moot. But the primary reasons for requesting the denial of this particular proposal is the fact that it is a private 
for-profit utility and my concern regarding the applicant’s financial strength and management experience. The 
costs (both hookup and rates) to the stakeholders involved with this project are exorbitant!! 

It is my understanding that the current Charlotte County Comprehensive Plan places our islands in a "rural area" 
and does not allow a municipal/public sewer system. The purpose behind this regulation is to deter growth on 
the bridgeless barrier islands. Why, then, should a private utility be allowed .. . and supported by our County 
Commissioners??? 

I am heartened that we, as islanders, have collectively (even as our numbers have grown) been diligent stewards 
of our islands. The uniqueness of our location has dictated that we be ever mindful of our environment and its 
preservation. In keeping with that concern, I do not believe there is a need for sewer on our islands and that it 
would be detrimental on many levels. 

Therefore, lam asking (with much background and personal knowledge) that the PSC deny EU’s application 
for wastewater service!! 

Yours truly, 

Susan Sirmons 
190 Kettle Harbor Drive 
Don Pedro Island 

soosie? 1 @gmail.com 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Georgiana Sinnett <georgiana.sinnett@compass.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 4:09 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Graham; Office of Commissioner Passidomo 
Smith; Office of Commissioner Clark 
Scott Sinnett; Georgiana Sinnett 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 

My husband and I are adamantly against the sewer project proposed by EU. We have been very involved in the 
fight against them and they have not proved first and foremost that there is a need. 

Further objections as evidenced in the hearings of which I attended the entire process of which many 
extremely intelligent educated individuals that are far smarter than me spoke and shared information that I 
would never have known about, reinforced my opinion that we do not want or need this. 

The ACTUAL costs are unknown along with this being a Ó FOR PROFIT ó business with no oversight in costs 
to run, maintain and build of which will all be pasted on the the residents. 

We can also discuss the damaging effects to the environment of the plant, animal, sea life and birds along with 
the prospect of the ability to allow developers to have access to the community which would destroy the quaint 
charm that is long gone from all other gulf front islands. 

Please take into consideration how strongly we oppose this proposal by EU. 

PS I do not know of another single resident that is in support of this. 

Regards, 

Georgiana and Scott Sinnett 
43 1 Bocilla Dr 
Placida, FL 33946 
847-533-6912 

Check out the LIVE Collection of all available properties on Don Pedro/Palm Island on the beautiful 
Gulf Coast of Florida 
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Georgiana Sinnett 
Real Estate Broker 
NSBAR 2016 Humanitarian of The Year Award 
CHICAGO Magazine TOP AGENT 
2021 Top 5% Transactions 

1 1 NOW LICENSED IN FLORIDA! 11 
1575 Main Street Sarasota FL 34236 
760 W. Main Street Barrington, IL 60010 

m: 847.533.6912 

Delivering a modern 
real estate experience 
from coast to coast. 
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Antonia Hover 

From: Dale Novak <dnovak@novakcreative.net> 
Sent: Sunday, March 23, 2025 3:43 PM 
To: Records Clerk 
Cc: Office of Chairman La Rosa; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner 

Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner Graham; Office of Commissioner Fay 
Subject: RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners: 

I implore you to deny the application (again) made by Environmental Utilities (the EU). This will crush us both 
financially and emotionally. The PSC must take into consideration the islanders — who will be footing 
the entire cost for a private “for profit” company. It’s truly hard to believe that this proposal has even made it 
this far. 

As we we continue to recover from three powerful storms, we are now faced with bracing for the potential of 
another storm, this time financially. This system will not have any benefits to our island. It will only enrich a 
private company on the backs of the homeowners on these barrier islands. It will disrupt, tear apart, and destroy 
our island to the likes that we have never seen before. 

Here are the facts, which simply can’t be ignored: 

1) The EU has no experience with a central sewer system. Zero. None. 
2) The EU does not have the financial experience or expertise to fund this project. 
3) The system will fail (island wide) in an epic manner if we have another storm like Helene or Milton. 
4) The EU will NOT be able to restore service to the island unless all the costs are passed on to the 
homeowners. 
5) These type of sewer systems use outdated technology that is prone to constant failure. 
5) Many of our septic systems are nearly new and work perfectly. 
6) Most, if not all, of our septic systems, are inspected every year. 
7) There is NO environmental issue with our water quality and there is NO need for this service. 
8) Most of the homes are seasonal and have little to no impact on the ground water. 
9) Installation of the system will harm or even kill protected wildlife. 
10) The cost to each homeowner is unjustified, unpredictable, and overwhelmingly excessive. 
11) The EU will “take” our land without just compensation to the homeowner. Lawsuits will be filed. 
12) All the costs will be passed on to the homeowners. Some owners will be forced to sell. 

Please, for the love of our islands, our unique lifestyle, and the massive impact to our island and household 
budgets, deny this request — again. 

