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PETITION OF THE BOARD OF

DIRECTORS FOR UTILITIES OF THE IS
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES ;Z

OF THE CITY OF INDIANAPOLIS, AS . 5@
TRUSTEE OF A PUBLIC CHARITABLE W, T
TRUST FOR THE WATER SYSTEM, D/B/A Ren, Mo, 20y
CITIZENS WATER FOR (1) AUTHORITY Sl Mg,

TO INCREASE ITS RATES AND Oy iy,
CHARGES FOR WATER UTILITY Dy
SERVICE AND APPROVAL OF A NEW ) CAUSE NO. 44644 S

SCHEDULE OF RATES AND CHARGES
APPLICABLE THERETO, INCLUDING A
NEW  RATE FOR LOW-INCOME
CUSTOMERS, (2) APPROVAL OF A
REVISED METHODOLOGY FOR
ALLOCATING CORPORATE SUPPORT
SERVICES COSTS RESULTING IN A
REVISED ALLOCATION OF SUCH COSTS
TO CITIZENS WATER, AND (3)
APPROVAL OF CERTAIN CHANGES TO
ITS GENERAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS
FOR WATER SERVICE.
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You are hereby notified that on this date the Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission
(“Commission”) has caused the following Entry to be made:

Citizens Water shall respond to the following request for additional information in
writing before January 19, 2016, at 9:30 a.m. or shall present responsive testnnony during the
evidentiary hearing in this Cause on January 19, 2016.

1. In the original version of Petitioner’s Exh. JRB-2, the amount shown in Column
A, Line 14 1s equal to the amount in Column A, Line 7 minus the amount in column A, Line 13.
In the revised version of JRB-2 that was provided in the Docket Entry Response, Line 14 does
not equal Line 7 minus Line 13 in Column A. Please explain this discrepancy.

2. In the original version of Petitioner’s Exh. JRB-2, the Total Extensions and
Replacements amount of $29,249.878 (Column A, Line 15) comes from Mr. Jacob’s testimony
(see Petitioner’s Exh. JRB, p. 43, 1. 14). Please explain why the Total Extensions and




Replacements amount was changed to $31,175,763 in the revised version of Petitioner’s Exh.
JRB-2 that was submitted in the Docket Entry Response.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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s F. Husto issioner

J effeg@ A. Earl, Administrative Law Judge
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