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TESTIMONY OF OUCC WITNESS KRISTEN WILLOUGHBY
CAUSE NO. 46167
STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT

I. INTRODUCTION

Please state your name and business address.
My name is Kristen Willoughby, and my business address is 115 West Washington

Street, Suite 1500 South, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204.

By whom are you employed and in what capacity?
I am employed by the Indiana Office of Utility Consumer Counselor (“OUCC”) as

a Utility Analyst in the Water/Wastewater Division. | described my qualifications
and experience in Appendix A.

What is the purpose of your testimony?
I make recommendations on Stucker Fork Conservancy District’s (“Stucker Fork”

or “Petitioner”) periodic maintenance revenue requirement, periodic maintenance
reporting requirement, projects to be funded though depreciation, and the proposed
Marble Hill Expansion.

What did you do to prepare your testimony?
I reviewed Stucker Fork’s petition and the testimonies of its witnesses Douglass

Baldessari and Richard A. Burch. | reviewed the Indiana Utility Regulatory
Commission’s (“Commission” or “IURC”) Final Order in Cause No. 44987 issued
September 26, 2017, which established Stucker Fork’s current rates and charges. |
reviewed Stucker Fork’s annual reports to the IURC for years 2017 through 2023.
I wrote data requests and reviewed Stucker Fork’s responses. On January 14, 2025,

I met with Stucker Fork representatives (including personnel and consulting
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personnel), Mr. Derick Wiggins, Mr. Alan Burch, and Mr. Randy Needler, Stucker
Fork’s Superintendent. | viewed several of Petitioner’s above-ground water utility
facilities, including the Austin and Marble Hill water treatment locations, one
booster station, eleven water storage tanks, and Petitioner’s office. | took pictures

of those facilities, which I present in Attachment KW-01 to this testimony.

If you do not discuss a specific topic or adjustment, does that mean you agree
with the Petitioner?

No. My silence on any issue should not be construed as an endorsement. Also, my
silence in response to any actions or adjustments stated or implied by Petitioner
should not be construed as an endorsement.

Does your testimony include attachments?
Yes. My testimony includes the following attachments:

e OUCC Attachment KW-01: Photos of Stucker Fork’s System.
e OUCC Attachment KW-02: Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 5-4.
e OUCC Attachment KW-03: Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 1-11.

e OUCC Attachment KW-04: Utility Dashboard, showing operational statistics
based upon Stucker Fork’s IURC Annual Reports from 2017-2023.

e OUCC Attachment KW-05: Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 2,
e OUCC Attachment KW-06: Photos of 24 X 36 bid tabs.

e OUCC Attachment KW-07: U.V. system maintenance/bulb replacement
invoice.

e OUCC Attachment KW-08: Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 12-3.

e OUCC Attachment KW-09: Table of all discovery requests, due dates, and
dates received.

e OUCC Attachment KW-10: Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 7.
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e OUCC Attachment KW-11: AWWA M42 Manual Steel Water Storage Tanks
Revised Edition p. 108.

e OUCC Attachment KW-12: Periodic Maintenance Adjustments.

e OUCC Attachment KW-13: Direct Testimony of OUCC Witness Scott Bell,
Cause No. 44687, pp. 9-11.

e OUCC Attachment KW-14: Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 12-5.

1. PETITIONER’S CHARACTERISTICS

Please describe Petitioner’s characteristics.
Petitioner is a conservancy district water utility providing water service to 8,022

customers in portions of Scott, Jefferson, Jackson, Jennings, Washington, and Clark
Counties.! Petitioner’s current source of supply consists of five wells and one
surface water intake. Petitioner has one 4.0 MGD ground water treatment plant and
one 8.6 MGD surface water treatment plant. Petitioner’s storage and distribution
system consists of thirteen storage tanks, three booster stations, and an estimated
1,087 miles of water main.? Stucker Fork provides fire protection for customers in
the City of Austin.®

Does Petitioner have adequate storage capacity?
Yes. Stucker Fork currently has a total storage capacity of 3,910,000 gallons. With

total average sales in 2023 of 3,682,189° gallons per day, Stucker Fork meets the

12023 Annual Report, page W-1, Year End Customer Numbers; Customers.

22023 Annual Report, page W-7, W-8, W-9.

3 Petitioner’s Response to OUCC DR Q-5-4, OUCC Attachment KW-02.

4 Petitioner’s Response to OUCC DR Q-1-11, OUCC Attachment KW-03: 6,610,000 — (1,000,000 + 500,000
+1,200,000) = 3,910,000. Note: The clear well storage was subtracted from the total.

52023 Annual Report page W-6. 1,347,681,000 / 366 = 3,910,000 gallons per day.
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Ten States Standards recommendation that total water storage be able to meet

average day demands.®

1. WATER LOSS

What is “water loss™ as it pertains to a utility’s operations?
As used in IURC annual reports, “water loss” means the difference between the

total volume of water pumped and purchased by the water utility and the total
volume of water sold to customers or used for backwash, flushing mains, street
cleaning/sewer flushing, or other authorized consumption. Water loss may
generally be attributed to leaks or inaccurate measurement of consumption.

How does water loss affect a utility’s costs and operations?
Whether finished water is metered, used for operations or lost through leaks, the

cost to produce the water is included in the utility’s test year expenses. The cost to
produce water that is lost through leaks is a cost paid by all customers through
higher rates. Water loss caused by inaccurate or slow meters presents a different
dynamic. Water “lost” through under-recording is nonetheless consumed, and
therefore, the actual cost to produce that unrecorded water is not avoided by more
accurate meters. However, removing inaccurate meters avoids subsidization among
customers and allows the utility to both recognize that water is being lost through

leaks and measure its success in mitigating that problem.

® The Great Lakes — Upper Mississippi River Board of State and Provincial Public Health and Environmental

Managers Recommended Standards for Water Works (“Ten States Standards”), Section 7.0.1 Sizing of
Finished Water Storage.
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What is Stucker Fork’s current water loss?
According to its most recent IURC annual report (2023), Stucker Fork’s current

water loss is 17.1%, which is the lowest it’s been since 2017.7

IV. PERIODIC MAINTENANCE

What are Stucker Fork’s proposed adjustments to its Periodic Maintenance
expense?

During the test year, Petitioner spent $436,160 on periodic maintenance. As a pro
forma revenue requirement, Stucker Fork proposes to increase these expenditures
to $485,120, which is an increase of $48,960 over test year expense. However, in
determining its Periodic Maintenance expense, Stucker Form did not calculate
fixed, known, and measurable adjustments to test year expenses. As discussed in
testimony below, Stucker Fork used other methodologies to derive its requested
Periodic Maintenance expense of $485,120.

Is it reasonable for Petitioner to incur expenses to perform all periodic
maintenance items?

Yes. Water utilities need to perform periodic maintenance on their capital assets.
Periodic maintenance will allow Stucker Fork to continue to operate its facilities
and prevent early termination of assets.

How did Petitioner calculate the proposed periodic maintenance expense?
For most periodic maintenance expenses Petitioner took the amount authorized in

the last rate case for a periodic maintenance expense item and multiplied it by an
inflation factor of 1.27, derived from the Consumer Price Index (“CP1”).8 For filter

media replacement at the Austin Plant and storage tank painting, miscellaneous

7 See “Percent Water Loss” chart in Attachment KW-04.
8 Petitioner’s Response to OUCC Q-2-3, OUCC Attachment KW-05 and Petitioner’s Exhibit 1, p. 8-9.
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invoices were used and then an inflation factor from the CPl was applied as
necessary.® Finally, the cost of the U.V. system maintenance/bulb replacement is

based on an invoice and rounded down.°

Q: Do you accept Petitioner’s methodology for calculating the proposed periodic
maintenance expense?

A: No. Petitioner’s starting point was its estimated forecast in the last rate case, which
was subject to criticism for its inaccuracy, but authorized in settlement as part of
the give and take of compromise.!* A methodology that uses a questionable
forecast, not adequately shown to be representative of historical actual costs, and
simply inflates the amount using the CPI, ignores the purpose and spirit of using a
historical test year of actual costs and applying fixed, known, and measurable
adjustments.

Understandably, variable periodic maintenance, over an extended period of
years, cannot be fully, accurately captured in test year expense. However, using
actual expenses over time, as a basis for periodic maintenance can provide an
accurate, empirical starting point. Failing to anchor periodic maintenance to actual
costs cannot be expected to produce an accurate estimate.

Petitioner’s estimated Periodic Maintenance expenses are based on a
forecast from 2017, not an amount based on Stucker Fork’s actual costs for its

actual utility operations.*? Petitioner then used the CPI to adjust this forecasted

9 Petitioner’s Response to OUCC Q-2-3, OUCC Attachment KW-05 and KW-06.

10 Included as Attachment KW-07.

11 As discussed further below, the terms of settlement also included that all periodic maintenance be tracked
and reported, and all periodic maintenance be administered through a restricted account. See, also, Stucker
Fork Cons. Dist., Cause No. 44987, Final Order (Ind. Util. Reg. Comm’n, July 25, 2018).

12 Final Order, Cause No. 44987, p. 13.
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amount for almost seven years. Even more importantly, Stucker Fork has

historically spent less on annual periodic maintenance expenses than the amount
authorized, or which Stucker Fork has requested in prior rate cases.

Stucker Fork’s actual expenses in the 2023 test year and in 2024, did exceed
the amount embedded in rates for periodic maintenance.® However, this is only
two years out of twelve years of data.'* In addition, periodic maintenance expense
is expected to vary from year to year; for instance, one year may include multiple
tank painting projects, compared to those years with none, so a given year may
include above-average costs.

Stucker Fork is a conservancy district, and it is important to ensure it has
enough funds to properly maintain its assets. It is equally important to ensure
customers are not paying for periodic maintenance that is not being performed, or
is significantly delayed.

As addressed by OUCC witness, Jason T. Compton, Stucker Fork reported
a balance of $665,321 as of December 31, 2023 for the periodic maintenance
restricted funds.® Stucker Fork’s rates include an embedded amount of $340,332
in its rates for 2024, and Petitioner’s responses to OUCC data requests show that

Stucker Fork spent $772,420 for 2024.1® This increased maintenance expense for

2024 is due to completing multiple maintenance projects which occur infrequently

13 Note: as detailed below Petitioner spent $772,420 in 2024.

14 Note this includes the test year from the last five rate cases (Cause Nos. 44987, 44687, 44164, 43780, and
42752) plus the seven years lead up to and including 2024.

152023 Annual Report, page W-11(a).

16 petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 12-3, the sum of column M82-M118 excluding M109 which is a capital
expense, Attachment KW-08.
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and at higher cost, including repainting two legged water storage tanks (Tanks 2

and 4), replacement of all filter media for the four Marble Hill WTP filters, and
completion of the inspection and maintenance of the Austin WTP clearwell.

Therefore, Stucker Fork will be anticipated to report an excess balance in

the restricted account of approximately $233,233 (($665,321 + $340,332 =

$1,005,653) - $772,420 = $233,233), and it will continue to receive the embedded

annual amount of $340,332 until its rate increase is implemented. While it remains

important that Stucker Fork have enough funds to properly complete periodic

maintenance, its current excess balance will supplement the amount to be

authorized to be embedded in rates for periodic maintenance, further alleviating the

risk that it would not have sufficient funds for all periodic maintenance items.

Are you concerned that ratepayers are paying through rates for periodic
maintenance that is not being performed?

Yes. The discrepancies between Petitioner’s actual spending on periodic
maintenance and its requests for periodic maintenance amounts embedded in rates
can be seen going back to Cause No. 42752, where Petitioner requested over
$200,000 annually in periodic maintenance despite only spending about $34,000 in
the test year ending in March 2004.%

In this Cause, Petitioner’s test year periodic maintenance spend did exceed
the amount embedded in rates, as shown in Table 1, below. However, as shown in
Table 1, below, Stucker Fork significantly underspent in most years since the Order

in Cause No. 44987. In fact, over the past five years (2019-2023), Stucker Fork

17 Cause No. 42752, Petitioner’s Exhibit IMS-2, p. 12-13.
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received a total of $1,701,640 from ratepayers to perform periodic maintenance,

but it only spent $1,187,582, a difference of $514,058. (See Table 1 below)

Table 1: Annual Periodic Maintenance Authorized v. Actual Spend

Year'® 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023

44987 Settlement | $340,328 | $340,328 | $340,328 | $340,328 | $340,328
Amount

Amount Spent $266,957 | $45,217 | $115,277 | $313,009 | $447,122

Difference ($73,371) | ($295,111) | ($225,051) | ($27,319) | $106,794

Did the combination of Petitioner’s methodology, the historical insufficiency
of the amounts spent on periodic maintenance, and the resulting risk that
ratepayers could pay excessive rates for periodic maintenance not being
performed cause you greater concern?

Yes. Those concerns, in addition to what | would characterize as insufficient
evidentiary support in Petitioner’s case in chief, caused me to feel compelled to
conduct a more thorough review of Petitioner’s actual costs and invoices. And
given the long periods over which periodic maintenance is completed, | believed it
necessary to review some actual cost information preceding the last rate case order.

Did you, then, request additional information, actual costs, and invoices
regarding each of these proposed projects?

Yes. | sought additional information on the maintenance expenses through data
requests. My initial questions were included in OUCC DR set No. 2. served on
December 13, 2024 with responses served on January 13, 2025 (hours before the
scheduled engineering site visit) and with a supplemental response January 14" for
two data requests which included an additional bid tab and some additional
description regarding Marble Hill. As can be seen in OUCC Attachment KW-05

(the responses to OUCC DR set 2), Stucker Fork did respond but did not answer,

18 All Periodic Maintenance spending amounts come from Petitioner’s IURC Annual Reports.
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or fully answer, many of the questions. This impacted the effectiveness of the site
visit the next day. Also, many of the bid tabs initially included regarding periodic
maintenance items were largely illegible due to the reproductions size. Stucker Fork
did later provide legible 24” x 36” original size bid tabs for review. In addition to
OUCC DR set 2, | sought additional information and invoices in several other
OUCC DR sets and follow up requests. The process for discovery was beset by
delays and frustration. Primarily, and especially, facilitating review of actual costs
for periodic maintenance items proved challenging; attached as OUCC Attachment
KW-09, is a table reflecting the course of discovery. Stucker Fork also expressed
its frustration over the data requests. Even with the parties working to resolve
discovery issues, the discovery process was onerous.

In discovery, Stucker Fork provided its Periodic Maintenance tracking
documentation. The Periodic Maintenance tracking was invaluable to my review,
but it was limited to the time period beginning with 2018 for the specifically listed
maintenance categories and all maintenance beginning in 2021. Therefore, the
Periodic Maintenance tracking will become more important as it is continued and
captures additional years of data.

Would continued tracking of Periodic Maintenance expenses and the

establishment of an audit file facilitate review and alleviate some of the
challenges experienced with discovery?

Yes. The Periodic Maintenance tracking reports have been an invaluable source of
information for this cause, especially given the difficulty experienced with respect
to discover requesting actual costs and invoices. These reports have shown where

Stucker Fork does and does not spend money on periodic maintenance. This
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information has prompted the OUCC to propose an additional maintenance

category. Continuing the tracking and reporting requirements is important due to

the length of the periodic maintenance program, which can span 15 to 20 years in
total. It will provide a more complete data set in future years.

I also recommend Petitioner develop and maintain a periodic maintenance
schedule. A periodic maintenance schedule would ensure sound planning practices
and help alleviate great deviations in periodic maintenance expense from year to
year. Review of information in this case shows that Stucker Fork still frequently
spends less on periodic maintenance than they are approved to perform, and
maintenance is not occurring as often as recommended by AWWA or even by
Stucker Fork. Establishment of a periodic maintenance schedule would let the
OUCC, other parties, and the Commission know how often Stucker Fork is actually
executing different types of maintenance going forward. For example, the OUCC
requested amortization schedules as a proxy for how frequently periodic
maintenance items were being performed and accounted for. However, Petitioner
had not provided this information in response to OUCC data requests, and instead
provided the figure it claims represents its annual average expense.'® To make
certain the schedule is developed in 2025, and Stucker Fork begins following it by
2026, | recommend the first periodic maintenance schedule be submitted as part of

Petitioner’s 2025 IURC annual report.

19 petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 7, OUCC Attachment KW-10.
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Additionally, Stucker Fork appeared to have difficulty locating supporting
invoices the OUCC requested to review for this rate case.?’ To avoid this problem
in future rate cases, | recommend the Commission order Stucker Fork to create and

maintain an audit file with copies of all major periodic maintenance invoices for

the next rate case as discussed in greater detail in Mr. Compton’s testimony.

Q: Based on your review, did you develop a recommendation for an appropriate
amount of Periodic Maintenance expense?

A: Yes, | did.

Q: Please explain how you determined an appropriate amount of Periodic

Maintenance expense.
A: To balance the interests of Stucker Fork and its customers, | propose periodic

maintenance expense be determined as follows:

e Maintenance for which Petitioner has not provided a maintenance timetable be
based on the average spent from 2019 through 2024.%

e Maintenance that is performed periodically is based on the most recent comparable
invoice or bid tab provided, adjusted for inflation if appropriate, and amortized over
the expected recommended time between maintenance.

e For those maintenance categories where no expenses have been incurred since the
last rate case??and no comparable invoice was provided or found, | added an Other
Periodic Maintenance Expense category (item VIII in Table 2, below) and assumed

expenses for these categories would be recovered through that category.

20 petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 7, OUCC Attachment KW-10.

21 petitioner has provided a list of 2024 periodic maintenance expenses as part of its Periodic Maintenance
Report included as Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 12-3, OUCC Attachment KW-08.