Regards, 

Dale & Julie Novak 
dno vak@novakcreative .net 
920.664.1088 ’ 
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Antonia Hover 

From: Christopher Zenaty <czenaty@aol.com> 
Sent: Sunday, March 23, 2025 3:09 PM 
To: Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 

Office of Commissioner Graham 
Subject: RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Please help, save Palm Island, 
The first time I stepped on Palm Island I realized I was somewhere special, like the way 
the barrier islands used to be in Florida before the developers had their way. 
That's why this issue is so important, it's not about protecting the environment it's about 
profit for the contractor bidding on this project. The pristine groups of islands will be 
destroyed including the wildlife many of them endangered. 
If EU is awarded this contract our barrier islands will start to look like Ft Lauderdale and 
once that happens there is no turning back. 
I have no doubt that a plan could be put together along with Charlotte County to work on 
the septic issue to protect everyone most importantly the island. 
EU can walk away anytime if things don't work out as planned, and then what. 
Please consider saving our islands when you vote. 

Best Regards 
Christopher Zenaty 

45 Palm Drive, Placida, FL 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

JoeT <northofkennedy@gmail.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 3:01 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
I strongly oppose the proposed septic system. I own property on Matecumbe Key in the Florida Keys. A similar 
system was forced upon the property owners however the county owned the project. The install took forever, 
the cost was way more than proposed, and ongoing fees have been more than proposed. 

Since the September hurricanes, getting on and off the island during the morning and evening hours is a 
nightmare. More than an hour + wait. I'm sure this would be our life for many months for this project to get 
done. I'm also very concerned about the environmental impact to the island. I've yet to see where this project 
will provide any benefits to the island or its residents. The only benefit is to Environmental Utilities. Please 
represent the desires of the residents and stop this project. 

Please do not let this project go through. 

Joe Tobi 
Don Pedro Island 
410 S. Gulf Blvd. 
Placida, FL 

Northofkennedy@gmail.com 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Laura Roberts <lvr2570@gmail.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 2:33 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

I am writing to you again to please vote no to a private utility company installing sewers on Don Pedro, Knight, 
Palm and Little Gasparilia Islands. 

I understand you are all very busy,and I appreciate your time reading this email. 

Do you understand our fragile environment on the above mentioned barrier islands? Once again I urge you to 
visit here to see for yourself how this will be devastating for these barrier islands. Many homeowners do not 
have enough land to even install the proposed sewer system as the easements will not be able to be 
accommodated. We are fortunate as we will be able to afford the additional expense of continuing to live on 
Don Pedro Island. However, there are residents who simply cannot afford the associated costs that will be 
incurred to install and keep this system running. My heart breaks for these individuals who may be forced to 
leave their homes. 

I am all for clean water and clean air. I support many eco-friendly causes. However the system being proposed 
has been used in other communities and has proven to be flawed in many ways. It is my understanding these 
systems are being replaced with more eco-friendly, efficient and dependable systems. 

I also strongly object to a very small group of landowners stating they represent this island. If I understand this 
correctly there were 29 lots who requested sewer service. Those 29 lots are owned by 7 people. This is not a 
fair representation of what the majority of residents want. 

I went to the hearings held in Englewood and the amount of people who object far outweighed those in favor of 
this proposed sewer system. 

I understand you are doing what you believe is the correct thing for Charlotte County residents but we do not 
live in a one size fits all world. 

Please consider voting no on the proposed sewer. 

Laura Roberts 
450 S. Gulf Blvd. 
Placida, FL 

lvr2570@amail.com 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sharon <sharonakent@yahoo.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 2:01 PM 
Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner Clark; Records Clerk 
Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking 
links, especially from unknown senders. 

Next spring will mark the start of my 30th year of living on our precious barrier islands, first as an owner at Palm Island 
Resort for several years and since 25 years as a full-time resident on Don Pedro Island. 
As respected representatives of the citizens of our community I request That you PLEASE deny the proposed central 
sewer system by EU. 
The proposed system is not supported by Charlotte County. The citizens of our barrier Islands STRONGLY disapprove of 
installation of the proposed sewer system as it would be: extremely disruptive to our native habitat, a financial burden 
on retired residents, a lack of "evidence of need" at this time, and emotionally crippling, as we are all physically and 
mentally recovering from the devastation of the most recent hurricanes and flood. 
Please allow us to remain a strong community, protecting our native habitat and wildlife by living a simple quiet life and 
caring for our neighbors and neighborhood. 
Please deny the proposed sewer project by E U. Thank you 
Sent from my iPad 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

joe.noto@comcast.net 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 1:27 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 
JAN 4-40-24 Email To PSC.docx 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links, 
especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Clerk of Commission and Commissioners, 

My name is Joe Noto and I live at 181 N. Gulf Blvd. #10, Placida, Florida 33946 on Palm Island. I am 

formally requesting that the PSC deny EU’s application for wastewater service, and they be 

prohibited from applying again and again. 

Having heard all the arguments a couple years ago, one of the main reasons the PSC denied this 

application then was the overwhelming opposition from the community. At the recent public 

hearing we, the community, again expressed our overwhelming opposition to this project. Nothing 

has changed . Although the staff of the PSC seems to have assessed the application for 

completeness and legality, you commissioners still have a chance to do the right thing for the public 

you serve. 

Attached is the 4/10/2024 email I sent you detailing my opposition to this project. Please read it 

again . I’m certain you’ve heard this from other islanders, and are aware of the numerous reasons 

this project should not be approved. Here are a just a couple. 

• We do not want a low-pressure system. A low-pressure system is the least desirable sewer 

system available. Due to high maintenance costs, Charlotte County has stopped using low-

pressure systems in new installations unless it is the last possible option. 

• We don’t want a private for-profit sewer. There are no grants or subsidies, no competitive 

bidding, no performance bond, no oversight, no single point of recourse. 

• The cost is excessive and unreasonable. If the County thinks it’ll cost $30k on the mainland, 

why would EU think they can do it on a barrier island for less than $20k? Engineers and expert 

witnesses estimate the cost of a household sewer hook-up on the island to be $46,000 . 

And, our monthly will then likely be the highest in the state! The cost to us island residents is 

excessive and unreasonable and not necessary. 
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• Environmental Risk. According to data from Charlotte County data, low pressure sewer 

systems contribute disproportionately to sewer spills. Despite making up only 25% of the 

county’s sewer systems, they are responsible for over 51 % of all reported spills. For this and 

other reasons which you are undoubtedly aware of, 

In addition, I’m sure you are well aware of the numerous other reasons this project should not be 

approved. In my opinion it should be relatively easy to conclude this project isn’t wanted, isn’t 

needed and simply doesn’t make sense. Therefore, I am respectfully requesting that the PSC 

deny Ell’s application for wastewater service, and they be prohibited from applying again. 

Thank you, 

Joe Noto 

574-904-7224 
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From: ¡oe.noto@comcast.net <ioe.noto@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2024 12:48 PM 
To: Records Clerk <CLERK@PSC.STATE.FLUS> 
Cc: Office of Chairman La Rosa <Commissioner.LaRosa@psc.state.fl.us>: Office of 
Commissioner Clark <Commissioner.Clark@psc.state.fl.us>: Office of Commissioner 
Passidomo <Commissioner.Passidomo@psc.state.fl.us>: Office of Commissioner Graham 
<Commissioner.Graham@PSC.STATE. FL. US>; Office of Commissioner Fay 
<Commissioner.Fav@psc.state.fl.us> 
Subject: RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

Dear Clerk of Commission and Commissioners LaRosa, Clark, Passidomo, Graham, and Fay, 

My name is Joe Noto and I live at 181 N. Gulf Blvd. #10, Placida, Florida 33946 on Palm 
Island. I apologize for the length of this email, but this central sewer / wastewater service 
project is unnecessary and wrong for so many reasons. And the PUC, having heard all the 
arguments a couple years ago, did not grant approval of the application. But now we have to go 
through this costly process again. This is simply not right or fair. 

The central sewer system proposed by Environmental Utilities will have a significant negative 
impact on me, the environment, and our community. As a homeowner in the proposed service 
a rea . I am formally requesting that the PSC deny EU’s application for wastewater service, 
and they be prohibited from applying again if it is denied. We went through this lengthy 
and costly process once before, and there was ample support and evidence for not approving 
the EU application. I’m not sure anything has changed; so it’s very troublesome that we now 
have to go through it again. Seems to imply this will never end, and that’s simply not right or 
fair. 

Please read my concerns below so that you understand why I strongly oppose the central 
sewer system proposed by Environmental Utilities (EU). 

1. lam opposed to the installation of a central sewer by a privately owned, for-profit utility. 
Charlotte County is abdicating its responsibility to a private operator who has never 
owned a wastewater utility company before. 

2. There has been no evidence provided that supports a need for service in the proposed 
service area. I have not requested, nor do I need this unnecessary system. 

3. Expert witnesses at the last Administrative Hearing refuted the arguments that EU put 
forward supporting the need for service. 

a. Previously, the Final Order released by the PSC on this very matter 
stated: "noting the level of opposition to EU's proposal by its prospective 
customers, we find that customers are highly unlikely to voluntarily connect to 
EU's system." 

b. As a public official, I would like to think you do things in the best interests of your 
constituents. This project is certainly not in the best interests of your 
constituents. 

4. I cherish our environment, and you should too. 



a. No water quality testing has been done in our area to prove the need for a central 
sewer system. 

b. This project could very easily have a negative impact on, and interfere with, the 
habitat of endangered species such as the gopher tortoise. 

c. The risk of a central sewer leak into the intercoastal waterway seems greater 
than the risk of one or more septic systems developing leaks. 

5. I am concerned about the ability of Environmental Utilities to financially handle this 
project, and adequately maintain such a system. I have not been provided any 
information about the financial history, stability or viability of Environmental Utilities and 
their management team. 