22 pyrsuant to Petitioner’s IURC annual reports and Petitioner’s Periodic Maintenance Tracker.
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The Other Periodic Maintenance Expense category includes miscellaneous
periodic maintenance expenses listed in Petitioner's Periodic Maintenance Tracker
such as chemical feed maintenance and clear well cleaning/maintenance, which did
not fit into the existing categories. In its next rate case, if Stucker Fork provides
supporting documentation for those periodic maintenance projects which would be
included in the Other Periodic Maintenance category as being completed, then
those expenses can be moved back to separate line items.

When and to the extent Stucker Fork prepares its periodic maintenance
schedule, Petitioner may more clearly define the maintenance categories. This
tracking methodology will provide a more accurate accounting of what Stucker
Fork actually spends on periodic maintenance and should ensure Stucker Fork has
sufficient funds to perform periodic maintenance while also ensuring customers are

not charged for maintenance that is not being performed.

Is it reasonable for Petitioner to incur expenses for tank inspections as part of
its periodic maintenance program?

Yes. The American Water Works Association (“AWWA”) M-42 Manual for Steel
Water-Storage Tanks states that tanks “should be inspected at least once every 3-5
years.”

Has Stucker Fork completed all tank inspections within its periodic
maintenance program consistent with the AWWA guidance?

No. According to Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 1-11, Stucker Fork has not
inspected all of their storage tanks within the last five years.?* Stucker Fork is

requesting funds to inspect three storage tanks per year in this cause, which would

23 page 108 from AWWA M-42 included as OUCC Attachment KW-11.
24 Response to OUCC DR 2-4 is included as OUCC Attachment KW-05.
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ensure each of Petitioner’s water storage tanks and aeration tanks is inspected once
every 5 years. To ensure funds are available to conduct inspections of three tanks
per year and painting / maintenance on at least one tank per year, I recommend
funds continue to be placed into a restricted account each year for tank inspection,
cleaning, and maintenance. Stucker Fork has painted more than one tank at a time
and received lower bid prices. | recommend Petitioner continue this practice even

if it means painting two tanks every other year.

What do you recommend for overall periodic maintenance expense?
I recommend reducing the total annual allowance for periodic maintenance expense

requested from $485,120 to $403,500 to better align with what Petitioner actually
spends on periodic maintenance.? This is broken down by general category in the
summary table below and included in the more detailed table contained in OUCC
Attachment KW-12.2% This amount better aligns with 1) the historic averages over
the life of the periodic maintenance program, and 2) allows a sufficient increase to

address existing and potential increases in materials and labor.

% This would be a reduction of test year Periodic Maintenance expense of $32,660.
% QUCC Attachment KW-12 compares Petitioner’s Periodic Maintenance expense and OUCC’s Periodic
Maintenance expense and contains a more detailed table which includes information and explanation
documenting how the OUCC derived each proposed Periodic Maintenance expense.
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TABLE 2: Annual Periodic Maintenance Amounts Compared

General Category Petitioner QucCcC Difference
I. Intake Structure Cleaning $10,000 $9,600 ($400)
and Pump Maintenance
1. Well Maintenance?’ $22,000 $4,000 ($18,000)
I1l. Austin WTP Maintenance $106,820 $54,900 ($51,920)
IV. Marble Hill WTP $19,700 $21,300 $1,600
Maintenance
V. Tank Maintenance $302,500 $282,500 ($20,000)
V1. Booster Station $7,600 $3,900 ($3,700)
Maintenance and Pump
Replacement
VI1I. Meter/Control Valve Pit $16,500 $3,500 ($13,000)
Maintenance
VIII. Other Periodic - $23,800 $23,800
Maintenance Expense
Total $485,120 $403,500 ($81,620)

The total periodic maintenance budget would be increased from $340,328

approved in Cause No. 44987 to $403,500. This is a difference of $63,172 and is

incorporated in the schedules and testimony of OUCC witness Mr. Compton.

Do you have any other recommendations regarding the tracking and reporting
of periodic maintenance expenses?

Yes. Petitioner has not developed a periodic maintenance schedule to ensure

maintenance tasks occur in an orderly manner. Since the last rate case, Petitioner

has continued to not perform periodic maintenance tasks pursuant to a set periodic

maintenance schedule, and it has not performed all periodic maintenance

contemplated for which it receives an amount embedded in rates. | recommend the

Commission order Petitioner to continue placing all periodic maintenance revenues

27 Note: Well Chemical Cleaning is one category where Petitioner did not provide any invoices since the last
rate case, nor did they identify any specific expenses in Exhibit 12-3.
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it collects annually into the restricted account and continue tracking and reporting

periodic maintenance expenses.

Please summarize your recommendations which address effective review of
Periodic Maintenance.

For effective review and to alleviate discovery issues for both the OUCC and
Stucker Fork, I recommend the Commission require:

e The Periodic Maintenance account continue to be restricted;

e Continued Periodic Maintenance tracking and reporting;

e Petitioner implement and maintain a Periodic Maintenance schedule; and

e Petitioner create and maintain a Periodic Maintenance audit file.

V. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Has Petitioner identified a need to make capital improvements to its system?
Yes. Stuck Fork has included a one-page Capital Improvement Plan which includes

the expansion of the Marble Hill water treatment plant (“WTP”).28

How does Stucker Fork plan to fund the Capital Improvement Plan?
Petitioner proposes to fund projects through depreciation and long-term debt as

summarized in the table below:?°

28 petitioner’s Exhibit 4, p. 16.
29 petitioner’s Exhibit 4, p. 16-17.
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TABLE 3: CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN ITEMS

Capital Brief Description Amount Funding
Improvement Method
Work Trucks 6 @ $45,000 each $270,000 | Depreciation
Marble Hill WTP | One switch gear and one | $460,000 | Depreciation

Electrical portable generator
Improvements
Booster Station Add 1 Switch Gear to $380,000 | Depreciation
Switch Gears each (3) booster station

for portable generator
Austin WTP Raw Install a mechanical $570,000 | Depreciation
Water Intake screen
Structure
Improvements
16” Main Double or Nothing Road | $4,875,000 | Depreciation
Replacement and Slab Road (33,820

L.F.)
Total $6,555,000
Marble Hill WTP | Double building size and | $5,250,000 | Long-term
Expansion add 4 filters debt
Marble Hill Wells 2 @ $500,000 each $1,000,000 | Long-term
debt
Total®° $7,325,000
A. Depreciation Funded Projects
Q: Did you review Petitioner’s proposed capital projects?

A: Yes, | reviewed Petitioner’s proposed projects list, the limited information provided
in Petitioner’s Case-in-Chief, and asked questions through discovery. During my
site visit on January 14, 2025, | spoke with Mr. Needler about each of the proposed
capital projects. Each of the capital projects proposed to be funded through
depreciation appears to be a prudent need. The costs for all but the 16” Main
Replacement, however, were estimated based on the cost estimate from the last rate

case adjusted for inflation using the CPI.3! These costs which were included in the

%0 This total includes non-construction cost estimates from Petitioner’s Exhibit 4, p. 17.
31 Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 2-9 and 2-10, OUCC Attachment KW-05.
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last rate case were also, originally presented in Cause No. 44687 in which cost

support was provided as discussed in Mr. Scott Bell’s testimony pages 9-11.%2 As

discussed earlier in my testimony, the methodology of using a prior, stale (and

potentially not well developed) estimate from the last rate case and using the CPI

to inflate the costs is not a reasonable or accurate methodology. Additionally, as

noted in Cause No. 44687 Petitioner’s Exhibit No. 5, page 3, the cost estimates

included a 20% estimate for non-construction costs. Using the CPI to inflate costs

where a significant portion of those costs were added based on a percentage of
construction costs is more questionable.

However, Stucker Fork has previously stated the projects would be
competitively bid. The competitive bidding process will ensure Stucker Fork
secures the best price for these projects, allowing unspent depreciation funds to be
spent on other needs such as main replacements. OUCC witness Mr. Compton

testifies separately regarding the depreciation revenue requirement.

Are there any proposed capital projects to be funded through depreciation
that were not included in Cause No. 446877

Yes. The 16 main replacement. | spoke with Mr. Needler about this project and
found it reasonable and necessary. The cost for the 16” main replacement comes to
roughly $144 per linear foot which is reasonable and prudent, based upon my

background, knowledge, experience, and review in this Cause.

32 Included as OUCC Attachment KW-13.
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B. Marble Hill Expansion
Q: Please describe Stucker Fork’s revenue requirement for the construction of
the Marble Hill Expansion.
A: Stucker Fork plans to borrow funds to double the size of the building that houses

its Marble Hill WTP, install four new horizontal filters and associated piping, and
add two new wells. As discussed in greater detail by OUCC witness Mr. Compton,
proposed projects or items proposed to be funded by debt, themselves, must be
necessary and incident to the operations of the water facilities.®® A reasonable and
just charge for services is a charge that produces sufficient revenue to pay all the
necessary expenses incident to the operation of the water facilities, which would
necessarily include those projects, costs, and expenses funded by debt, and which
include debt service and debt service reserve imbedded in rates as part of the
revenue requirement.* This is true regardless of whether, or not, debt, itself, would
be subject to Commission authority and approval.

In other words, Stucker Fork may issue debt for any other of its authorized
conservancy district services included in its District Plan, pursuant to Title 14
Article 33, however, before recovering debt in rates, that debt must be necessary
and incident to the operation of the water facilities (the debt must fund projects,
costs, or expenses necessary and incident to Stucker Fork’s operations for water

service). While the Commission would not have jurisdiction over Stucker Fork

3 Ind. Code § 14-33-20-13(a). “A district coming under this chapter shall furnish reasonably adequate
services and facilities. The charge made by the district for a service provided or to be provided, either directly
or indirectly, must be nondiscriminatory, reasonable, and just. Every discriminatory, unjust, or unreasonable
charge for service is unlawful.”

3 d.
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purchasing a jet for its other services through a debt issuance, the Commission
certainly has authority to find embedding such debt in the revenue requirement paid
by water service customers to be unjust and unreasonable. With respect to rates, the
Commission has the same jurisdiction as it has over regulated municipal water

utilities.®®

What reason did Petitioner state for why it needed to expand the Marble Hill
WTP?

Petitioner stated it needs the expansion for added capacity due to anticipated new
customers due to inquiries it has received regarding water service near Marble Hill
and within Stucker Fork’s territory and because Stucker Fork wants to reduce the
number of hours the Marble Hill Plant operates per day. Petitioner does not
maintain records of water service inquiries or ask how much water per day the
development would need. Therefore, Stucker Fork could only provide general
recollections of conversations.3

What support did Stucker Fork provide for the costs of its proposed Marble
Hill Expansion?

Petitioner provided scant support for the Marble Hill Expansion in its case-in-
chief.®” The estimate for the Marble Hill Expansion is based on a 1997 bid that is
scaled to 2024 dollars using the CPI alone.3® Despite multiple requests by the
OUCC, Stucker Fork has not provided any documentation to show if or by how

much it is reasonable to increase the capacity of the Marble Hill Plant.®® Stucker

35 See OUCC witness Mr. Jason Compton’s testimony for a more detailed explanation.

3 Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 12-5, OUCC Attachment KW-14.

37 petitioner’s Exhibit 1, p. 11-12.

38 Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 2-5, OUCC Attachment KW-05

39 Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 2 and DR 12-5, OUCC Attachments KW-05 and KW-14.
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Fork has not even completed the preliminary engineering report for the proposed
expansion let alone design drawings, reasonable project cost estimates, the
anticipated project schedule, or the justification for the need and extent of the plant
expansion. Petitioner did not provide the support necessary to verify the

reasonableness and prudence of the Marble Hill Expansion.

Do you accept Petitioner’s cost estimates for the Marble Hill Expansion?
No. Stucker Fork’s estimate for the Marble Hill Expansion is based on a 1997 bid

that is scaled to 2024 dollars using the CPI alone. Using a 27-year-old bid and
attempting to make it comparable to today by using an inflation factor is
problematic. It is highly unlikely that a bid from the 90’s scaled for inflation would
be representative of today’s costs. Additionally, the bid was a single number, so
there is no way to know what was included in the 1997 estimate.

Should Petitioner be authorized to include debt service or debt service reserve
from the Marble Hill Expansion in this cause?

No. Stucker Fork filed this rate case before work to justify the Marble Hill
Expansion’s need or estimated cost had been done. With no preliminary
engineering report to review, the OUCC, Morgan Foods, Inc., and the Commission
will be denied the opportunity to evaluate the prudence and reasonableness of the
project. I recommend the Commission deny authorization to include debt service
or debt service reserve for the Marble Hill Expansion unless, as discussed by OUCC
witness Mr. Compton, a subdocket is established to provide all interested parties
with the opportunity to review the evidence to determine the reasonableness and

prudence of the Marble Hill Expansion.
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Q

What information should be provided in the subdocket?
A: Stucker Fork should provide the following information to the Commission and the

OUCC as part of a subdocket so that the reasonableness and prudency of the Marble
Hill Expansion may be determined:*°

1. Set of updated, internally consistent Design Drawings site plan showing all

improvements, floor plans, elevation drawings, foundation plans, roof plans,
etc., with consistent and accurate footprints and specifications depicting the
difference between the actual proposed expansion and additional equipment
which could be added in future projects.*

2. Project Cost Estimate

a. Architects/Engineers Final Opinion of Probable Construction Cost broken
down by line item.

b. Contingency and basis - percent and total dollar amount.

c. Escalation, if any, for inflation and basis - percent and total dollar amount.

d. Final estimated non-construction costs: legal, financial, architect design
fees, engineering fees, surveying fees, geotechnical fees, permitting,
construction administration fees and inspection fees, etc.

e. Total estimated project cost.

3. Preliminary Engineering Report.

4. Anticipated Project schedule: advertisement for bids, bid date, construction

start date, substantial completion date, final completion date.

40 Mr. Compton’s Testimony also addresses the need for, and the OUCC’s request for, the subdocket.
“The recent Design Drawings received in response to OUCC DR 2-7 (Attachment KW-05, p. 24-25) show
different interior and exterior footprint as well as different number of future filters.
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5. Specific justification in support of the need for, and extent of, the increased

capacity at the Marble Hill WTP.

Q

What is a system development charge?
A: According to the AWWA Manual of Water Supply Practices, “A system
development charge (SDC) is a one-time charge paid by a new water system

customer for system capacity.”*?

10

11
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18
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Q: What is the general purpose of a system development charge?

A: As explained in further detail in the testimony of Mr. Compton, system
development charges are used to finance growth or capacity related capital water
projects.

Q: Has Petitioner considered a system development charge, and what do you

recommend Petitioner do?

A: Despite Stucker Fork’s position that a primary driver for the Marble Hill Expansion
is anticipated growth, Stucker Fork’s Board chose not to propose a system
development charge at this time.*® I recommend Stucker Fork develop and

implement a system development charge so new customers can contribute to the

costs for the additional capacity needed to serve them.

VI. OUCC RECOMMENDATIONS

Q

Please summarize your recommendations in this Cause.
A: I recommend the following:

1. I recommend the Commission approve $403,500 per year in Periodic

Maintenance expense.

42 AWWA, Manual of Water Supply Practices, Principles of Water Rates, Fees, and Charges, p. 321
43 Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 2-11, OUCC Attachment KW-05.
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I recommend the Commission order $403,500 per year be placed into a
restricted account for Periodic Maintenance expense.
I recommend the Commission require Stucker Fork to continue reporting
its annual periodic maintenance expenditures in its IURC annual report as
outlined in the Final Order for Cause No. 44987.
I recommend the Commission order Petitioner develop a periodic
maintenance schedule to be submitted as part of Petitioner’s IURC annual
report.
I recommend the Commission order Stucker Fork to create and maintain a
file with copies of all major maintenance invoices.
I recommend Stucker Fork develop and implement a system development
charge.
I recommend the Commission deny authorization to include debt service or
debt service reserve for the Marble Hill Expansion unless, as discussed by
OUCC witness Mr. Compton, a subdocket is established to provide all
interested parties with the opportunity to review the evidence to determine
the reasonableness and prudence of the Marble Hill Expansion.

Documentation submitted for the subdocket should contain at a minimum

the additional information discussed above.

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes.
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APPENDIX A

Please describe your educational background and experience.
I graduated from Indiana University with a Bachelor of Science degree in Biology

and a Master of Public Affairs (“MPA”) concentrating in Environmental
Management. My graduate coursework included studying how water pollution
affects aquatic ecosystems, environmental rules and regulations, toxicology, risk
analysis, epidemiology, finance and budgeting, economics, statistics, public
management, and other courses on how pollution affects human health and the
environment. After graduating with my MPA, | was hired as an Environmental
Manager (EM2) by the Indiana Department of Environmental Management, Office
of Air Quality, Permits Branch in 2006 where | analyzed projects for a variety of
industries, calculated the air emissions associated with those projects, determined
applicable state and federal rules, and drafted federally enforceable air permits. |
was promoted to a Senior Environmental Manager (SEM1) about one year later. |
held this position for more than ten years. As an SEML1, | worked on complex permit
projects, trained and mentored staff, reviewed staff’s work, and developed
templates, guidance, and training materials. Since joining the OUCC in 2018, | have
attended numerous utility related seminars and workshops including the National
Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners (“NARUC”) Western Utility

Rate School.



AFFIRMATION

I affirm the representations | made in the foregoing testimony are true to the best of my

knowledge, information, and belief.