6. I am also concerned as to whether Environmental Utilities has the technical expertise 
and capability to handle such a project. 

a. To the best of my knowledge, EU is not a contractor that has won a bid to install 
sewer systems. 

b. It is my understanding that Environmental Utilities has not provided adequate 
information on how the system will be serviced in the event of failure during a 
storm or other adverse conditions. 

c. What experience do they have with other wastewater systems? 

7. I am concerned about the costs of this unnecessary and unwanted project. My 
current system costs about $20 per month (about $700 to have my tank pumped every 
three years) Given what I’ve seen, it appears the EU system will cost me at least $350 
per month (amortize the $12,000 initial hook up cost over 10 years, plus monthly service, 
plus the same periodic pumping) plus unknowns (c, d, e, and f below). Without the 
unknowns this is a 1,750% (one thousand seven hundred fifty percent) increase. That’s 
ludicrous and irresponsible. 

a. Initial hook up cost. $$$$$$$$$. 

b. Monthly service costs. $$$$$$$$$ 

c. Cost for a separate electrical panel. $$$$$$$$$ 

d. Cost for a generator to ensure there is no sewage back up during a power 
outage (which we experience frequently). The system’s grinder pump will 
probably not function long without power. $$$$$$$$$ 

e. I am concerned about the life of the equipment installed by Environmental 
Utilities and their ability to maintain it. This could result in future charges to 
homeowners because of the needed repair costs. $$$$$$$$$ 

f. Cost to replace existing (more than “basic") landscaping that will be destroyed 
digging out my existing septic tank, putting in an EU septic tank, and running 
sewage lines. $$$$$$$$$ 



g. Cost to have the EU tank pumped out periodically as I currently do. 
^5 ̂5 ■ If my existing system is replaced by EU tank, they should be 
required to pay to have it pumped out. It would be their system. 

h. In summary, this unnecessary and unwanted project will be very costly to me and 
a lot of other homeowners who live on a fixed income. It will only further burden 
us, coming at a time when we’re dealing with high inflation and soaring costs on 
top of Hurricane Ian repairs. 

8. Also, it is my understanding that EU wants a utility easement, at no cost to them, that will 
go through my property from the tank that would be located near my house to the 
connection to the sewer line near the main road. This is my property, and I should not 
be forced to grant a free easement for this unnecessary and unwanted project . 

9. It is my understanding that our island is in the Rural Service Area which supposedly is 
not designed for commercial / high-density development. It appears this project is 
designed to encourage and attract commercial / high-density development which is 
certainly not in the best interest of residents. 

10. There is, and will continue to be, a lot ferry traffic for the existing level of residents, 
renters and tourists, along with the construction traffic related to re-building from the 
hurricane, and new construction. This has made wait lines / times for the ferry 
unpredictable and ridiculously long. The heavy equipment and materials needed on the 
island for this project would make this situation even worse for a very long time. 

The central sewer system proposed by Environmental Utilities will have a significant 
negative impact on me, the environment, and our community . As a homeowner in the 
proposed service area. I am formally requesting that the PSC deny EU’s application for 
wastewater service, and they be prohibited from applying again if it is denied. 

Sincerely, 
Joe Noto 
574-904-7224 
¡oe.noto@comcast.net 



Antonia Hover 

Subject: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Jill Hoeft <jillhoeft@icloud.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 12:56 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-511 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Hello, 

I am writing in regards to the the Docket #20240032-SU. We are owners on Don Pedro Island and I would like 
to take an opportunity to oppose the proposed installation of central sewer on the Island(s). What is being 
proposed is not something that has proven to be needed, it is extremely expensive to the home owners that have 
been through so much (and most of us have just spent tens of thousands of dollars to repair existing septics) and 
the system is extremely inefficient while putting a tremendous amount of financial distress on homeowners. If 
an actual sewer was being proposed like one would find on the mainland, perhaps it would make sense, but 
what is being proposed is absolutely not something that is logical. 

For instance, the system being proposed requires a generator in case of power outage. Guess what. We have a 
lot of power outages. We all know how much a generator costs, how hurricanes work and how 
mechanical/electrical equipment with salt water don’t mix. How does one ensure sewage doesn’t back up when 
we have storms? How do we even connect generators when many homes are already maxed on their panels? Is 
the county going to update and fix our grid, assist with home electrical upgrades? Many homes are built to the 
extent of the lot, where are these new systems going to be placed and how does it keep the island “Old Florida 
Charm"? Who is the long term “General Contractor or manager” of this project and the overall watchdog of 
such a project? The county? EU? Army Corps of Engineers? Have any water quality testing been done to 
prove that this is a need? Are we going to get a credit or be compensated for easement rights on my 
property? How do “you” expect people to pay for this unwanted and unvalidated service? The list of fees for 
basic costs is astronomical, in addition to monthly bills, connection fees, usage, etc, etc. 

Moving past fees and costs, think about the destruction to our island from heavy equipment, installation, and 
materials coming over. Is the county or EU going to run their own barge to do the work so that those of us on 
the island can continue to live with minimal interference? Have you come across to the island since the 
hurricanes and waited in line for the ferry? We love the ferry and do NOT want a bridge, but think about the 
traffic and congestion associated with taking this project on. Some days since Helene and Milton, we can’t 
even navigate around the island. This project will have a major impact on every day living. 

Please put yourselves in our position. Would you really, honestly and truly, want this for yourself and your 
families? No, no you would not. Especially since there are so many areas of unknown within this whole 
proposal. If this is something that you truly feel needs to happen, have it start with the new home builds, 
grandfather in those of us that have a septic and see what issues come from the new builds. Learn on a small 
scale prior to enforcing the entire island to further upheaval than what we have had since Ian, Idalia, Helene & 
Milton. 

Please put yourselves in our shoes and see how you would really feel about this. It doesn’t make sense and if 
you truly look at it with an eye of a homeowner and an island lover, you would agree. 

t 



Thank you kindly for your time. 

-Jill 

Jill Hoeft 
Homeowner 
456 S. Gulf Blvd. 
Placida, FL 33946 
715.579.6166 Mobile 
j illhoeft@me . com 

Please pardon any errors, as this was sent from my iPhone. 
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Antonia Hover 

Subject: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

David Cohen <david.paul.cohen@gmail.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 11:49 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION; This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 

I was among the group of people that both emailed and spoke of my opposition to this matter. 
I understand that staff has recommended approval, however there is still tremendous opposition for 
all the reasons you heard by an energized vocal representation of the actual people affected by this 
proposal. 

i also understand some of the legal constraints under which the PSC operates. 

I would suggest staff is incorrect in at least a few of the analyses done. 

The financial ability for EU to complete this project is truly insufficient. You heard many people 
tell you the cost estimates were incorrect and I do not see that any independent effort was made to 
verify EU's claims in detail. For one example, barge costs alone have been grossly underestimated, 
as have the impact of labor cost (and response times ) due to having to wait for very long periods 
for barge access to the islands. Truly, all that had to be done was to look into actual barging costs of 
any of the home being built or repaired now. 

You have testimony and documentation that water quality testing done by the state 
STATE near and around the island themselves are very good and, in some areas, pristine. 
EU's experts claim that there is bad water and the dying seagrass. While true, this is a 
very dangerous sleight of hand as the issues brought up by EU are actually located by the 
perimeters of golf courses, not near the islands, which are watered with reclaimed water 
from the same county plant the EU will be connecting to. EVERY SINGLE ADDITIONAL 
HOOKUP TO THIS COUNTY SYSTEM, FROM THE ISLANDS OR NOT, FROM SEPTIC-
TO-SEWER EFFORTS OR NEW DEVELOPMENTS, ACTUALLY MAKE THE WATERS 
EU IS CLAIMING TO PROTECT WORSE AS UNTREATED NITROGENS ARE PUT 
RIGHT BACK INTO OUR WATERS THRU THE USE OF RECLAIMED WATER. THIS 
WILL CONTINUE UNTIL THE WATER PLANTS ARE CONVERTED TO ADVANCED 
WATER TREATMENT PLANTS WHICH IS MORE THAN 10 YEARS IN THE FUTURE. 
This is so clearly NOT in the public interest and you have the power to go against staff 
recommendations and do the right things for the public interest of the citizens. 

Further, you have documentation that the county commission's letter of 
recommendation was written by EU's lawyer and simply adopted and no't made a matter of 
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public comment before approval. This was an underhanded effort to rally support and has 
many citizens writing to the commissioners urging revoking of the recommendation. And 
as I am sure you are aware, there were zero commissioners testifying or even present 
during the public testimony section of the overall proceeding. 

Please be aware that you will not find a single environmental organization, private or 
governmental, that would support the proposed pressure system in and over designated 
marine sanctuary preserves. Any break would be catastrophic and I am sure you are 
aware of the many breaks in central sewer system for many different reasons and the 
subsequent dumping of completely untreated sewage into our waterways. 

I am not against spending money to fix a problem, but there are several options available 
that would decrease or eliminate the problem EU alleges to address. IN FACT, EU IS 
NOT ACTUALLY FIXING ANY PROBLEM, MERELY MOVING THE PROBLEM FROM 
ONE LOCATION TO ANOTHER IN A VERY EXPENSIVE MANNER. 

Please do the right things and deny this applicant. 

Thank You, 
David Cohen 
8 Pointe Way, Don Pedro Island 
Fulltime resident living here with my wife and father. 
201-600-1450 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Palm Island Estates <pie@palmislandestates.org> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 11:26 AM 
Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of 
Commissioner Graham; Records Clerk 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioner, 

I am a resident on Palm Island and have been advised that your staff is recommending approval of My Boyer’s 
sewer application. 

I implore you to deny the application. I sat through each day of the hearing, assuming that the evidence must be 
overwhelmingly evident that there is no need to replace our specific tanks that work perfectly fine with a sewer 
system that is costly and has been proven to fail over and over. 