By: Kristen Willoughby, Utility Analyst
Cause No. 46167

Office of Utility Consumer Counselor (OUCC)

Date: March 4, 2025
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Stucker Fork Office Exterior

Austin Water Treatment Plant Exterior
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Austin Water Treatment Plant Aerator

Austin Water Treatment Plant Upflow Clarifier
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Austin Water Treatment Plant High Service Pumps

Austin Water Treatment Plant Filtration Tanks
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Austin Water Treatment Plant UV System

Austin Water Treatment UV System Control Panel
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SCADA Tanks View

SCADA Marble Hill View
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Storage Tanks 1 & 12
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Storage Tank 2
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Storage Tank 3
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Storage Tank 4
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Storage Tank 6
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Storage Tank 7
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Storage Tank 8
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Storage Tank 9
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Storage Tank 10
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Storage Tank 11
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Booster Station 4 Interior
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Marble Hill Water Treatment Plant Exterior

Marble Hill Water Treatment Plant Interior
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Marble Hill Water Treatment Plant Horizontal Filters & Piping

Marble Hill Water Treatment Plant Flow Monitor
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Marble Hill Water Treatment Plant Concrete and Steel Ground Storage Tanks

Marble Hill Water Treatment Plant Backwash Lagoon



OUCC Attachment KW-02
Cause No. 46167
Page 1 of 1

c. Stucker Fork decided that it would not collect the subsidy from
the commercial customers as this customer class was already
scheduled to receive a relatively high increase.

Q-5-2: Please provide a copy of the Cost of Service Analysis in Excel format with all
formulas intact.

Response:  Stucker Fork has previously provided the cost of service analysis in
Excel format with all formulas intact.

QQ-5-3: Reference page 24 of the Cost of Service Analysis:
a. Please provide a revised schedule which also specifically identifies
"~ Morgan Foods; and
b. Please explain why the number of bills for certain meter sizes is not
divisible by 12, indicating that some customers are not billed on a monthly
basis.

Response: a. Please see Exhibit 5-3.
b. The number of bills for certain meter sizes is not divisible by
12 because some of the customers joined midyear or left
midyear. The fact that the number of bills is not divisible by
12 is not due to the fact that some customers are not billed on a
monthly basis.

Q-5-4: Reference pages 26, 39, and 42 of the Cost of Service Analysis. Please identify to
which customers the public fire charge is assessed and how the charge is assessed
to those customers.

Response:  As has been noted in prior rate cases, Stucker Fork only provides fire
protection service to customers located within the municipal limits of
the City of Austin, Indiana.

Q-5-5: Reference page 30 of the Cost of Service Analysis. Please explain why it is
reasonable to allocate approximately 90% of Transmission & Distribution
Structures and Improvements to the Maximum Hour function.

Response:  The allocation of transmission and distribution structures to the max
hour function has remained unchanged for the last several cost of
service studies. Stucker Fork would further note that the specific
allocation is consistent with the example on page 53 of the AWWA M-
1 Manual (""M1 Manual").

Q-5-6: Reference page 29 of the Cost of Service Analysis. Please explain how Average
Day, Maximum Day, Maximum Hour, and Customer costs have been assigned to
Public and Private Fire Protection Service.
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e. Tank maintenance;
f. Booster Station maintenance and pump replacement; and
g Meter/Control Valve Pit maintenance.

Response:  See Exhibit 1-10 for the individual periodic maintenance expenses
incurred. This information is also summarized by the above periodic
maintenance categories and included in each annual report as tab
“11b” submitted to the IURC.

Q-1-11: Please state when each of Petitioner’s water storage tanks was last inspected as well
as the cost of the inspection.

Response:  Please see Exhibit 1-11.

Q-1-12: Please state when each of Petitioner’s water storage tanks was last painted as well
as the cost of the tank painting.

Response: Please see Exhibit 1-11.

Q-1-13: On pages 26-27 of Mr. Baldessari’s testimony, he states “The need for these
employees are to cover vacant positions that were terminated prior to the test year.”
Please explain why Petitioner needs to fill positions that have been vacant for
approximately two years.

Response: ~ The maintenance positions have not been vacant for approximately two
years. The employees that held these positions in the test year were
terminated during calendar year 2024 and the positions filled with new
employes within a few months of becoming vacant. There was a
miscommunication regarding the estimated payroll calculation and the
maintenance employees terminated during 2024 were inadvertently
included in the original estimated payroll calculation. See Exhibit 1-13
for the original and updated estimated payroll calculations.
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TANK # LOCATION SIZE / GALLONS TYPE YEAR Built | Last Painted | Inspection

1 AUSTIN 500,000 ELEVATED | 1969 2017 2017
STEEL $188,800.00

2 LITTLE YORK 100,000 ELEVATED | 1969 2024 2024
STEEL $262,000.00

3 WOOSTER 150,000 ELEVATED | 1969 unknown 2021
STEEL $2,289.33

4 COMMISKEY 100,000 ELEVATED | 1970 2024 2024
STEEL $258,050.00

5 Decommissioned

6 EAST POLK RD. 100,000 ELEVATED | 1972 1990 2021
STEEL $2289.33

7 DOUBLE OR 500,000 ELEVATED | 1980 2019 2020

NOTHING RD. STEEL $214,013.00 | $1,000.00

8 Radio Tower RD. 500,000 ELEVATED | 2005 2006 2024
STEEL $2289.33

9 LOVETT 100,000 ELEVATED | 1994 1995 2021
STEEL $2289.33

10 PAYNESVILLE RD. 500,000 ELEVATED | 1998 2023 2023
STEEL $466,000.00

11 FAIRVIEW RD. 360,000 ELEVATED | 2001 2001 2015
STEEL

12 AUSTIN 1,000,000 ELEVATED | 2017 2017 2018
STEEL $1,445,830 $1,000

Clear Well 1 AUSTIN 1,200,000 GROUND 1970 n/a 2011
CONCRETE

Clear Well 2 MARBLE HILL 500,000 GROUND 1998 2022 2022
STEEL $215,500.00

Clear Well 3 MARBLE HILL 1,000,000 GROUND 2020 n/a 2021
CONCRETE

TOTAL 6,610,000
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W-1 W-6 W-6 W-6 W-6
Total Non- Water Percent Gallons
Customers Total System Average Main
Year Pumped & Revenue Loss Loss Sold/
Year-End Sold Usage MGD Breaks
Purchased (C-D) (E-F) (G/C) Cust/Day
2017 7,632 1,678,952 1,243,305 435,647 30,928 404,719 24.1% 3.406 0.446 40
2018 7,660 1,697,525 1,341,067 356,458 25,383 331,075 19.5% 3.674 0.480 35
2019 7,711 1,614,306 1,273,606 340,700 25,800 314,900 19.5% 3.489 0.453 32
2020 7,820 1,586,081 1,256,704 329,377 17,753 311,624 19.6% 3.434 0.439 14
2021 7,866 1,625,495 1,245,211 380,284 16,878 363,406 22.4% 3.412 0.434
2022 7,931 1,711,189 1,339,474 371,715 17,978 353,737 20.7% 3.670 0.463
2023 8,022 1,646,310 1,347,681 298,629 17,524 281,105 17.1% 3.682 0.459
Allreported in thousand gallons
System usage includes water used for firefighting, backwashing, main flushing, etc.
Source: [lURC Annual Reports
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STATE OF INDIANA

INDIANA UTILITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY

DISTRICT FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CAUSE NO. 46167
SCHEDULE OF RATES AND CHARGES

FOR WATER SERVICE

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT’S
RESPONSE TO OUCC DATA REQUEST SET NO. 2

Stucker Fork Conservancy District (“Stucker Fork™), by counsel, hereby provides

its response to OUCC Data Request Set No. 2 as follows:

I1. Data Request

Q-2-1: Please state whether Stucker Fork Conservancy District (“Stucker Fork™ or
“Petitioner”) tested for Per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (“PFAS”) and/or
Perfluorooctane sulfonic acid (“PFOS”) and perfluorooctanoic acid (“PFOA™).

a. If so, please provide all results of any such testing.

b. If not, please state whether Stucker Fork intends to conduct, or have
conducted, such testing. If Stucker Fork has not completed, and does not
intend to complete, such testing, please explain why not.

Response:  Please see the attached Exhibit 2-1.

Q-2-2: Please provide the most recent copy of Petitioner’s Capital Improvement Plan /
Master Plan.

Response:  Please see Petitioner's Exhibit 4 attached to the prefiled direct
testimony and exhibits of Doug Baldessari, page 16.

Q-2-3: For each estimated periodic maintenance expense item on pages 10-13 of the
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4, please provide:
a. Beginning periodic maintenance expense value upon which adjustment is
based and the source of this value.
b. All actual costs, bid tabs, or other supporting documentation used to
develop estimate, and all supporting workpapers in native excel format with
formulas intact.




C.

d.

Response:
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Explanations for any adjustments made including, but not limited to,
inflation factor(s).
All calculations with formulas intact.

To the extent that Stucker Fork or its consulting engineer,
Midwestern Engineers, Inc., had recent bids for similar types of
facilities, these bids were used to estimate the costs. (See Exhibit 2-3)
Otherwise, Stucker Fork's professional engineer used the periodic
maintenance expense items and costs that were approved in Cause No.
44987. Stucker Fork's engineer, Mr. Burch, used the periodic
maintenance expense estimates approved in Cause No. 44987 and then
applied an inflation factor that is published by the U. S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics. An inflation factor of 1.27 was applied for the term
from September of 2017 to June of 2024.

Q-2-4: Please reference Petitioner’s Exhibit 3 pages 9-10, questions 15 and 16; and
Petitioner’s Exhibit No. 3, pages 9-10. Question 18 (“The Petitioner has an
expansive waterworks system . . . that all require substantial periodic maintenance.
The allowances for periodic maintenance expense have been updated by the
Petitioner's consulting engineers from those approved in Petitioner's prior rate case,
Cause No. 44987”). Please confirm or deny annual periodic maintenance expense
items on pages 10-13 of the Petitioner’s Exhibit 4 were based on the allowances or

expense amounts approved in Petitioner’s last rate case for the periodic
maintenance expense items, and were not based on the respective expense amounts
during Petitioner’s test year (adjusted for inflation and increased costs to complete).

a.

Response:

If confirmed, for annual periodic maintenance expense items on pages 10-
13 of the Petitioner’s Exhibit 4, please explain in detail why instead of
starting from the test year and adjusting for inflation and increased costs,
Petitioner chose to adjust “the periodic maintenance expense items from
Stucker Fork's last case and then included an appropriate amount for
inflation.” (Petitioners Exhibit 1, p. 8-9.)

If denied, please state whether Petitioner intends to file revised testimony
to that effect.

Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that it is ambiguous,
misleading, and seems to reflect a misunderstanding of Stucker Fork’s
periodic maintenance expense. Water utilities such as Stucker Fork
perform similar types of periodic maintenance across the State. Such
maintenance is indeed periodic in that it does not happen every year.
By way of example, tank painting or filter media replacement occur
very infrequently, but Stucker Fork, like most utilities, still needs to
account for the funds necessary to perform this maintenance. With
this in mind, tank painting, filter media replacement, and other
periodic maintenance expense may not have occurred during the test
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year, but will nonetheless need to be completed at some date in the
future.

In Cause No. 44987, Stucker Fork detailed its periodic maintenance
expense items and the Commission agreed with the same. Since that
time, the periodic maintenance needs for Stucker Fork have not
changed, but the cost of such maintenance has. In its prefiled
testimony and exhibits Stucker Fork has tried to quantify and update
the most recent costs for performing this maintenance. This estimate
was prepared by Midwestern Engineers, the long-time engineering
firm for Stucker Fork. Midwestern’s engineer, Richard Burch,
believes that these are accurate estimates of the periodic maintenance
costs that Stucker Fork will incur over time. Accordingly, Stucker
Fork has no intention of revising its testimony.

Q-2-5: Please reference page 17 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4 (“Estimated Construction and
Engineering Costs“). Please provide detailed explanations and detailed cost
breakdowns and itemizations for the Marble Hill expansion project including,
without limitation, the new supply wells which comprise the subtotals and
estimated total costs, excluding contingency of $6,250,000.

Response:

As has been previously noted in prior settlement agreements with the
OUCC and in corresponding Commission orders, the Commission
does not have jurisdiction over the issuance of debt by Stucker Fork.
Consequently, the information sought in this Request is not relevant
and will not lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. For this
reason, Stucker Fork objects to this request. Notwithstanding the
objection, please see the attached Exhibit 2-5 which are the bid tabs
that were used to estimate the cost of the Marble Hill expansion
project. In addition to the amounts set forth in the bid tabs,
Midwestern's professional engineer, Mr. Richard Burch, used an
inflation adjustment factor published by the U.S. Bureau of Labor
Statistics to update the estimate cost of these projects.

Q-2-6: Please reference page 17 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4 (“Estimated Construction and
Engineering Costs“). For the Marble Hill expansion project, including without
limitation, the new supply wells, please provide all actual costs, bid tabs,
requests for proposals (“RFPs”), or other supporting documentation used to
develop the estimates, and all calculations and supporting workpapers in native
excel format with formulas intact.

Response:

As has been previously noted in prior settlement agreements with the
OUCC and in corresponding Commission orders, the Commission
does not have jurisdiction over the issuance of debt by Stucker Fork.
Consequently, the information sought in this Request is not relevant
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and will not lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. For this
reason, Stucker Fork objects to this request. Notwithstanding the
objection, please see the attached Exhibit 2-5 which are the bid tabs
that were used to estimate the cost of the Marble Hill expansion
project. In addition to the amounts set forth in the bid tabs,
Midwestern's professional engineer, Mr. Richard Burch, used an
inflation adjustment factor published by the U.S. Bureau of Labor
Statistics to update the estimated cost of these projects.

Q-2-7: Please describe the planned expansion of the Marble Hill treatment plant and
building in detail, and please provide all design and engineering diagrams and any

related photographs and site surveys.

Response:

As has been previously noted in prior settlement agreements with the
OUCC and in corresponding Commission orders, the Commission
does not have jurisdiction over the issuance of debt by Stucker Fork.
Consequently, the information sought in this Request is not relevant
and will not lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. For this
reason, Stucker Fork objects to this request. Notwithstanding the
objection, Stucker Fork would note that its existing Marble Hill
treatment plant is currently operated more than 20 hours per day. By
expanding the production capacity of its existing facilities, Stucker
Fork will be able to operate its Marble Hill plant approximately 12-16
hours per day which is more in line with proper operating practices
for water treatment facilities. In addition, the availability of
additional capacity will allow Stucker Fork to take certain facilities
off-line for maintenance when needed. In either case, the expansion
should allow Stucker Fork to provide more effective, reliable service
while prolonging the operating life of such facilities. Drawings for the
proposed expansion are attached as Exhibit 2-7.

Q-2-8: Please reference page 16 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. Please provide a detailed
breakdown of the costs and any supporting documentation for the Marble Hill WTP
Electrical Improvements (Switch Gear and Generator).

Response:

Stucker Fork would note that its revenue requirement is not based on
the capital improvements identified on page 16 of Petitioner's Exhibit
4. Rather, Stucker Fork has established its revenue requirement
based on depreciation (i.e. not extensions and replacements). When
estimating the cost of the improvements on page 16, Stucker Fork's
professional engineer, Mr. Richard Burch, used the cost of the
estimated capital improvements set forth in Cause No. 44987 and
updated such costs based upon the inflationary index published by the
U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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Q-2-9: Please reference page 16 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. Please provide a detailed
breakdown of the costs and any supporting documentation for the Booster Station
(3) Switch Gear Including One Portable Generator.

Response:  Stucker Fork would note that its revenue requirement is not based on
the capital improvements identified on page 16 of Petitioner's Exhibit
4. Rather, Stucker Fork has established its revenue requirement
based on depreciation. When estimating the cost of the improvements
on page 16, Stucker Fork's professional engineer, Mr. Richard Burch,
used the cost of the estimated capital improvements set forth in Cause
No. 44987 and updated such costs based upon the inflationary index
published by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics.

Q-2-10: Please reference page 16 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. Please provide a detailed
breakdown of the costs and any supporting documentation for the Austin WTP Raw
Water Intake Structure Improvements (Mechanical Screen Installation).

Response:  Stucker Fork would note that its revenue requirement is not based on
the capital improvements identified on page 16 of Petitioner's Exhibit
4. Rather, Stucker Fork has established its revenue requirement
based on depreciation. When estimating the cost of the improvements
on page 16, Stucker Fork's professional engineer, Mr. Richard Burch,
used the cost of the estimated capital improvements set forth in Cause
No. 44987 and updated such costs based upon the inflationary index
published by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics.

Q-2-11: Petitioner has stated the planned Marble Hill expansion will allow development of
“the remaining property at the PSI Marble Hill site” and that Stucker Fork has
received inquiries from entities interested in developing this site. (Petitioner’s
Exhibit 1, p. 11-12) Please explain why Petitioner has not included a system
development charge in this application so future growth can help fund the
infrastructure needed to serve it?

Response:  The Board did not seek to establish system development charges at
this time; however, the Board may elect to implement new system
development charges at a later date.
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
We Protect Hoosiers and Our Environment.

100 N. Senate Avenue -+ Indianapolis, IN 46204

(800) 451-6027 = (317) 232-8603 « www.idem.IN.gov
Eric J, Holcomb Brian C. Rockensuess

CFovernor Comnussioner

9/12/2023

Mr. Randy Needler
Stucker Fork Water Utility
P.O. Box 274
Scottsburg, IN 47170
Re:.  PFAS Sampling Initiative Results
PWSID # IN5272002

Dear Randy Needler,

The Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) Drinking Water Branch, in collaboration
with Pace Analytical, has received Per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) results for Stucker Fork
Water Utility. The samples were collected by the system operator/staff to assist in completing the PFAS
Sampiling Initiative. Attached are the PFAS results for Stucker Fork Water Utility.