Over 400 people showed up to let you know our opposition; a handful of people - mostly friends or relatives of 
Jack - were for it. What I heard was blatant lies from some of those who spoke for it. I promise you there was 
NO poop floating around our island; if so my hand would be raised in support. Any septic that had a lid come 
off filled with sand. I heard no expert testimony that - wasn’t paid for by Jack - that indicated a need. 

If this application is approved, I am forced to believe there is no justification when it comes to the voice of the 
people who are most impacted by this decision. The County Commissioners, who supposedly support this, did 
not attend or present any input at the hearings. Why is that? Most likely because they know how unpopular it is 
and how it would impact their electability. I must assume their input was made behind closed doors which 
generates suspicion regarding what is really driving this decision. 

If the decision is made to approve, then I expect a clear report on why. Please feel free to respond to my contact 
info below. 

Thanking you in advance for making a fair decision that considers the people and the environment that we live 
in. 

Deb Knighten 
130 Bocilla Drive 
Deb knighten@vahoo.com 
704 451-7767 

PIE Communications Team 
Palm Island Estates Association, Inc 
https://www.palmislandestates.org/ 
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Antonia Hover 

From: Elizabeth Harlan <eharlan@mac.com> 
Sent: Sunday, March 23, 2025 11:15 AM 
To: Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 

Office of Commissioner Graham 
Cc: Palm Island Estates; Barbara Deyulio; Linda Cotherman 
Subject: RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

To our Florida Public Service Commissioners: 

As a resident of Palm Island, I write to register my unqualified opposition to the central sewer project 
proposed by EU for the following reasons: 

1. There’s no evidence of any kind of need for sewer service and no polling of the community for our opinion. 

2. Excessive estimated, up-front cost of $40,000. per household. Without a pay-over-time option and/or low-
cost loans, which are not provided by EU’s proposal, many of our homeowners cannot afford this. 

3. Because EU would be a private company running the sewer instead of the county, we won’t be afforded 
payment plans, there’s no competition, and no central oversight. 

4. EU proposes a low-pressure systems, which Charlotte County won’t install anymore because of the 
excessive maintenance these systems require. 

5. The proposed sewer project will cause years of disruption and destroy natural wildlife habitats for decades. 
The island will never be the same. 

6. The traffic congestion this project would cause will be unmanageable. We all know how long the ferry waits 
can be and how difficult getting around the island has been with FEMA trucks. Installation of the proposed 
sewer system would cause even greater traffic congestion and ferry overload. 

7. The required grinder pump at each home will be susceptible to our harsh salt air. If there’s an emergency 
repair needed, how will they get here after ferry hours? 

8. The required grinder pump at each home will be susceptible to our harsh salt air. If there’s an emergency 
repair needed, how will they get here after ferry hours? 

9. EU’s proposal would require every home to relinquish an estimated 15’ runway from each house to the road 
that can’t be built on, driven over, or used for any other purpose. 

10. Central Sewer opens the door to highrises. We’ve seen this happen on Fort Myers Beach and Anna Maria 
Island. We do not want to see it here. 

11. There is no performance bond required and we have no single point of recourse in the event of cost 
overruns or project failure. 
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Thank you for vour consideration of our community’s overwhelming opposition to this project. 

Elizabeth Harlan 
630 Bocilla Drive 
Palm Island 
Placida, FL 33946 
eharlan@mac. com 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

terry kent <terryakent1031@gmail.com> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 10:16 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking 
links, especially from unknown senders. 

Commissioners, 
Please vote against this. 
The biggest reason is the majority of the islanders are against it. We are not against sewers we are against the outdated 
technology and the major impact on our barrier island. 

The other main reason is the financial impact on many families that live here including me. To pay up front and then 
have an extra utility bill that will add to our cost will most likely lead us to selling a home that we have lived in for 25 
years. We are on a fixed income. 

Finally I still do not understand how someone who does not live on our island can go to the commission and say what we 
need to do and has no real experience in the field of sewer construction. 
Please Please vote no. 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Kathy Sickles < kathysickles@optonline.net> 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 9:55 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 

Subject: 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
Sewers Don Pedro knight island 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking 
links, especially from unknown senders. 

Sent from my iPhone 
Please, please, please don't allow sewers on our islands. As voiced vehemently by the majority of our resident families, I 
and others have not changed our mind on having sewers. It has been shown there is no need and would cause major 
disruption to our community and environment. We DO NOT need them. I have been a resident here for twenty years 
and have not had a problem in two different homes I've owned. Please hear the people that live here and will be 
affected by this horrendous change. 
Thank you 
Kathleen Sickles 
130 Kettle harbor dr 
Placida FL 33946 
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Antonia Hover 

Subject: 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Rande Newberry < randenewberry@gmail.com > 
Sunday, March 23, 2025 8:42 AM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Hi, This is Rande and Cecilia Newberry, we live on Palm Island and request that you help us, the majority 
owner/residents on the island keep our septic systems. 