Entry points to the distribution system and/or source water locations were sampled on 8/1/2023 to
assess the potential impact from PFAS. The samples were analyzed for 18 common PFAS compounds,
which are listed in the attached analytical report. In June 2022, the U.S. EPA published an updated list
with interim Lifetime Health Advisory Levels (HALs) for PFOA and PFOS, and established HALs for GenX
and PFBS. The new HALs from the EPA are listed below, along with {DEM action levels for PFHxS and

PENA.
. Lifetime Health Advisory Level/Value *Minimum Reporting Level
Chemical -
(parts per trillion or ppt) (ppt)
PFOA 0.004 (Interim) 2
PFOS 0.02 (Interim) 2
GenX Chemicals 10 (Final) 2
PFBS 2,000 (Final) 2

*The Minimum Reporting Level is the smallest measured concentration of a substance that can be reliabh measured
by using a given laboratory analvtical method.

. IDEM Action Level
Chemical (parts per trillion or ppt)
PFHxS >140
PFNA >21

For the samples collected on 8/1/2023, the drinking water samples that represented the
finished treated water supplied to customers and residents reported detections of PFAS
compounds at concentrations that are above the U.S. EPA’s Health Advisory Level or IDEM Action
Level. Resampling is needed to verify the resuits before action is needed. IDEM will contact you in the
upcoming months to arrange resampling. Please see below for the specific detections.

An Equal Opportunity Employer Recyeled Paper

A State that Works
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. Exceeds
. Results HAL or
Location Analyt A
yte cronym {ppt) Action
Level?
EPCO2 Perfluorooctanoic acid PFOA 2.3 Yes
GW003 Perfluorooctanoic acid PFOA 2.7 Yes
GWO004 perfluorooctanoic acid PFOA 2.9 Yes

Please see the laboratory report that was included with this letter as a PDF for additional details.
For more information regarding PFAS and results reporting, please refer to https:/www.in.gov/idenvpfas.

The Indiana State Revolving Fund (SRF) provides low-interest loans to Indiana communities for
projects that improve drinking water infrastructure. Communities impacted by PFAS contaminated
drinking water may qualify for grant funding through the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL) designed
specifically for PFAS mitigation efforts. To find out how to access SRF funds, please visit in.gov/ifal/stf.

:Fhank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any questions regarding the PFAS
Sampling Initiative, please contact Trisha Williams (twilliam@idem.in.gov).

Sincerely,

Matt Prater, Branch Chief
Drinking Water Branch
Office of Water Quality

ecc: Christian Walker, IDEM
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
We Protect Hoosiers and Qur Environment.
100 N. Senate Avenue « Indianapolis, IN 46204

(800) 451-6027 » (317) 232-8603 * www.idem.IN.gov
Eric J. Holcomb Brian C. Rockensuess
Gaovernor Commussioner

2/20/2024

Mr. Randy Needler
Stucker Fork Water Utility
P.O. Box 274

Scottsburg, IN 47170

Re: PFAS Sampling Initiative Results
PWSID # IN5272002

Dear Randy Needler,

The indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) Drinking Water Branch, in
collaboration with Pace Analytical, has received Per- and polyfluoroalky! substances (PFAS) results for
Stucker Fork Water Utility. The samples were collected to assist in completing the PFAS Samphng
Initiative. Attached are the PFAS results for Stucker Fork Water Utility.

Entry points to the distribution system and/or source water locations were sampled on 12/19/2023
to assess the potential impact from PFAS. The samples were analyzed for 18 common PFAS
compounds, which are listed in the attached analytical report. In June 2022, the U.S. EPA published an
updated list with interim Lifetime Heaith Advisory Levels (HALs) for PFOA and PFOS, and established
HALSs for GenX and PFBS. The new HALs from the EPA are listed below, along with IDEM action levels
for PFHXS and PFNA.

. Lifetime Health Advisory Level/Value *Minimum Reporting Level
Chemical L o
(parts per trillion or ppt) : . {ppt)
PFOA 0.004 (interim) 2
PFOS 0.02 (Interim) 2
GenX Chemicals 10 (Final) 2
PFBS 2,000 (Final) 2

*The Minimum Reporting Level is the smallest measured concentration of a substance thai can be reliably measured
by using a given laboratory analytical method.

. IDEM Action Level
Chemical (parts per trillion or ppt)
PFHxS >140
PFNA >21

For the samples collected on 12/19/2023 the drinking water samples that represented the
finished treated water supplied to customers and residents reported detections of PFAS
compounds at concentrations that do not exceed the U.S. EPA’s Health Advisory Level or IDEM
Action Level. Please see below for the specific detections.

An Equal Opportunity Employer Recyeled Paper

A State that Works
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Exceeds
Location Analyte Acronym R?;;t‘)ts I-/i\ﬁ:}oonr
Level?

EP0O2 Perfluorooctanoic acid PFOA 1.9 Yes
GW003 Perfiuorobutanesuifonic acid PFBS 1.9 No
EP0O02 Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid PFBS 2.0 No
GW004 Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid PFBS 2.5 No
GWO003 Perfluorooctanoic acid PFOA 2.6 Yes

Please see the laboratory report that was included with this letter as a PDF for additional details.
For more information regarding PFAS and results reporting, please refer to https://www.in.gov/idem/pfas.

The Indiana State Revolving Fund (SRF) provides low-interest loans to Indiana communities for
projects that improve drinking water infrastructure. Communities impacted by PFAS contaminated
drinking water may qualify for grant funding through the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL) designed
specifically for PFAS mitigation efforts. To find out how to access SRF funds, please visit in.govi/ifa/srf.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you have any questions regarding the PFAS
Sampling Initiative, please contact Trisha Williams (twilliam@idem.in.gov).

Sincerely,

Matt Prater, Branch Chief
Drinking Water Branch
Office of Water Quality

ecc:  Christian Walker, cwalker1@idem.in.gov
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Exhibit 2-3
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STATE OF INDIANA

INDIANA UTILITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY

DISTRICT FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CAUSE NO. 46167
SCHEDULE OF RATES AND CHARGES

FOR WATER SERVICE

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT’S
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO OUCC DATA REQUEST SET NO. 2

Stucker Fork Conservancy District (“Stucker Fork™), by counsel, hereby provides

its supplemental response to OUCC Data Request Set No. 2 as follows:

I1. Data Request

Q-2-3: For each estimated periodic maintenance expense item on pages 10-13 of the

Petitioner’s Exhibit 4, please provide:

a. Beginning periodic maintenance expense value upon which adjustment is
based and the source of this value.

b. All actual costs, bid tabs, or other supporting documentation used to
develop estimate, and all supporting workpapers in native excel format with
formulas intact.

c. Explanations for any adjustments made including, but not limited to,
inflation factor(s).

d. All calculations with formulas intact.

Supplemental Response: In addition to the initial response to Request 2-3, Stucker
Fork is including the attached as part of Exhibit 2-3. The additional
document included as part of Exhibit 2-3 is a bid tab for the filter
media replacement for the municipal water utility owned and
operated in the City of Washington, Indiana. As you will see, the
recent cost for filter media replacement in the City of Washington was
more than the cost that was estimated for Stucker Fork in this Cause.

Q-2-7: Please describe the planned expansion of the Marble Hill treatment plant and
building in detail, and please provide all design and engineering diagrams and
any related photographs and site surveys.

Supplemental Response: In addition to the original response to Request 2-7,
Stucker Fork would note that the Marble Hill water treatment plant
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expansion includes a 3,600 square foot building that will
accommodate four (4) separate 1 mgd filters and associated piping
that will interconnect the new filters with the existing water treatment
and transmission facilities. The building will also accommodate four
(4) additional 1 mgd filters for future expansion. These facilities are
outlined and further explained in the Exhibit 2-7 that was attached to
the original response.
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Exhibit 2-3
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2024 Bid Tab for two 100,000 gallon Legged Storage Tanks
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2019 Bid Tab for a 150,000 gallon Standpipe

2015 Bid Tab for a 250,000 gallon Legged Storage Tank
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2019 Bid Tab for a 500,000 gallon Legged Storage Tank

2022 Bid Tab for a 500,000 gallon Ground Storage Tank & a 500,000 Elevated Storage Tank
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2011 Bid Tab for a 150,000 gallon Legged Storage Tank

2021 Bid Tab for a 1,000,000 gallon Composite Storage Tank
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WATER ACCOUNTS PAYABLE VOUCHER

PAGE:

OUCC Attachment KW-07 Form 301 (Rev. 1995)

1

u I WARRANT NO. J } ]\75 DATE ALLOWED 9__1_};23. IN THE SUM 0|.= $ IO/ Q(,z [,5

VOUCHER NO. Mo Day ¥r

Stucker Fork Water Utility ' ol #
An invoice or blll to be property ltamized must show: kind of service, where performed, dates service rendered, by whom, rates per day, number of hours,
rate per hour, number of units, price per unit, etc.

Payee
/ Purchase Order No.
/ ! ﬂ Aﬂ}\ ﬂO’ Terms -
M eSS
}‘ Cﬁ Date Due
DESCRIPTION -

INVOICE DATE INVOICE NUMBER APPROP NUMBER (or note attached involce(s) or bill(s)) AMOUNT

12522 - Joo/500 - 04 15 - Peb - LonkeArenbmenk - 169L2.L5

, ‘ TOTAL l C;/Q L2. LS

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE VOUCHER RECORD ACCT#
MUNICIPAL WATER DEPT. Source of Supply
Stucker Fork Water Utility Water Treatment
- Transmission and Dist.
Fayor Of Customer Accounts
' s Administrative & Gen.
5 Operation-Malntenance
Totp#Rmount of Voucher $
Doductions . a N .

Utility Plant In Service A ) N (O] WV4

Constr. Work in Progress

Materlals and Supplles

Customers Deposits

LS

Total Amount pbarrant ’ s $ “ ; "15 %E 'é ’; ) ///7 -
Month Qﬂ] _‘__L____, / | Total l C)‘ﬂ ,Z

| hereby certify that the attached Invoice(s), or bill(s), Is (are) true and correct and that the mt Ych charge Is made
were ordered and received except

lgnatur Officer/Title

aug edsam;n awn-w-m.
NT

S

| hereby certify that the attached Involce(s), or bill(s), Is (are

4

9 cl z 12 {)_
Mo. Day Yr. Suf Signature OfficeriTitle

Board/Council Members



OUCC Attachment KW-07
Cause No. 46167
Page 2 of 6



) OUCC Attachment KW-07
Cause No. 46167
Page 3 of 6

T INVOICE
TROJAN 200 / 5060

technologies” Reprint
TROJAN TECHNOLOGIES
3020 GORE ROAD
LONDON, ON N5V 477
CANADA
www.trojantechnologies.com

Terms and Conditions

All purchases of Trojan products and/or services are expressly and without limitation subject to Trojan's
Terms and Conditions of Sale (*Trojan” or 'SELLER'), incorporated herein by reference and published on
Trojan's website https: www.trojantechnologi /sales-terms-conditions/

Trojan TCS are incorporated by reference into each of Trojan’s offers or quotations, order acknowledgments,
and invoice and shipping documents. The first of the following acts shail constitute an acceptance of Trojan's
‘offer and not & caunteroffer and shall create a contract of sale ("Contract”) in accordance with the Trojan
TCS, subject to Trojan’s final credit approval: (i) Buyer's issuance of a purchase order document against
Trojan's offer or quotation; (ii) Trojan's acknowledgement of Buyer's order; or (i) commencement of any

per by Trojan in

p to Buyer's order. Provisions contained in Buyers purchase documents that
materially alter, add to or subtract from the provisions of the Trojan's TCS shall be null and void and not
considered part of the Contract.

www trojantechnologies.comisaies-terms-conditions

Shuine o
i ¢
FlFen .PALL Water
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STUCKER FOHK WATRR OTTLITIES osHi2023 018175
Page 5 of 6 TROJAN TECHNOLOGIES
Date Description APV Number Fund Invoice Number Amount Total
>11/23/2022 22641 200/ 5060 $10962.65 $10962.65 <

V V V V V V V V V V VYV

G-2795

A A A A ANANANAANANANA



OUCC Attachment KW-07 /

Cause No. 46167 _ . ¥
N Page 6 of 6 ! L
) ) = P g
/
H ( PN
) /
' \
\ -,
\) — - /
) \ ~ (- : ™
~
. AN
) ! ,
/
N _ / :
/ ) ‘ \
7 — -
/
\ N | ,
e : (
/



OUCC Attachment KW-08
Cause No. 46167
Page 1 of 5

STATE OF INDIANA

INDIANA UTILITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY

DISTRICT FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CAUSE NO. 46167
SCHEDULE OF RATES AND CHARGES

FOR WATER SERVICE

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT’S
RESPONSE TO OUCC DATA REQUEST SET NO. 12

Stucker Fork Conservancy District (“Stucker Fork™), by counsel, hereby provides

its response to OUCC Data Request Set No. 12 as follows:

I1. Data Request

Q-12-1. Please refer to Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 7-10.

a. Please provide a copy of all contracts or contractual documents governing
Cummins’ provision of periodic maintenance for the Austin WTP
generator.

b. Please provide invoices for Austin WTP generator periodic maintenance for
2020, 2021, 2022, 2023, and 2024.

Response:  a. Please see Exhibit 12-1.

b. Please see Response to OUCC Data Request No. 7,
Exhibit 7-28.

Q-12-2. Please provide the name of each vendor providing, or contracted to provide, tank
painting since 2020 (e.g. O&J Coatings, Currens Construction). Please also state
whether the use of such vendor for tank painting has been discontinued.

Response: ~ The only two (2) vendors providing tank painting since 2020
have been O&J Coatings and Currens Construction. Stucker Fork
has used these contractors in the past and may, indeed, use them
again in the future.

Q-12-3. Please refer to Petitioner’s response to OUCC DR 7-28. Please provide the Periodic
Maintenance Tracker in Excel format, with formulas intact, and which includes,
without limitation, all updated data to date.
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Response:  Please see attached Exhibit 12-3.

Q-12-4. Has Petitioner considered establishing a system development charge? Please
explain why or why not.

Response:  Stucker Fork’s professionals have discussed a system
development charge with Stucker Fork management; however, no
formal action has been taken on promulgating a system development
charge at this time.

Q-12-5. Please refer to Petitioner’s Exhibit 1, the Direct Testimony of Richard Burch, pp.
11-12.

a. Please provide the number of business or other non-residential class
customers that have made inquiries for water service in the past five years;
and please provide the number of in each of calendar years 2021, 2022,
2023, and 2024.

b. Has Petitioner estimated the capacity requirements for such potential
customers? And, if so, how much additional capacity has Petitioner
estimated would be needed to serve such potential customers?

c. Please provide the number of residential developments or residential
communities that have made inquiries for water service in the past five
years; and please provide the number of in each of calendar years 2021,
2022, 2023, and 2024.

d. Has Petitioner estimated the capacity requirements for such potential
residential customers? And, if so, how much additional capacity has
Petitioner estimated would be needed to serve such potential residential
customers?

Response:  a. Stucker Fork does not maintain a list of individuals,
businesses, or entities that inquire about the possibility of receiving
water service for a new development. Notwithstanding the forgoing,
Stucker Fork has had a customer within the last twelve (12) months
inquire about water to a new development near its Marble Hill Water
Treatment Plant. This developer was seeking up to one million
(1,000,000) per day of water for the development.

b. For the industrial facility near its Marble Hill plant, the
estimated usage was one million mgd.



STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
Water Utility

Periodic Maintenance Tracker
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Quarter Date Account Account Name Vendor Description Amount Cumulative Balance
2020 2020 balance carried forward ($318,944.00) ($318,944.00)
2021 Q1 02/01/21 620.16 Trans & Dist. - Materials and Supplies B H Electric Austin WTP: High service pump maintenance (5,565.00) (324,509.00)
2021 Q1 03/01/21 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Austin WTP: High service pump maintenance (3,202.50) (327,711.50)
2021 Q1 03/15/21 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Cummins Sales & Service Austin WTP: Generator maintenance (411.49) (328,122.99)
2021 Q1 02/15/21 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Austin WTP: Filter maintenance (875.00) (328,997.99)
2021 Q1 01/18/21 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Living Waters Company, Inc. Austin WTP: Chemical feed pump maintenance (1,991.81) (330,989.80)
2021 Q1 02/01/21 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Cole Parmer Austin WTP: Chemical feed pump maintenance (5,392.33) (336,382.13)
2021 Q1 03/15/21 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Cole Parmer Austin WTP: Chemical feed pump maintenance (5,778.88) (342,161.01)
2021 Q1 01/04/21 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Brehob, Inc. Austin & Marble Hill WTP: Hoist maintenance (1,474.14) (343,635.15)
2021 Q1 01/18/21 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies EIC Contractors, Inc. Marble Hill WTP: Pump control valve maintenance (4,570.00) (348,205.15)
2021 Q2 06/07/21 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP: High service pump maintenance (1,690.00) (349,895.15)
2021 Q2 04/19/21 304.13 Property & Plant - Water... Bastin Logan, Inc. Austin WTP: Filter maintenance (31,912.75) (381,807.90)
2021 Q2 04/05/21 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Cole Parmer Austin WTP: Chemical feed pump maintenance (1,597.27) (383,405.17)
2021 Q2 05/17/21 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services Midco Diving & Marine Tank Cleaning and inspection (6,898.00) (390,303.17)
2021 Q2 04/05/21 620.16 Trans & Dist. - Materials and Supplies USA Bluebook Booster Station maintenance (1,053.79) (391,356.96)
2021 Q2 06/21/21 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Well 5 Maintenance (6,577.00) (397,933.96)
2021 Q3 08/16/21 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Marble Hill WTP: Maintenance (3,218.00) (401,151.96)
2021 Q3 07/06/21 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Marble Hill WTP: Filter media maintenance (18,797.50) (419,949.46)
2021 Q3 08/16/21 620.16 Trans & Dist. - Materials and Supplies B H Electric Booster Station maintenance (Booster 7) (2,577.94) (422,527.40)
2021 Q3 08/16/21 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Cummins Sales & Service Austin WTP: Generator maintenance (3,510.24) (426,037.64)
2021 Q4 10/04/21 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Living Waters Company, Inc. Austin WTP: Chemical feed maintenance (2,254.89) (428,292.53)
2021 Q4 10/04/21 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Living Waters Company, Inc. Austin WTP: Chemical feed maintenance (1,749.12) (430,041.65)
2021 Q4 10/04/21 620.16 Trans & Dist. - Materials and Supplies BL Anderson Marble Hill WTP: High service pump maintenance (4,179.00) (434,220.65)
2022 Q1 01/04/22 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Intake pump maintenance (14,402.00) (448,622.65)
2022 Q1 Intake pump maintenance (6,390.00) (455,012.65)
2022 Q1 01/17/22 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP Maintenance (1,028.00) (456,040.65)
2022 Q1 02/07/22 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP Maintenance (5,260.00) (461,300.65)
2022 Q1 02/21/22 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services B H Electric Austin WTP Maintenance (2,372.46) (463,673.11)
2022 Q1 01/04/22 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Austin WTP Maintenance: High service pump maintenance (6,801.50) (470,474.61)
2022 Q1 02/07/22 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Johnson Controls Fire Austin WTP Maintenance: Fire extinguisher maintenance (1,809.00) (472,283.61)
2022 Q1 02/07/22 635.18 Adm & Gen - Contractual Services Johnson Controls Fire Austin WTP Maintenance: Fire extinguisher maintenance (142.00) (472,425.61)
2022 Q1 02/21/22 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services Johnson Controls Fire Marble Hill WTP: Fire extinguisher maintenance (310.00) (472,735.61)
2022 Q2 Austin WTP Maintenance (3,261.07) (475,996.68)
2022 Q2 06/20/22 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies EIC Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP Maintenance (1,202.00) (477,198.68)
2022 Q2 6/6/2022 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Austin WTP Maintenance: UV System Maintenance / Bulb Repalcement (3,899.00) (481,097.68)
2022 Q2 6/6/2022 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP Maintenance: UV System Maintenance / Bulb Repalcement (1,728.00) (482,825.68)
2022 Q2 6/20/2022 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services B H Electric Booster Station Maintenance: #7 (1,230.00) (484,055.68)
2022 Q2 5/2/2022 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services B H Electric Booster Station Maintenance: #9 (1,500.00) (485,555.68)
2022 Q2 4/4/2022 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Control Valve/Metering Pit Maintenance: Well 4 (898.00) (486,453.68)
2022 Q2 5/16/2022 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Control Valve/Metering Pit Maintenance: Well 4 (5,808.00) (492,261.68)
2022 Q3 7/18/2022 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP Maintenance (1,140.00) (493,401.68)
2022 Q3 9/6/2022 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Cummins Sales & Service Generator Maintenance (3,921.73) (497,323.41)
2022 Q3 9/19/2022 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Living Waters Company, Inc Chemical Feed Maintenance (3,082.47) (500,405.88)
2022 Q3 7/512022 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Marble Hill WTP Maintenance (5,489.00) (505,894.88)
2022 Q3 9/19/2022 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Marble Hill WTP Maintenance (645.00) (506,539.88)
2022 Q3 9/19/2022 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Living Waters Company, Inc Filter Media Maintenance (2,617.96) (509,157.84)
2022 Q4 10/3/2022 620.16 Trans & Dist. - Materials and Supplies BL ANDERSON Pump control valve maintenance (799.20) (509,957.04)
2022 Q4 11/7/2022 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services B&H Electric Booster station maintenance #7 (1,153.43) (511,110.47)
2022 Q4 11/7/2022 631.16 Adm & Gen - Contractual Services Midwestern Engineers, Inc. Water tank repainting and inspection (16,020.38) (527,130.85)
2022 Q4 12/19/2022 635.16 Trans & Dist. - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Well 1,2, 3 (975.00) (528,105.85)
2022 Q4 12/19/2022 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services EIC Contractors, Inc. Well 3 (3,266.00) (531,371.85)
2022 Q4 12/8/2022 102.11 TANK 10 & GROUND STORAGE 0&J Coatings Inc Tank painting (200,925.00) (732,296.85)
2022 Q4 12/19/2022 102.11 TANK 10 & GROUND STORAGE Midwestern Engineers, Inc. Tank painting/inspection (14,933.04) (747,229.89)
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Water Utility

Periodic Maintenance Tracker
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Quarter Date Account Account Name Vendor Description Amount Cumulative Balance
2023 Q1 Intake Pump Maintenance (582.00) (747,811.89)
2023 Q1 1/16/2023 620.16 Trans & Dist - Materials and Supplies B&H Electric Austin WTP - Low Service Pump Maintenance (2,620.00) (750,431.89)
2023 Q1 2/6/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Cummins Sales & Service Austin WTP - Generator Maintenance (411.49) (750,843.38)
2023 Q1 3/6/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Brehob, Inc. Austin WTP - Chlorine Crane Hoist Maintenance (450.00) (751,293.38)
2023 Q1 3/6/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Brehob, Inc. Marble Hill WTP - Chlorine Crane Hoist Maintenance (450.00) (751,743.38)
2023 Q1 Control Valve/Metering Pit Maintenance - Pepsi? (720.00) (752,463.38)
2023 Q2 5/1/2023 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual Coomes Excavating Intake Structure Cleaning (5,200.00) (757,663.38)
2023 Q2 6/5/2023 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual Bastin Logan, Inc. Intake Pump Maintenance (13,048.50) (770,711.88)
2023 Q2 6/5/2023 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual Eic Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP Maintenance (2,345.00) (773,056.88)
2023 Q2 5/15/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Cummins Sales & Service Austin WTP - Generator Maintenance (4,574.53) (777,631.41)
2023 Q2 4/3/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Eic Contractors, Inc. Control Valve/Metering Pit Maintenance - Tank 7 (2,364.00) (779,995.41)
2023 Q3 7/3/2023 102.11 Tank 10 & Ground Storage 0&J Coatings Inc. Tank Painting (344,850.00) (1,124,845.41)
2023 Q3 7/3/2023 102.11 Tank 10 & Ground Storage Midwestern Engineers, Inc. Tank Painting (21,478.91) (1,146,324.32)
2023 Q3 8/7/2023 620.16 Trans & Dist - Materials and Supplies B&H Electric U.V. System Maintenance/Bulb Replacement (372.00) (1,146,696.32)
2023 Q3 9/5/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Cummins Sales & Service Generator Maintenance (411.49) (1,147,107.81)
2023 Q3 9/5/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Eic Contractors, Inc. Well 5 Maintenance (3,820.00) (1,150,927.81)
2023 Q3 9/18/2023 304.13 Property & Plant - Meter & Meter Trojan Technologies U.V. System Maintenance/Bulb Replacement (10,962.65) (1,161,890.46)
2023 Q3 9/18/2023 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual B&H Electric Marble Hill - Tank Cleaning and Inspection (6,213.54) (1,168,104.00)
2023 Q3 9/18/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Eic Contractors, Inc. Well 5 Maintenance (6,108.00) (1,174,212.00)
2023 Q4 10/2/2023 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Bastin Logan, Inc. Intake Pump Maintenance (16,731.75) (1,190,943.75)
2023 Q4 12/18/2023 635.16 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Cummins Sales & Service Austin WTP Maintenance: Generator Maintenance (3,408.38) (1,194,352.13)
2024 Q1 3/18/2024 304.13 Property & Plant - Water ET Masonry Chain Link Fence Repair (5,200.00) (1,199,552.13)
2024 Q1 2/19/2024 304.13 Property & Plant - Water Mitchell & Starke Clearwell & Clarifier (66,093.72) (1,265,645.85)
2024 Q1 Marble Hill WTP Pump control valve maintenance (8,370.00) (1,274,015.85)
2024 Q2 4/15/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Brehob, INC Austin WTB Maintenance: Chlorine Hoist (1,820.21) (1,275,836.06)
2024 Q2 6/17/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Living Waters Company, INC Austin WTP Maintenance: Chlorination Equipment (4,356.36) (1,280,192.42)
2024 Q2 5/20/2024 304.13 Property & Plant - Water Eic Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP- High service pump maintenance (6,500.00) (1,286,692.42)
2024 Q2 6/17/2024 304.13 Property & Plant - Water Eic Contractors, Inc. Austin WTP- High service pump maintenance (6,500.00) (1,293,192.42)
2024 Q2 6/17/2024 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual B&H Electric Booster station maintenance (400.00) (1,293,592.42)
2024 Q2 4/1/2024 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual Eic Contractors, Inc. Control Valve/Metering Pit Maintenance - Tank 6 (768.00) (1,294,360.42)
2024 Q3 71112024 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual B&H Electric Intake pump maintenance (400.00) (1,294,760.42)
2024 Q3 8/19/2024 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual Thomas Plastic Machinery INC  Austin WTP Maintenance - backflow testing (710.00) (1,295,470.42)
2024 Q3 8/19/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Cummins Sales & Service Austin WTP Maintenance - Generator maintenance (3,861.26) (1,299,331.68)
2024 Q3 8/5/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services B&H Electric Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - voltage indicator 3, 4 and 5 (875.00) (1,300,206.68)
2024 Q3 9/16/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Living Waters Company, INC Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - Chlorination equipment (2,831.94) (1,303,038.62)
2024 Q3 9/16/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Living Waters Company, INC Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - Chlorination equipment (2,894.90) (1,305,933.52)
2024 Q3 8/6/2024 102.12 Tanks 2 & 4 - Painting project Currens Construction Tanks 2&4 painting (162,405.00) (1,468,338.52)
2024 Q3 9/4/2024 102.12 Tanks 2 & 4 - Painting project Currens Construction Tanks 2&4 painting (205,650.00) (1,673,988.52)
2024 Q3 9/3/2024 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual B&H Electric Booster station maintenance - Henryville (4,226.56) (1,678,215.08)
2024 Q3 7/15/2024 620.16 Trans & Dist. - Materials and Supplies B&H Electric Booster station maintenance - pump (3,322.00) (1,681,537.08)
2024 Q3 7/15/2024 620.16 Trans & Dist. - Materials and Supplies B&H Electric Booster station maintenance - pump (1,100.00) (1,682,637.08)
2024 Q3 7/15/2024 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual B&H Electric Booster station maintenance - pump (2,002.46) (1,684,639.54)
2024 Q4 10/7/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services B&H Electric Wells and pumps maintenance (2,070.99) (1,686,710.53)
2024 Q4 12/2/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Eic Contractors, Inc Austin WTP maintenance - scada system (3,079.00) (1,689,789.53)
2024 Q4 10/21/2024 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual B&H Electric Austin WTP maintenance - flow meter (986.51) (1,690,776.04)
2024 Q4 10/21/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services B&H Electric Austin WTP Maintenance - high service pump maintenance (1,977.30) (1,692,753.34)
2024 Q4 11/18/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Eic Contractors, Inc Austin WTP Maintenance - high service pump maintenance (pump 2) (955.00) (1,693,708.34)
2024 Q4 10/7/2024 635.16 Trans & Dist - Contractual B&H Electric Austin WTP Maintenance - lagoon cleaning/maintenance (2,466.24) (1,696,174.58)
2024 Q4 10/21/2024 104.1 Marble Hill/Railroad Corridor Mitchell & Starke Construction ~ Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - flow meter installation (16,054.00) (1,712,228.58)
2024 Q4 11/4/2024 620.13 Water Treatment - Materials and Supplies Living Waters Company, INC Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - Chlorination equipment (900.00) (1,713,128.58)
2024 Q4 11/4/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services Living Waters Company, INC Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - Chlorination equipment (3,898.00) (1,717,026.58)
2024 Q4 11/18/2024 104.1 Marble Hill/Railroad Corridor Bastin Logan INC Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - filter media maintenance, meters 1,2,3&4 (28,528.00) (1,745,554.58)
2024 Q4 11/18/2024 104.1 Marble Hill/Railroad Corridor Bastin Logan INC Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - filter media maintenance, meters 1,2,3&4 (28,528.00) (1,774,082.58)
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Quarter Date Account Account Name Vendor Description Amount Cumulative Balance

2024 Q4 11/18/2024 104.1 Marble Hill/Railroad Corridor Bastin Logan INC Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - filter media maintenance, meters 1,2,3&4 (28,528.00) (1,802,610.58)
2024 Q4 12/2/2024 104.1 Marble Hill/Railroad Corridor Bastin Logan INC Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - filter media maintenance, meters 1,2,3&4 (28,528.00) (1,831,138.58)
2024 Q4 10/7/2024 102.12 Tanks 2 & 4 - Painting project Currens Construction Tanks 2&4 painting (98,730.00) (1,929,868.58)
2024 Q4 12/17/2024 102.12 Tanks 2 & 4 - Painting project Currens Construction Tanks 2&4 painting (51,865.00) (1,981,733.58)
2024 Q4 12/16/2024 635.13 Water Treatment - Contractual Services B&H Electric Booster Station maintenance (Booster 7) (1,192.96) (1,982,926.54)
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Discovery Response Due Date v. Received Date

Discovery Request No. Date Response Due Extended Date Response Due Date Response Received Days After Service
DRO1 Monday, December 16, 2024 Tuesday, December 17,2024 11
DR 02 Monday, December 23, 2024 Monday, January 6, 2025 Monday, January 13, 2025 31
DR 03 Thursday, January 2, 2025 Monday, January 13, 2025 21
DR 04 Monday, January 13, 2025 Thursday, January 16, 2025 14
DR 05 Tuesday, January 21, 2025 Wednesday, January 29, 2025 19
DR 06 Monday, February 3, 2025 Thursday, January 30, 2025 7
DR 07 Monday, February 3, 2025 Wednesday, February 5, 2025 12
DR 08 Monday, February 10, 2025 Tuesday, February 11, 2025 11
DR 09 Friday, February 14, 2025 Friday, February 21, 2025 17
DR 10 Monday, February 17, 2025 Tuesday, February 11, 2025 6
DR11 Monday, February 17, 2025 Friday, February 21, 2025 14
DR 12 Friday, February 21, 2025 Friday, February 21, 2025 10
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STATE OF INDIANA

INDIANA UTILITY REGULATORY COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY

DISTRICT FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CAUSE NO. 46167
SCHEDULE OF RATES AND CHARGES

FOR WATER SERVICE

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT’S
RESPONSE TO OUCC DATA REQUEST SET NO. 7

Stucker Fork Conservancy District (“Stucker Fork™), by counsel, hereby provides

its response to OUCC Data Request Set No. 7 as follows:

II. Data Request

Q-7-1: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For each intake pump, please state (a) the total estimated cost
for each pump, (b) the time period over which these costs are being amortized, and
(¢) a brief description of the maintenance performed.

Response: (a) The total estimated cost for this periodic maintenance
expense item is $2,000 per year for each intake pump.
(b)  The $2,000 cost represents the average annual cost for
this periodic maintenance expense item is the average cost to
maintain each intake pump on an annual basis.
(¢) The periodic maintenance required for each intake
pump, includes, among other things: changing the oil;
inspecting, maintaining, and/or replacing the packing glands;
and inspecting, maintaining, and repairing the shafts, motors,
and electrical components in the pump.

Q-7-2: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For each well and pump — chemical cleaning, please state (a)
the total estimated cost for each chemical well cleaning and (b) the time period over
which these costs are being amortized. |

Response: (a) The total estimated cost for this periodic maintenance is
$1,900 per year for each well.
(b) The $1,900 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.
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Q-7-3: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For each well pump maintenance, please state (a) the total
estimated cost for each well pump, (b) the time period over which these costs are
being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance performed.

Q-7-4:

Q-7-5:

Response:

(a) The total estimated cost for this periodic maintenance
expense item is $2,500 per year for each well pump.

(b) The $2,500 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.

(c) The periodic maintenance expense required for each
well pump includes, among other things: changing the oil;
inspecting, maintaining and/or replacing the packing glands;
and inspecting, maintaining, and repairing the shafts, motors,
electrical components in the pumps, and the soft start for each

pump.

Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Austin WTP high service pumps, please state (a) the
total estimated cost for each high service pump, (b) the time period over which
these costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance

performed.

Response:

(a) The total estimated cost for this periodic maintenance
expense item is $1,500 per year for each high service pump.
(b) The $1,500 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.

(c) The periodic maintenance expense required for each
water treatment plant high service pump includes, but is not
necessarily limited to: changing the oil; inspecting,
maintaining, and/or replacing the packing glands; and
inspecting, maintaining, and repairing the shafts, motors,
electrical components, and the soft start for each pump.

Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Austin WTP low service pumps, please state (a) the
total estimated cost for each low service pump, (b) the time period over which these
costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance performed.

Response:

(a) The total estimated cost for periodic maintenance for
each low service pump is $600 per year.

(b) The $600 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.

(c) The periodic maintenance expense required for the
Austin WTP low service pump includes, but is not necessarily
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limited to: changing the oil; inspecting, maintaining, and
replacing the packing glands; and inspecting, maintaining, and
repairing the shafts, motors, electrical components in the
pumps, and the variable frequency drive.