We are retired here, and frankly can not afford to pay the cost of the proposed sewer system that the Palm Island 
resort owners are pushing on us. 

Please vote NO on this so we can stay here and enjoy our retirement as we had planned. 

Thank you 
Rande and Cecilia Newberry 
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Antonia Hover 

From: rich planer < rpthree@yahoo.com > 
Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2025 9:44 PM 
To: Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 

Office of Commissioner Graham 
Subject: RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners 

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed public sewer installation on Knight Palm Island. I 
am a resident of this island and have serious concerns about the project, its necessity, and its potential negative 
impacts on our community and environment. 

My opposition is rooted in the following critical issues: 

• No Need for Service: 
o There has been no comprehensive water testing or evidence presented that demonstrates a 

genuine need for a public sewer system. 
o Crucially, there has been no community-wide polling to gauge resident interest or support for 

this project. 
• Excessive Cost: 

o The projected homeowner cost of over $40,000 upfront is exorbitant and financially burdensome, 
o The absence of payment plans, low-cost loans, and an opt-out option creates an unfair and 

unsustainable financial imposition on residents. 
• Private & For-Profit Operation: 

o The involvement of a private, for-profit entity (EU) eliminates the benefits of county oversight, 
such as payment plans and competitive pricing. 

o This lack of oversight leaves residents vulnerable to potential cost overruns and service issues. 
• Outdated Technology: 

o The proposed low-pressure system is considered outdated and requires excessive maintenance, as 
evidenced by Charlotte County's discontinuation of its use. 

• Damage to the Environment: 
o The construction will cause significant disruption and long-term damage to our island's delicate 

natural wildlife habitats. 
o The islands natural beauty will be damaged for decades. 

• Traffic Congestion: 
o The increased construction traffic, compounded by existing ferry delays and island accessibility 

challenges, will exacerbate traffic congestion and inconvenience residents. 
• Maintenance & Emergency Situations: 

o The required individual grinder pumps are vulnerable to our harsh salt air environment. 
o Emergency repairs after ferry hours pose significant logistical challenges. 

• Undue Installation Burden to the Homeowner: 
o Homeowners will be responsible for obtaining electric permits, providing electrical service, 

plumbing, and installing generators for power outages, adding significant cost and complexity. 
• Mandatory Easements: 
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o The mandatory easements, requiring approximately 15 feet of property from the house to the 
road, will restrict homeowners' property use and development. 

• Undesirable Development: 
o The installation of a central sewer system opens the door to high-density development, such as 

high-rises, which would fundamentally alter the character of our island, as seen on other barrier 
islands. 

• No Oversight: 
o There is no performance bond required, and no single point of recourse in the event of cost 

overruns or project failure. This leaves the home owners with all of the risk. 

I urge you to reconsider this project based on the significant concerns outlined above. The financial, 
environmental, and logistical challenges far outweigh any perceived benefits. I believe that preserving the 
unique character and natural beauty of Knight Island is paramount. 

Sincerely, 

Richard Planer 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Duane Allen <felixpo6@yahoo.com> 
Saturday, March 22, 2025 6:10 PM 
clerk@psc.stare.fl. us; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Graham; 
commisioner.passidomo@psc.state.fl.us 
#20240032-su 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

We have read your Staff recommendations for the EU sewer on our island.. We understand you will rule on April 1, 2025. 

As you know, this will be the second time the PSC has ruled on this. The previous denial was based on no county support and the 
demonstrated lack of desire to have sewers by the community. 

We are quite sure that individual contact by EU and their lawyers was the reason for the county reversed their support. 

If the county wants us to have sewers, they should study the type of sewer appropriate for our island. Then put it out for bid. Then get 
us grants if appropriate. If grants are not available, then require us to pay over some years in our taxes. This is how most local 
governments process the sewer implementation, if needed. 
How our need, according to Charlotte County, could change in only 2 years is not understandable unless they did a study and 
demonstrated that need. 

Bottom line is we don't want or need a sewer. We live on a bridgeless barrier island. It is a sandbar. The roads won't support it. The 
water supply won't support it. The system proposed for our island will not work. 

If the PSC approves EU application, please require that the County chose a proven system that will work on our type of island. The 
estimated cost by your staff will not even be close to what our residence will be required to pay and maintain. EU is about the money 
only. Please look at his record on Little Gasparilla Island which is part of this proposal. 

Thank you for taking the time to read this and for chairing a local meeting on this subject. It was very professional and well received. 

Duane L. Allen Gisela Ziegler-Allen 
30 Gasparilla Way, Placida 33946 
felixpo6@yahoo,com 941 928 3631 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Jeannie S. James <jsjames@ marlynsteel.com > 
Saturday, March 22, 2025 6:04 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE: Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links, 
especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 

RE: Docket #20240032-SU 

Please deny EU's request to be the service company for a sewer system on Palm Island, Don Pedro, and Knight Island. 