Q-7-6: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Austin WTP backwash pumps, please state (a) the
total estimated cost for each backwash pump, (b) the time period over which these
costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance performed.

Response: (a) The total estimated cost for this periodic maintenance
item is $1,000 per year for each back wash pump.
(b)  The $1,000 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.
(c) The periodic maintenance expense for each back wash
pump includes, but is not necessarily limited to: changing the
oil, inspecting, maintaining, and/or replacing the packing
glands, and inspecting, maintaining, and repairing the shafts,
motors, and electrical components in the back wash pumps.

Q-7-7: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Austin WTP pump control valves, please state (a)
the total estimated cost for each pump control valve, (b) the time period over which
these costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance
performed.

Response:  (a) The total estimated cost for this periodic maintenance
expense item is $600 per year for each valve.
(b) The $600 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.
(¢) The periodic maintenance expense required for each
Austin WTP pump control valve includes, but is not
necessarily limited to: inspecting and maintaining the solenoid
operating valves and pilot lines; and inspecting, maintaining,
and repairing or completing an overall of the diaphragms.

Q-7-8: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Austin WTP plant production meters, please state (a)
the total estimated cost for calibrating each plant production meter, (b) the time
period over which these costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the
maintenance performed.

Response:  (a) The total cost for this periodic maintenance expense
item is $600 per year for each meter.
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(b) The $600 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.

(¢) The periodic maintenance required for each Austin
WTP plant production meter includes, but is not necessarily
limited to, testing, inspecting, maintaining, and replacing the
individual components contained within each of the individual
meters.

Q-7-9: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Austin WTP turbidity meters, please state (a) the
total estimated cost for each turbidity meter, (b) the time period over which these
costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance performed.

Q-7-10:

Q-7-11:

Response:

(a) The total cost for this periodic maintenance expense
item is $600 per year for each meter.

(b) The $600 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.

(¢) The periodic maintenance required for each Austin
WTP turbidity meter includes, among other things: the use
and application of the required calibration solution; filter
inspection, repair, and replacement; and the inspection,
maintenance, and repair of the individual cartridges within
each meter.

Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Austin WTP generator, please state (a) the total
estimated cost for each generator, (b) the time period over which these costs are
being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance performed.

Response:

(a) The total cost for this periodic maintenance expense
item is $1,900 per year.

(b) The $1,900 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.

(c) Stucker Fork retains an outside contractor (i.e.
Cummins) to inspect and make any necessary maintenance to
the Austin WTP generator each year. Cummins is responsible
for all periodic maintenance, including, but not limited to,
changing the oil, filters, and conducting a load test.

Please confirm that the fire extinguisher maintenance included in Petitioner’s
Exhibit 4, “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” for the Austin and Marble hill
water treatment plants is performed on a recurring annual basis at a cost of $400
per plant each year. If not confirmed, please state (a) the total estimated cost for
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each fire extinguisher maintenance, (b) the time period over which these costs are
being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance performed.

Response: (a) The total cost for this periodic maintenance expense
item is $400.
(b) The $400 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.
(c) The periodic maintenance expense for the cost to
inspect all the fire extinguishers on an annual basis, including,
but not limited to, inspecting the fire extinguishers to insure
they are properly charged and have up to date tags and
labeling.

Q-7-12: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Austin WTP filters, please state (a) the total estimated
cost for each filter, (b) the time period over which these costs are being amortized,
and (c) a brief description of the maintenance performed.

Response:  Please see Response to OUCC Data Request No. 6-4.

Q-7-13: Please confirm that the Austin WTP U.V. system maintenance (bulb replacement)
maintenance included in Petitioner’s Exhibit 4, “Adjustment 3 — Periodic
Maintenance” assumes each bulb is replaced on an annual basis If not confirmed,
please explain.

Response:  The most recent cost of the bulbs is approximately $615 per
bulb. The bulbs must be replaced once every 500 hours of
operation which equates to a bit more than one time each year.

Q-7-14: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Marble Hill WTP high service pumps, please state
(a) the total estimated cost for each high service pump, (b) the time period over
which these costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the
maintenance performed.

Response: (a) The total cost for this periodic maintenance expense
item is $1,500 per year for each high service pump.
(b) The $1,500 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.
() The periodic maintenance expense required for each
water treatment plant high service pump includes, but is not
necessarily limited to: changing the oil; inspecting,
maintaining, and/or replacing the packing glands; and
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inspecting, maintaining, and repairing the shafts, motors,
electrical components, and the soft start for each pump.

Q-7-15: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Marble Hill WTP backwash pumps, please state (a)
the total estimated cost for each backwash pump, (b) the time period over which
these costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance

performed.

Response:  (a) The total estimated cost for this periodic maintenance
expense item is $1,000 per year.
(b) The $1,000 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.
(¢) The periodic maintenance required for each backwash
pump, includes, among other things: changing the oil;
inspecting, maintaining, and/or replacing the packing glands;
and inspecting, maintaining, and repairing the shafts, motors,
and electrical components in the pump.

Q-7-16: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Marble Hill WTP pump control valves, please state
(a) the total estimated cost for each pump control valve, (b) the time period over
which these costs are being amortized, and (¢) a brief description of the
maintenance performed.

Response: (a) The total estimated cost for this periodic maintenance
expense item is $600 per year for each valve.
(b) The $600 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.
(©) The periodic maintenance expense required for each
Austin WTP pump control valve inciudes, but is not
necessarily limited to: inspecting and maintaining the solenoid
operating valves and pilot lines; and inspecting, maintaining,
and repairing or completing an overall of the diaphragms.

Q-7-17: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Marble Hill WTP plant production meters, please
state (a) the total estimated cost for calibrating each plant production meter (b) the
time period over which these costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description
of the maintenance performed.

Response:  (a) The total cost for this periodic maintenance expense
item is $600 per year for each meter. Stucker Fork would note,
however, that it only has three (3) plant production meters at
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the Marble Hill plant. Accordingly, the amount of periodic
maintenance expense for this item should be reduced from
$2,400 per year to $1,800 per year.

(b) The $600 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.

(¢) The periodic maintenance required for each Austin
WTP plant production meter includes, but is not necessarily
limited to: testing, inspecting, maintaining, and replacing the
individual components contained within each of the individual
meters.

Q-7-18: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the Marble Hill WTP filters, please state (a) the total
estimated cost for each filter media maintenance (b) the time period over which
these costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the maintenance

performed.

Response:

(a) The total cost for this periodic maintenance expense
item is $14,250 per year for filter media maintenance. Stucker
Fork would note that after receiving this data request, it
realized that it had recently replaced the filter media at the
Marble Hill WTP and the cost of such replacement was
$28,500 per filter for a total cost of $114,000 for all four (4)
filters. (See Exhibit 7-18).

(b) Stucker Fork previously performed the filter media
maintenance in 2016. Consequently, Stucker Fork believes
that the total cost for filter media maintenance should be
amortized over eight years for a per year cost of $14,250. This
is an increase of $4,650 per year (as set forth on page 11 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4). The $14,250 represents the average
annual cost for this periodic maintenance expense item.

(¢) The periodic maintenance required for the filter media
maintenance is the testing, inspection, maintaining, and
replacing the filter media in each of the four filters.

Q-7-19: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For booster station maintenance and pump replacement,

please state

a. Total estimated cost for each booster station maintenance.

b. Time period over which each booster station maintenance costs are being
amortized.

c. Total estimated cost for each booster station pump replacement; and

d. Time period over which each booster station pump replacement is being
amortized.

e. A brief description of the maintenance performed for each booster station.
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Response: (a) The total estimated cost for booster station maintenance
is $3,800 per year for Booster Station No. 4 and $1,900 per
year for Booster Station Nos. 7 and 8.

(b) The amount of the periodic maintenance expense listed
on page 13 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4 represents the average
annual cost for this periodic maintenance expense item.

(c) Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that
Stucker Fork is not seeking to recover the cost of a booster
station replacement or the entire replacement of the pump
therein. (See Response to OUCC Request No. 6-2).

(d) Not applicable.

(e) The periodic maintenance required for the booster
stations includes, but is not necessarily limited to: changing the
oil; inspecting, maintaining, and/or replacing the packing
glands; and inspecting, maintaining, and repairing the shafts,
motors, electrical components, and the pumps, valves, fittings,
and seals.

Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. For the meter/control valve pits, please state (a) the total
estimated cost for each meter/control valve pit maintenance, (b) the time period
over which these costs are being amortized, and (c) a brief description of the
maintenance performed.

Response: (a) The total cost for this periodic maintenance expense
item is $1,500 for each valve.
(b) The $1,500 represents the average annual cost for this
periodic maintenance expense item.
() The periodic maintenance expense required for each
valve/metering pit includes, but is not necessarily limited to,
inspecting, maintaining, and replacing, the valves, electrical
components, diaphragm, solenoid valves, and prolines.

During the OUCC’s engineering site visit on January 14, 2025, Petitioner indicated
only 2 filters are planned to be installed at this time as part of the Marble Hill
expansion. However, the bids from December 22, 1997 were for doubling all of the
plant (Response to OUCC DR 2-5). Admit or deny installing less equipment will
lower the cost of Petitioner’s proposed Marble Hill expansion project.

Response: No, the preliminary plans for the Marble Hill that were
approved by Stucker Fork’s Board and will be described in the
Preliminary Engineering Report (“PER”) show the installation
of four (4) filters, not two (2) filters.
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Q-7-22: Please provide the PER for the Marble Hill expansion. If not yet available, please
indicate when this PER will be available.

Response:  Stucker Fork and its professional engineer, Midwestern
Engineers, Inc., are currently working on completing PER.
The PER will be completed and submitted to the SRF Program
on or before March 31, 2025.

Q-7-23: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. Please explain whether the estimated tank painting costs
reflect the cost of painting both the interior and exterior of each tank or whether
these costs only reflect the cost of painting the exterior of each tank.

Response:  The estimated tank painting costs reflect the cost of painting
both the interior and exterior of each tank.

Q-7-24: Please reference “Adjustment 3 — Periodic Maintenance” on pages 10-13 of
Petitioner’s Exhibit 4. Please explain whether the estimated tank cleaning and
inspection costs reflect the cost of cleaning and inspecting both the interior and
exterior of each tank or whether these costs only reflect the cost of cleaning and
inspecting the exterior of each tank.

Response: The estimated tank cleaning and inspection costs reflect the
cost of cleaning and inspecting the interior of each tank.

Q-7-25: Please state how often Petitioner paints and/or cleans the interior of each water
storage tank in its system.

Response:  Please see page 12 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4 which specifically
states how often Stucker Fork paints its tanks. In terms of
cleaning, Stucker Fork completes this periodic maintenance
tank every five (5) years.

Q-7-26: Please identify each account included in the $436,160 of test year maintenance
expense as reflected on page 13 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4, including the associated
amount of maintenance costs for each account.

Response:  The information responsive to this request has previously been
provided to the OUCC on page 167 of the estimated operation
and maintenance expense work papers.

Q-7-27: If any of the accounts provided in response to the previous question do not entirely
consist of maintenance expense transactions, please provide, in Excel format, a list
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of the maintenance expense transactions in each such account for test year
maintenance expense.

Response:  This information was provided as Exhibit 1-10 in response to
OUCC Data Request No. 1-10 and is also included in Exhibit 7-
28 attached hereto.

Q-7-28: In response to OUCC Data Request No. 1-10, Petitioner provided test year
maintenance expense by category. Please provide the same information in Excel
format for calendar year 2024 (accounting adjustment period).

Response:  Please see Exhibit 7-28 that is attached hereto.

Q-7-29: Please state (a) the date each storage tank was painted prior to the most recent tank
painting provided in response to OUCC Data request No. 1-12 and (b) the cost of
each of these paintings.

Response: Information responsive to this request was provided to the
OUCC in Cause No. 44987.

In terms of the cost of such paintings, Stucker Fork objects to
this request on grounds that it is not relevant, it will not lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence, and it is unduly
burdensome. It is well documented that costs for performing
periodic maintenance and capital projects over the last several
years have significantly increased. Due to the volatility in
pricing, any invoices that are more than 1-2 years old are
simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as an accurate
estimate of the prospective costs for performing periodic
maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary environment,
Stucker Fork used the previously approved periodic
maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause No.
44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the
Consumer Price Index (“CPI”) to arrive at an estimate of
periodic maintenance expense. To the extent Stucker Fork has
performed periodic maintenance items within the last year, it
has used these estimates as the basis for prospective periodic
maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance

10
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expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CPI. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Q-7-30: Please provide a copy of the invoice for each of the most recent tank paining costs
as provided in response to OUCC Data Request No. 1-12.

Response:

Stucker Fork objects to this request on the grounds that it is
unduly burdensome. Capital and periodic maintenance
expense projects, such as tank painting, require months to
complete and there are numerous invoices issued for such
projects. To locate each of the individual invoices for tank
painting would require significant time and expense to
research and find. Stucker Fork would further note that its
requested amount for tank paining is significantly less per tank
than similarly situated utilities such as Edwardsville Water
Authority. In Edwardsville Water Authority’s most recent rate
case, Cause No. 45997, Edwardsville requested and received
approval for approximately $203,000 in tank maintenance
expense, yet Edwardsville owns, operates, and maintains less
than one-half the number of tanks that Stucker Fork does. If
the OUCC needs to review each of the individual invoices for
the tank paining projects over the last 10-15 years, Stucker
Fork can make such records available at its office.

Stucker Fork also objects to this request on grounds that it is
not relevant and it will not lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. It is well documented that costs for performing
periodic maintenance and capital projects over the last several
years have significantly increased. Due to the volatility in
pricing, any invoices that are more than 1-2 years old are
simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as an accurate
estimate of the prospective costs for performing periodic
maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary environment,
Stucker Fork used the previously approved periodic
maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause No.
44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the CPI to
arrive at an estimate of periodic maintenance expense. To the
extent Stucker Fork has performed periodic maintenance

11
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items within the last year, it has used these estimates as the
basis for prospective periodic maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance
expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CP1. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Notwithstanding the objections above, attached please find
Exhibit 7-30. This Exhibit details the final invoices for the
most recent tank paintings. Stucker Fork would particularly
note that tank No. 10, the Paynesville Road tank, cost $575,500
to complete. On page 12 of Petitioner’s Exhibit 4, Stucker
Fork estimated a cost to paint this tank of $400,000.
Unfortunately, Stucker Fork’s estimate was understated for
this particular periodic maintenance expense item.

Q-7-31: Please identify the date and cost for each of the last two chemical well cleanings
for each of Petitioner’s five (5) wells and provide a copy of the invoice for the most
recent chemical well cleaning for each of Petitioner’s wells.

Response:

Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that it is not
relevant, it will not lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, and it is unduly burdensome. It is well documented
that costs for performing periodic maintenance and capital
projects over the last several years have significantly increased.
Due to the volatility in pricing, any invoices that are more than
1-2 years old are simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as
an accurate estimate of the prospective costs for performing
periodic maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary
environment, Stucker Fork used the previously approved
periodic maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause
No. 44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the CPI
to arrive at an estimate of periodic maintenance expense. To
the extent Stucker Fork has performed periodic maintenance

12




OUCC Attachment KW-10
Cause No. 46167
Page 13 of 43

items within the last year, it has used these estimates as the
basis for prospective periodic maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance
expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CP1. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Notwithstanding the objection above, please see Exhibit 7-28
which details the periodic maintenance expense costs incurred
by Stucker Fork from 2021 to 2024. Stucker Fork would
further note that the periodic maintenance expense items
identified in Exhibit 7-28 tie to and are reflected in Stucker
Fork’s Annual Report filed with the IURC.

Q-7-32: Please identify the date and cost for each of the last two well and pump maintenance
events for each of Petitioner’s five (5) wells and provide a copy of each invoice for
the most recent well and pump maintenance costs incurred for each of Petitioner’s

wells.

Response:

Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that it is not
relevant, it will not lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, and it is unduly burdensome. It is well documented
that costs for performing periodic maintenance and capital
projects over the last several years have significantly increased.
Due to the volatility in pricing, any invoices that are more than
1-2 years old are simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as
an accurate estimate of the prospective costs for performing
periodic maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary
environment, Stucker Fork used the previously approved
periodic maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause
No. 44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the CP1
to arrive at an estimate of periodic maintenance expense. To
the extent Stucker Fork has performed periodic maintenance
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items within the last year, it has used these estimates as the
basis for prospective periodic maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance
expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CP1. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Notwithstanding the objection above, please see Exhibit 7-28
which details the periodic maintenance expense costs incurred
by Stucker Fork from 2021 to 2024. Stucker Fork would
further note that the periodic maintenance expense items
identified in Exhibit 7-28 tie to and are reflected in Stucker
Fork’s Annual Report filed with the [IURC.

Q-7-33: Please identify (a) the date and (b) cost for each of the last two maintenance events
performed for each of the following items at the Austin water treatment plant.
Please also provide a copy of the invoice for the most recent maintenance event for
each item in each of these categories:

RSO A o

Response:

High service pump maintenance (8 pumps),
Low service pump maintenance (3 pumps);
Backwash pump maintenance (2 pumps);
Pump control valve maintenance (4 valves);
Plant production meter calibration (7 meters);
Turbidity meter maintenance (9 meters);
Generator maintenance (1 generator);

Filter maintenance (8 filters); and

Lagoon cleaning (1 lagoon).

Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that it is not
relevant, it will not lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, and it is unduly burdensome. It is well documented
that costs for performing periodic maintenance and capital
projects over the last several years have significantly increased.
Due to the volatility in pricing, any invoices that are more than
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1-2 years old are simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as
an accurate estimate of the prospective costs for performing
periodic maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary
environment, Stucker Fork used the previously approved
periodic maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause
No. 44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the CPI
to arrive at an estimate of periodic maintenance expense. To
the extent Stucker Fork has performed periodic maintenance
items within the last year, it has used these estimates as the
basis for prospective periodic maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance
expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CPI. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Notwithstanding the objection above, please see Exhibit 7-28
which details the periodic maintenance expense costs incurred
by Stucker Fork from 2021 to 2024, Stucker Fork would
further note that the periodic maintenance expense items
identified in Exhibit 7-28 tie to and are reflected in Stucker
Fork’s Annual Report filed with the IURC.

Q-7-34: Please identify the (a) date and (b) cost for each of the last two maintenances
performed for each of the following items at the Marble Hill water treatment plant.
Please also provide the invoice for the most recent maintenance event for each item
in each of these categories:

a. High service pump maintenance (3 pumps);
b. Backwash pump maintenance (1 pump);
c. Pump control valve maintenance (3 valves);
d. Plant production meter calibration (4 meters); and
e. Filter media maintenance (4 filters).
Response: Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that it is not

relevant, it will not lead to the discovery of admissible
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evidence, and it is unduly burdensome. It is well documented
that costs for performing periodic maintenance and capital
projects over the last several years have significantly increased.
Due to the volatility in pricing, any invoices that are more than
1-2 years old are simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as
an accurate estimate of the prospective costs for performing
periodic maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary
environment, Stucker Fork used the previously approved
periodic maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause
No. 44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the CPI
to arrive at an estimate of periodic maintenance expense. To
the extent Stucker Fork has performed periodic maintenance
items within the last year, it has used these estimates as the
basis for prospective periodic maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance
expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CP1. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Notwithstanding the objection above, please see Exhibit 7-28
which details the periodic maintenance expense costs incurred
by Stucker Fork from 2021 to 2024. Stucker Fork would
further note that the periodic maintenance expense items
identified in Exhibit 7-28 tie to and are reflected in Stucker
Fork’s Annual Report filed with the IURC.

Q-7-35: Please identify the (a) date and (b) cost for each of the last two booster station
maintenance events for each of Petitioner’s three (3) booster stations and provide a
copy of each invoice for the most recent booster station maintenance costs incurred
for each of Petitioner’s booster stations.

Response:

Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that it is not
relevant, it will not lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, and it is unduly burdensome. It is well documented
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that costs for performing periodic maintenance and capital
projects over the last several years have significantly increased.
Due to the volatility in pricing, any invoices that are more than
1-2 years old are simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as
an accurate estimate of the prospective costs for performing
periodic maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary
environment, Stucker Fork used the previously approved
periodic maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause
No. 44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the CPI
to arrive at an estimate of periodic maintenance expense. To
the extent Stucker Fork has performed periodic maintenance
items within the last year, it has used these estimates as the
basis for prospective periodic maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance
expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CP1. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Notwithstanding the objection above, please see Exhibit 7-28
which details the periodic maintenance expense costs incurred
by Stucker Fork from 2021 to 2024. Stucker Fork would
further note that the periodic maintenance expense items

" identified in Exhibit 7-28 tie to and are reflected in Stucker

Fork’s Annual Report filed with the IURC.

Q-7-36: Please identify the (a) date and (b) cost for each of the last two booster station pump
replacements for each of Petitioner’s three (3) booster stations and provide a copy
of each invoice for the most recent booster station maintenance costs incurred for

each booster station.

Response:

Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that it is not
relevant, it will not lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, and it is unduly burdensome. It is well documented
that costs for performing periodic maintenance and capital
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projects over the last several years have significantly increased.
Due to the volatility in pricing, any invoices that are more than
1-2 years old are simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as
an accurate estimate of the prospective costs for performing
periodic maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary
environment, Stucker Fork used the previously approved
periodic maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause
No. 44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the CPI
to arrive at an estimate of periodic maintenance expense. To
the extent Stucker Fork has performed periodic maintenance
items within the last year, it has used these estimates as the
basis for prospective periodic maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance
expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CPL. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Notwithstanding the objection above, please see Exhibit 7-28
which details the periodic maintenance expense costs incurred
by Stucker Fork from 2021 to 2024. Stucker Fork would
further note that the periodic maintenance expense items
identified in Exhibit 7-28 tie to and are reflected in Stucker
Fork’s Annual Report filed with the ITURC.

Q-7-37: Please state the number of pumps at each of Petitioner’s booster stations and state
the size of each pump.

Response:

Stucker Fork has two pumps at each of its booster stations.
For booster station number 4, the motor sizes are 30hp; for
booster station number 7, the motor sizes are 15hp; and for
booster station number 8, the motor sizes are 20hp.

Q-7-38: Please identify the (a) date and (b) cost for each of the last two meter/control valve
pit maintenance events for each of Petitioner’s eleven (11) meter/control valve pits
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and provide a copy of each invoice for the most recent meter/control valve pit

maintenance costs incurred for each.

Response:

Stucker Fork objects to this request on grounds that it is not
relevant, it will not lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence, and it is unduly burdensome. It is well documented
that costs for performing periodic maintenance and capital
projects over the last several years have significantly increased.
Due to the volatility in pricing, any invoices that are more than
1-2 years old are simply too dated and cannot be relied upon as
an accurate estimate of the prospective costs for performing
periodic maintenance. In recognition of this inflationary
environment, Stucker Fork used the previously approved
periodic maintenance expense items and amounts from Cause
No. 44987 and applied an inflation factor based upon the CP1
to arrive at an estimate of periodic maintenance expense. To
the extent Stucker Fork has performed periodic maintenance
items within the last year, it has used these estimates as the
basis for prospective periodic maintenance.

Stucker Fork chose to use the previously-approved tasks and
amounts for periodic maintenance from Cause No. 44987 and
an inflation factor that Stucker Fork hoped would capture or
reflect the inflationary environment over the last 5-6 years. In
certain instances, however, even the inflationary adjustment
has been insufficient as the inflation for periodic maintenance
expense items has increased at a pace greater than the inflation
reflected in the CP1. By way of example, please see the
response to OUCC Data Request No. 7-13 (where the actual
cost of performing the services is greater than the inflationary
estimate). Although Stucker Fork believes that its method of
calculating the anticipated cost of periodic maintenance
expense is the best approach, recent bids and costs suggest that
Stucker Fork’s proposed periodic maintenance expense for
some tasks may be understated.

Notwithstanding the objection above, please see Exhibit 7-28
which details the periodic maintenance expense costs incurred
by Stucker Fork from 2021 to 2024. Stucker Fork would
further note that the periodic maintenance expense items
identified in Exhibit 7-28 tie to and are reflected in Stucker
Fork’s Annual Report filed with the IURC.
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PO Box b
Franklin, N 6 gl
Phone (3070 2 20A4% 7 Fax (317) 7389144
Stucker Fork Water Utility - *
P.O. Box 274 CATE: 11/4/2024
Scottshurg, IN 47170

INVOICE Nt 193719 - Job #5503-F

i YOUR PO, MG

Filter # 1 Marble Hill

VURNSNEL RO DAY

1 4/2% PER MOSTHDWEH G 8 DD ARTER S0 L

AR of 189

CQUANTIY - UpEcRipnion | Aamoe

Stucker Fvon".l; ~ F;iltér #1 - Media Replacement

Supply all labor, equipment and materials to remove all filter media, inspect filter
interior, clean filter baffles, install support gravel, install filter media and chlorinate.

Total Invoice Due $28,528.00

TAXABE TAX EXEMPT 0k
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REMIET 100

P.O.Rox B

Frankiin, I8N 46131

Phone (317} 7334577 Fad (3073 /385294
Stucker Fork Water Utility o l
P.O. Box 274 DAY 11/6/2024
Scottshurg, IN 47170
) I INVOICE NGO, 19328 - Job #5503-F

| YO PO
Filter # 2 Marble Hill
FERMS NET L0 DAY™
1% PLRVIGNTH WL 85 ADEFD AL ER A

AP oFL8%

QUANTITY CRIFTION A

Stucker .I-"or'k . Fnlter#Z - Media Repla‘ceméht ”

Supply all labor, eguipment and materials to remove all filter media, inspect filter
interior, clean filter baffles, install support gravel, install filter media and chlorinate.

Total invoice Due $528,528.00

TAXABLE - TAX EXEMPT H
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RENMITTO!

PO Box b

Frankdin, IN 46131

Phone {3171 738-4577 Fax {317) 738-9.294
(H - Stucker Fork Water Utility o \
P.O. Box 274 DATE: 11/11/2024
Scottshurg, IN 47170
. | INVOICE N, 19333 - Job #5503-F
‘ . ) ' YOUR PO N

Filter #3 - Marble Hill
FPERMVIS NEE L0 DAy
l l /2% PER MONTH WILE BE ADDED ARTER 20 LAy

AP o 18%

. (:il:’J/-\l\"l‘ilfl\}v’i | " | - e A s e (\i\/ia“;é,n\!!
Stucker Fork - Filter #3 - Media Replacement

Supply all fabor, equipment and materials to remove all filter media, inspect filter
interior, clean filter baffies, install support gravel, install filter media and chlorinate.

Total Invoice Due $28,528.00

TAXABLE  © TAXEXEMPT LD g




OUCC Attachment KW-10
Cause No. 46167
Page 24 of 43

REMIT 70

PO Box 55

Frariling IN 4G 151
Phone (317) 7384577 Fa (317) 738-929%
Stucker Fork Water Utility l
P.O.Box 274 DATE 11/20/2024

Scottsburg, IN 47170
] INVOICE NO. 19351 - Job #5503-F

7 YOUR P 0. NO.
Filter #4 - Marble Hill
TERMSTNET 10 DAYS
L/2% PER MONTH WILL BE ADDED AFTER 30 DAYS
APROEIR%

Stucker Fork - Filter #4 - Media Replacement |

Supply all labor, equipment and materials to remove all filter media, inspect filter
interior, clean filter baffles, install support gravel, install filter media and chlorinate.

Total Invoice Due $28,528.00
Filter #4

h

TAXABLE || TAXEXEMPY L o
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Qunlidy Enginesring Servizes Sines 1933

Consultanis @ Mechanical © Electrical = Cioill
R DERICK WIGGINS, PR, MARK M. BULLIVAM, FE. NATHAN L WALKEDR, P.L &

CLINT W, RODS. PE, &LAN T BURGCH, P.E. SRANDON A PARKER, 2L &,
TREY M. KIDWELL. P.2

December 7, 2024

Stucker Fork Conservancy District
2260 N. US Highway 31
Austin, IN 47102

ATTN:  Board of Directors & Randy Needler, Superintendent

Re: Repainting of the 100,000 Gallon Elevated Tank No. 2 (Little York)
And the 100,000 Gallon Elevated Tanlk No. 4 (Conuniskey)
Current Contractor Pay Request
MET # 2023009-03

All:

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of Partial Pay Application No. 4 from Currens Construction Services, LLC for the above referenced project in
the amount of $51,865.00. The amount due is as follows:

Pay App. #4
Woilk Conypleted $518,650.00
Materials Stored %000
Sub-Total $518,650.00
Less Retainage ($0.00)
Less Previous Payments ($466,785.00)
Amount Due $51,865.00

"This Pay Application No. 4 includes work completed from 9/23/2024 through 12/1/2024, Midwestern has reviewed and approved the pay
request and recommends your considertion of approval. If acceptable and approved, please execute where indicated then rewurn a copy ro me.

Should you have any questions or need additional information, please advise. Thank you for your continued confidence in Midwestemn
Engineers, Inc. We greatly appreciate the opportunity to work with you.

Respectiully,

MIDWESTERN ENGINEERS, INC.

W ,ﬂ;ﬁﬁm‘t::ZD
e T

Alan F. Burch, P.E., M.B.A.
Senior Project Engineer/CFO

AFB/can

802 W. BROADWAY ST. = P.O. BOX 295 « LOOGOOTEE, IN 47553 ¢ P: 812-295-2800
6809 CORPORATE DRIVE = INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46278  I: 317-334-0262
meinc@midwesterneng.com « www.midwesterneng,.com

AMENICAN COUNCGIL OF ENWIHEERING COMPANIES
of fchano
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Yualily. Engincening. Seaices Since 1959

3 A3 TR 3 PRI
Consultants ¢ Mechanical ¢ Blectrical » O
JOHN W. WETZEL, PE. NMARK M, SULLIVAN, 1215 NATHAN JAWALKER, P} =
R DERICK WIGGINS, P ALAN F BURCH, BT BRANDON A PARKER, 171 4

CLINT W. ROOS, P

Macch 22, 2024

Stucker Pork Conservancy District

2260 11.8. Highway 31

Austin, 1IN 47102

At Board of Directors and Randy Needler, Superintendent

Rixw Water Svstem lmprovemeots
Rehabilitadon and Repainting of the
Fixisting 500,000 Gallon Marble Mill Ground Storage Tank and the
Fxisting 500,000 Gallon Tank No. 10 Elevated Water Storage Tank
March Contractor Pay Request
M2 Project #2021009-08

Dear Board of Directors and Mr, Needler:

Please find enclosed capy of Pay Request No. 3 from O&] Coatings, 1nc. for the above referenced project in the amount of §29.725.00. The
amount due to Q&) Coatings, Inc. is as follows:

O&J Coatings , Inc,

Pay Request No. 3

Work Complete $575,500.00
Materials on Hand $0.00
Sub-Total $575,500.00
Less Retainage ($0.00)
Less Previous Payment 545,775.00
Amount Duce $29,725.00

The O&] Coatings, Tnc. (O&]) pay request includes release of retainage on the project and work completed on the anniversary inspection of
the 500,000 gallon pround storage tank at the water treatment plane. They have not completed the anniversary inspection for the clevated
storage tnk (ehis will happen summer 2024), The amount requested would pay Q& for all work completed 1o date and would release wl
retainage held on the projeet. The only remaining amount (o be completed is $1,000.00 for the clevared tank anniversary inspection,
Midwestern has reviewed and '.\ppmvc'.d the pay request; we recommend your consideration of approval, If approved, please sign the request
where indicated and return a copy for our records,

A spreadshect presenting a sumimary of the pay requests o dace, as well as the amount of drawdowns from locat funds, is included for your

review and use, Midwestern Lingineers, Inc. will not be submitting a pay application this month, Should you have any questions, please advise.
‘Thank you for your confidence in Midwestern, we greatly appreciate the opportunity to work with you.

Respecrfully,
MIDWESTERN ENGINEERS, INC,

lnddison K. Peters, .1,

Asst. Project Lingincer

1P/ ek

Linclosures

802 W. BROADWAY ST, « .0, BOX 295 ¢ LOOGOOTEE, IN 47553 « P: 812-295-2600
6809 CORPORATE DRIVE ¢ INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46278 « 1°: 317-334-0202
meinc@midwaesterneng.com » www.midweslerneng.com
ACEC

AMIJELAN COLRAL ¢
af i

«

FIING COMPANTRS
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Contractor's Application for Payment No.[ 3
Application 06/20/2023 TO 02/27/2024 Applieation Date: 22712024
Perivd:
o STUCKER FORK CONSERVANGY DIsTRICT ||T0m (Contuctor): . ) Via (Fngineer): MIDWESTERN ENGINEERS, INC.
(Ownen Q&I COATINGS, INC.
- ISTIRC SO0 GAT MARBTETIEL GST N
T AND T TING 500,000 GAL TANK ontet
NOHOELEVATER STORAGE TANK
s Comtract Now EST-22-01-10 ~antractofs Praicet No. 202100908 Frgineer's Projoct Nov
i Sx Conleact Nows . .2 Gogineer's Project Nou:
Iwness Conlzact No, Contractor's Praject No. i 0, 2021009-08
Applieatiog For Payment
Chinnpe Order Summinry
Approved Change Orders 1. ORIGINAL CONTRACT PRICE
Nutlw Additiors Deductions 2. Net change by Change Orders . e
Cost (1) Culendur Days Cost (S} Calendur Duys{d Current Contract Price (Line 1+ 2), $ _ $516,500.00

4 TOVAL COMPLETED AND STORED TO BATE

o (Columu I total on Pragress Estimates), S S875500.00
S RETAINAGE:
wn &% X . Wark Completeda...

h 3% X e Stoved Matertn

¢ Totnd Retalnnge (Line S +8.b
6. AMOUNT ELIGIBLE TO DATE (Line 4 - Line §)...
7. LESS PREYVIOUS PAYMENTS (Line 6 from privy Application).
TOTALS 8. AMOUNT DUE THIS APPLICATION
CHANGEE BY 9, BALANCE TO FINISI, PLUS RETAINAGE
CHANGE ORDERS

Payment oft 3 §29,725.00
Cuntractor's Certiflention (Line R or other ~attach explanation of the other anmounty
The indersigned Contractor centilies, to the best of its knowledge, the follewing: oy S
(1} ANl previous progress payments reczived from Owiner on account of Work done wnder the . cended by: Lddison K, Peiers = l"y{{‘/} (.~ 312272124
Contract have been npplicd an account 1o discharge Contractor's legitimate obligations fneurred iny 1s recomended by: -

conpectinn with the Work covered by prior Applicutions for Payment: (Tingineer) (Dake)
(23 Title w alt Wark. materials and equipment incorporated in said Work, or otherwise fisted in or
coverad by (his Application for Payment, will pask to Owner at time af payment free and clear of £29.725.00
weearily interests, und encumbrinces (exeeptsuch ns are covered by w bund neceptable | Puyment oft § o

sdemnifying Owaer agiinst any such Liens, security interest, or eneumbrances); and
(1) Al ihe Wark covered by this Application for Payment is in accordince with the Conlract

Docwments ad is not deleclive,
maining rebliets ude il and acey

(Linc R or other - attach explanation ol the other apwunt)

aceounting of work dsys anitized and is approved by:
as ol the e of signatare, No adiusunents
< oy previous Gine fnpacts will be made wnless plennfied ona pendig (Owner) (Dineey
ad reflevied an e 120

Apptoved by:

Fanding or Financing Entity (il applicable) (Daw)

Dae:
227/2024

RICDC® C-620 Cantractor's Application for Payment
€ 2013 Nutionnl Socivty of Professional Engineers for EICDC. All rights reserved,
Page Lol'l
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108 STEEL WATER-STORAGE TANKS

* atthe start of the application of the primer coat
¢  before the finish coat is applied

* once work is completed, to verify final coating thicknesses, acceptability of
application, continuity of interior coatings, and acceptability of the exterior
coatings’ appearance,

Because it is difficult to know exactly what took place between inspections, the
professional performing spot inspections may have to do a considerable amount of
regearch. Full-time inspection of tank coating is recommended because of (1) the
technical nature of tank coatings, (2) the need to comply with environmental
regulations, and (3) the need to apply coatings intended for potable water contact in
such a manner as to maintain the product’s certification according to NSF/ANSI 861.