First the vast majority of the people that own property on this island do not want this system. Our septic fields are not 
the polluters of the waters. Other systems in place like recycled water are dumping far more nutrients into our water 
system that attribute to red tide and cause environmental damage then our septic systems. 

Secondly EU is not experienced enough to build nor maintain a septic system. Please tell us what projects they have 
done that shows they are capable of installing such a system on such a large scale. Is the State or County guaranteeing 
that this company can properly install such a system? Are you requiring EV to produce a performance and payment bond 
to protect that the project will be done properly? 

Thirdly I fear what the cost will be for this sewer system from a company that has not done a septic system before. We 
do not want to have to pay for them to "learn" how to properly run a Public sewer system nor have to pay multiple 
times for their mistakes. I believe the learning curve will be more detrimental to the environment than keeping our 
septic systems. Last time they attempted this EU wanted to use plastic tanks which will float if not filled with liquid and 
require every hook up to have a 
Backup generator. This requirement for every home to have a generator is cost prohibitive to many owners. This 
possible requirement makes us doubt the ability of EU. 

We are required to have our septic tanks emptied every 5 years. This practice more that protects our environment in 
keeping the nutrient levels within an acceptable range. 

The occupancy of this island does not warrant the need to change to another system. Our current system is not 
damaging the environment any more that this new system would. 

This sewer system is not wanted by the majority of people on the island. And EU has no experience in this type of 
system. 

Please deny EU's ability to privatize our septic system to a sewer system. 

Thank you, 
Sincerely, 

Jeannie James 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Duane Allen <felixpo6@yahoo.com> 
Saturday, March 22, 2025 4:39 PM 
Records Clerk 
Office of Commissioner Clark; commisioner.passidomo@psc.state.fl.us; Office of 
Commissioner Graham 
#20240032-su 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Thank you for taking the time to hear our concerns about EU’s application for sewer installation on our Islands. Your meeting in 
Englewood, Fl was very professional. 

As you know, this will be the second time the PSC has ruled on EU's application. Your first ruling we believe was guided by our 
Charlotte County Commissioners not voicing support for EU and our strongly voiced community concerns. 

We are quite sure that EU's personal contact with our Commissioners is what lead to your staff making reference to in their 
recommendation. 
From your meeting with us, we are sure our concerns have not changed. Your staff makes references to our commissioners support of 
EU. 

We know you will make your decision on April 1, 2025. We know you may be guided by your staff. We would like to make our 
position clear. 

If our County Commissioners want us to have sewers on our Islands, then they should responsibly do the following: 

1. Perform a study to determine what type of system is best for us. We have many speakers who stated 
the vacuum system would be wrong. 
2. Decide on what system is best and put it out for bid among qualified companies. 
3, Get us a grant if possible and if not charge us an appropriate price and amortized the initial amount on our taxes. Many counties 
have done this. 

If you find that you will follow your staff s recommendations, please be guided by our 3 requests above. 

Thank you for taking the time to read this. 

Respectfully 

Duane L Allen Gisela Ziegler-Allen 
felixpo6@yahoo.com 30 Gasparilia Way Placida, Fl 33946 941 928 3631 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Karen Mehra <kpm5454@gmail.com> 
Saturday, March 22, 2025 3:57 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Clark; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; 
Office of Commissioner Graham 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking 
links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Commissioners, 

Please please please do not force the sewer system on us! 

As a longtime resident of Palm Island Resort, I love so many things that are being threatened by this unnecessary 
development. You know all the reasons why this is a terrible idea and will be huge, inconvenient, expensive, ecologically 
unfriendly, and totally unnecessary. 

Do not force this on our community. 

Thanks for your thoughtful consideration, 

Karen Mehra 
Seaside 9 
Palm Island Resort 
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Antonia Hover 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

Cari Ward <babytgger@gmail.com> 
Saturday, March 22, 2025 2:03 PM 
Records Clerk; Office of Commissioner Passidomo Smith; Office of Commissioner 
Graham; Office of Commissioner Clark 
RE. Docket #20240032-SU - Please Deny EU's Sewer Application 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

pear Commissioners Clark, Passidomo, Graham, and PSC Clerk,_ 

il’m a Charlotte County resident asking you to DENY Environmental Utilities’ sewer service application! 
¡(Docket #20240032-SU). My mother has owned a home on Little Gasparilia Island for years, and my kids 
brew up enjoying its wild, natural charm. Please don’t leithis plan ruin that.| _ 

¡Even if EU meets legal requirements, our community overwhelmingly says NO—just like we did in 2022 
¡when you rejected a similar proposal. You listened then, and we need you to again. This sewer system! 
¡threatens our environment, our water quality, and our way of life. Most of us don’t want it, and it’s not safe 
or necessary.!_ 

This is personal—my family’s history is tied to this island. Please vote NO and protect what we love.| 
[Thank you for hearing us out.| _ 

[Sincerely,_ 

Cari Ward 
12719 Dreamcatcher Wayj_ 
¡Riverview FL 33579¡ _ _ 
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