Unit-price work and work being done by change order should be performed in the
presence of the purchaser to ensure the work is being done in the owner’s best interest.

PERIODIC REINSPECTION

Once the three phases of tank maintenance have been completed and the first-
anniversary inspection has been performed, the tank should be inspected at least once
every 3 to § years or as required by state regulatory agencies.

Three methods of evaluating tank interiors are currently popular: a drained “dry”
evaluation, an underwater evaluation performed by divers, and a robotic inspection.

The dry evaluation is the most thorough evaluation, as the tank can be washed
out and the mud and debris removed from the interior surfaces before the inspection.
Specially trained technicians can get to the necessary surfaces on the tank by rigging
and rappelling the interior as required by the condition of each tank.

When the tank cannot be drained, an underwater evaluation of the tank inte-
rior may be performed. The diving evaluation should include a careful study of the
tank’s interior wet surfaces by a Certified Commercial Diver who is experienced in the
inspection of water tanks, When performing an underwater evaluation, the diver
should use a full dry suit and full-face diving mask to prevent contamination of the
potable water, Prior to entering the tank, the diver and all equipment are thoroughly
disinfected in accordance with ANSI/AWWA C652-11. The tank must be isolated from
the water system and all connecting valves locked out.

The third type of evaluation is a remotely operated vehicle (ROV) inspection of
the tank interior. This type of evaluation utilizes a robotic device, guided and moni-
tored by a specially trained field technician, to videotape the tank interior. The video
should then be reviewed by a professional engineer experienced in water tank evalua-
tion to determine the condition of the interior surfaces.

These inspections will turn up minor deficiencies that can be corrected before
they become major, expensive, and time-consuming problems. Cathodic protection may
be installed to protect the steel from metal loss in case small coating failures develop.
Repairs and cathodic protection can significantly extend the life of a coating system.
With periodic inspection, cleaning, and touchup work, a steel tank can remain in ser-
vice for many decades without major renovation. ‘




Petitioner and OUCC
Peridoic Maintenance Compared

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
Water Utility

ESTIMATED ANNUAL OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE EXPENSES

(Explanation of Adjustments)

Adjustment 6 - Periodic Maintenance

OUCC Attachment KW-12

Cause No. 46167

Proposed maintenance expenses are based upon the average of maintenance costs since last rate case (2019-2024) unless otherwise noted.
Data on periodic maintenance expenditures comes from the Expenses on Periodic Maintenance Report in the Utility's Annual Report or from
Petitioner's response to OUCC DR 12-3, OUCC Attachment KW-08.

I.  Intake Structure Cleaning and Pump Maintenance

a.

b.

Cleaning (every 5 yrs)
Only cleaning completed since last rate case was in 2023 for $5,200
Intake pump maintenance, 3 pumps
Total

Il.  Well Maintenance

a.

Wells and pumps - Clean each of 5 wells chemically once every 5 yrs

No expenses incurred since last rate case pursuant to IURC reports and Petitioner's
Periodic Maintenance Tracker. Well chemical cleaning allocation is considered part of
the other periodic maintenance expense until Petitioner can provide support in next rate
Wells and pumps - pump maintenance, 5 wells

Total

I11. Austin WTP Maintenance

a.
b.
c.

e oo

—.

8 High service pump maintenance
3 Low service pump maintenance
2 Backwash pump maintenance
No expenses incurred since last rate case pursuant to IURC reports and Petitioner's
Periodic Maintenance Tracker. Backwash pump maintenance allocation will be
considered part of the other periodic maintenance expense until Petitioner can provide
Pump control valve maintenance (4 valves)
Plant production meter calibration (7 meters)
Turbidity meter maintenance (9 meters)
Generator maintenance, 1 unit
Fire extinguisher maintenance
Filter maintenance, 8 filters (every 8 yrs)
$28,528 per filter from 2024 invoice for 4 filters at Marble Hill Plant. Petitioner did
provide a 2024 bid tab from the City of Washington, however, those bids included
removing & replacing nozzles for each filter bed. Petitioner does not have nozzles and
used the Mable Hill quotes as comparable in 44987.
Filter maintenance, 8 filters (add filter material/ inspect filters)
Lagoon cleaning (every 5 yrs)
Only maintenance since last rate case was for new power line to lagoon done in 2024 for
$2,466.24. Lagoon cleaning allocation will be considered part of the other periodic
maintenance expense until Petitioner can provide support in next rate case.

U.V. system maintenance/bulb replacement
(3 reactors w/ 4 bulbs each, $615 annually per bulb)

Total

IV. Marble Hill WTP Maintenance

a.
b.

D o0

High service pump maintenance (3 pumps)

Backwash pump maintenance (1 pump)

No expenses incurred since last rate case pursuant to IURC reports and Petitioner's
Periodic Maintenance Tracker. Backwash pump maintenance allocation will be
considered part of the other periodic maintenance expense until Petitioner can provide
support in next rate case.

Pump control valve maintenance (3 valves)
Plant production meter calibration (4 meters)
Fire extinguisher maintenance
Filter media maintenance (4 filters)
($28,528 per filter from 2024 invoice, 4 filters)
Filter maintenance, 8 filters (add filter material/ inspect filters)
Total

Page 1 of 3
Stucker Fork OuUCC Difference
4,000 1,000 (3,000)
6,000 8,600 2,600
10,000 9,600 (400)
Stucker Fork OUCC Difference
9,500 - (9,500)
12,500 4,000 (8,500)
22,000 4,000 (18,000)
Stucker Fork OUCC Difference
12,000 6,500 (5,500)
1,800 400 (1,400)
2,000 - (2,000)
2,400 100 (2,300)
4,200 200 (4,000)
5,400 800 (4,600)
1,900 4,300 2,400
400 400 -
68,000 28,500 (39,500)
- 5,900 5,900
1,520 400 (1,120)
7,200 7,400 200
106,820 54,900 (51,920)
Stucker Fork OuUCC Difference
4,500 700 (3,800)
1,000 - (1,000)
1,800 2,600 800
2,400 100 (2,300)
400 100 (300)
9,600 14,300 4,700
- 3,500 3,500
19,700 21,300 1,600



Petitioner and OUCC

Peridoic Maintenance Compared

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
Water Utility

ESTIMATED ANNUAL OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE EXPENSES

(Explanation of Adjustments)

Adjustment 6 - Periodic Maintenance (cont'd)

V. Tank Maintenance

Cleaning and inspection

2024 Tank inspection amount is from Petitioner's response to OUCC DR 1-11. This
amount is supported by a 2021 invoice for inspecting 3 tanks included in OUCC
Attachment KW-03.

Tank painting

a.

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Auwustin tank (500,000 gallons)

($357,760 every 15 yrs, based on 2022 bid times 1.04 CPI inflation )

Little York tank (100,000 gallons)

($260,325 every fifteen years, based on average of 2024 bids for Tanks 2 & 4))
Blocher tank (150,000 gallons)

($300,000 every 15 yrs, only comparable bid found from 2011. Instead took
2024 bid for 100,000 tank and rounded up to $300,000)

Commiskey tank (100,000 gallons)

($260,325 every fifteen years, based on average of 2024 bids for Tanks 2 & 4))
Polk Road tank (100,000 gallons)

($260,325 every fifteen years, based on average of 2024 bids for Tanks 2 & 4))
Double or Nothing Road tank (500,000 gallons)

($357,760 every 15 yrs, based on 2022 bid times 1.04 CPI inflation )
Radiotower Road (500,000 gallons)

($357,760 every 15 yrs, based on 2022 bid times 1.04 CPI inflation )

Lovett tank (100,000 gallons)

($260,325 every fifteen years, based on average of 2024 bids for Tanks 2 & 4))
Paynesville Road tank (500,000 gallons)

($357,760 every 15 yrs, based on 2022 bid times 1.04 CPI inflation )
Fairview Road tank (250,000 gallons)

($325,406 every 15 yrs, based on 1.25% of Tank #2 Cost )

Awstin tank 2 (1,000,000 gallons)

($500,000 every fifteen yrs, based on 2021 bid times 1.19 CPI inflation then

rounded up to $500,000 since 2021 bid tab was for a concrete base and this
is legged tank)

Marble Hill ground tank (500,000 gallons)
($168,640 every 15 yrs, based on 2022 bid times 1.04 CPI inflation )
1 MG Concrete Ground Storage Tank
(Concrete Ground Storage Tank, painting not applicable)
Marble Hill WTP aeration tank
($164,560 every 15 yrs, based on 2019 bid times 1.21 CPI inflation )
Marble Hill WTP aeration tank
($164,560 every 15 yrs, based on 2019 bid times 1.21 CPI inflation )
Total

OUCC Attachment KW-12

Cause No. 46167

Page 2 of 3
(Cont'd)

Stucker Fork OUCC Difference
7,600 6,900 (700)
26,700 23,900 (2,800)

17,300 17,400 100

20,000 20,000 -

17,300 17,400 100

17,300 17,400 100
26,700 23,900 (2,800)
26,700 23,900 (2,800)

17,300 17,400 100
26,700 23,900 (2,800)
25,300 21,700 (3,600)

33,300 33,300 -

16,700 13,400 (3,300)
1,000 0 (1,000)
11,300 11,000 (300)
11,300 11,000 (300)
302,500 282,500 (20,000)



Petitioner and OUCC
Peridoic Maintenance Compared

STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
Water Utility
(Cont'd)
ESTIMATED ANNUAL OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE EXPENSES
(Explanation of Adjustments)

Adjustment 6 - Periodic Maintenance (cont'd)

OUCC Attachment KW-12

Cause No. 46167
Page 3 of 3

oucc Difference

3900 (3,700

oucc Difference

VI. Booster Station Maintenance and Pump Replacement Stucker Fork
a. Booster station No. 4 maintenance 3,800
b. Booster station No. 7 maintenance 1,900
c. Booster station No. 8 maintenance 1,900
Total Booster Station Maintenance 7,600
VII. Meter/Control Valve Pit Maintenance Stucker Fork
a. Tank 2 control valve pit maintenance 1,500
b. Tank 3 control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
c. Tank 4 control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
d. Tank 7 control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
e. Tank 8 control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
f. Sommerville control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
g. Marysville control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
h. Rural membership control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
i. Scottsburg control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
j. Crothersville control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
k. Pepsi control valve/metering pit maintenance 1,500
Total control valve/metering pit maintenance 16,500

VIII Other Periodic Maintenance Expense -
Average of other maintenance costs since last rate case (2019-2024) Includes chemical
feed system maintenance, clear well cleaning, & other from Petitioner's response to
OUCC DR 12-3, OUCC Attachment KW-08.

3,500  (13,000)

23,800 23,800

23,800 23,800

403,500  (81,620)
(436,160)

Total -
Sub-total 485,120
Less test year expense (436,160)
Adjustment $48,960

($32,660)

Note: all CPI inflation amounts are based on the month date of the bid or invoice until the end of the test year.
from Mitchell & Starke Construction for Marble Hill WTP Maintenance - flow meter installation. | did

not include this entry as part of the periodic maintenance since installing new flow meters is a capitol
expense.
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TESTIMONY OF SCOTT A. BELL
CAUSE NO. 44687
STUCKER FORK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
I. INTRODUCTION
1 Q: Please state your name and business address.

2 A My name is Scott A. Bell, and my business address is 115 West Washington Street, Suite
3 1500 South, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204.

4 Q: By whom are you employed and in what capacity?
5 A I am employed by the Indiana Office of Utility Consumer Counselor (“OUCC”) as the

6 Director of the Water/Wastewater Division. My qualifications and experience are set
7 forth in Appendix A.

g8 Q: What is the purpose of your testimony?

9 A I discuss Petitioner’s proposed debt-funded capital improvement projects, and extensions
10 and replacements revenue requirement. I also discuss Petitioner’s request to recover
11 periodic maintenance expenses.

12 Q: 'Does your testimony include attachments?

13 A Yes. My testimony includes the following attachments:

14 o Attachment SAB-1: OUCC Data Request Set No. 2.

15 II. DEBT FUNDED CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS

16 Q: Does Petitioner seek to construct capital improvements that will be funded by the
17 issuance of revenue bonds?

18 A Yes. Petitioner’s Exhibit 5, page 11, Accounting Report on Proposed Rates and Charges,

19 provides a Schedule of Estimated Project Costs and Funding. This schedule provides the
20 estimated construction cost for three capital improvement projects: (1) 1 million gallon

21 (“MG”) tank for Zone 1; (2) Austin WTP Zone 1 high service pump improvements; and
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Public’s Exhibit No. 2
Cause No. 44687
Page 8 of 17

Did you seek additional information for Petitioner’s proposed purchase of 10 work
trucks?

Yes. In Data Request No. 2.10, the OUCC sought supporting documentation relied upon
to estimate the $350,000 cost of ten (10) work trucks. In response, Petitioner provided
documentation of the purchase of two new Chevrolet Silverado 1500 4WD half-ton pick-
up trucks at a cost of $33,600 each. Additionally, Petitioner indicated that the next two
trucks it anticipates purchasing are a one-ton truck and a two-ton truck at a cost of
$50,000 to $60,000 each. Petitioner proposes to purchase the ten (10) work trucks over a
five-year period. After reviewing the supporting documentation, I agree that Petitioner
should purchase the proposed trucks and that $350,000 is representative of the estimated
cost for the ten (10) work trucks.

Did you seek additional information for Petitioner’s proposed purchase of a
backhoe? ~

Yes. In Data Request No. 2.11, the OUCC sought supporting documentation relied upon
to estimate the $100,000 cost of a backhoe. In response, Petitioner indicated that it had
received a quoted price for the backhoe at $84,560. Petitioner provided a copy of the
price quote from Jacobi Sales, Inc. in a supplemental response to OUCC Data Request
2.11. Petitioner proposes to purchase the new backhoe in year 2017 or 2018. At that
time, Petitioner’s only backhoe will be approximately ten (10) years old. After reviewing
the response to the OUCC data request, I agree that Petitioner should purchase a backhoe
and that $100,000 is representative of the estimated cost.

Why is Petitioner proposing to construct electrical improvements (switch gear and
generator) at the Marble Hill WTP?

In Data Request No. 3.13, the OUCC asked Petitioner to identify all facilities operated by

Stucker Fork that have emergency electric power arrangements. Petitioner indicated that
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Cause No. 44687

Page 9 of 17

there are no facilities that currently have emergency power available, which is why the
request for switch gear and generators is being proposed. Petitioner also provided me a
copy of an Indiana Department of Environmental Management (“IDEM”) Public Water
System Sanitary Survey Report, dated September 5, 2013. The IDEM Sanitary Survey
Report indicated the need for standby or auxiliary power at the treatment plants and at

booster stations to be in compliance with 327 Ind. Admin. Code 8-2-8.2(e)(7)(E)(ii).

Did you seek additional cost information for Petitioner’s proposed “Marble Hill
WTP electrical improvements (switch gear and generator)” project?

Yes. In Data Request No. 2.12, the OUCC sought supporting documentation Petitioner
relied upon to estimate the $360,000 cost of the “Marble Hill WTP electrical
improvements (switch gear and generator)” project. In response, Petitioner indicated that
it relied on the experience of Mr. Burch, who based the estimated cost of this project on a
similar project for Patoka Lake. Mr. Burch provided me with a copy of the cost details of
the Patoka Lake project to support the cost estimate for the electric improvements for the
Marble Hill WTP project. I also toured the Marble Hill WTP and discussed with Mr.
Burch and Mr. Needler the need for the electrical improvements, which are not scheduled
to be completed until the 2017-2019 time frame. I agree that Petitioner should complete
the proposed project and that $360,000 is representative of the estimated cost. Petitioner
added that the Marble Hill WTP electrical improvements project would be competitively
bid.

Why is Petitioner proposing the “Booster Station (4) switch gear including 1
portable generator” project?

In Data Request No. 3.13, the OUCC asked Petitioner to identify all facilities operated by

Stucker Fork that have emergency electric power arrangements. Petitioner indicated that
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there are no facilities that currently have emergency power available, which is why the
request for the “Booster Station (4) switch gear and 1portable generator” project is being
proposed. Petitioner also provided a copy of an IDEM Public Water System Sanitary
Survey Report, dated September 5, 2013. The IDEM Sanitary Survey Report indicated
the need for standby or auxiliary power at the treatment plants and at booster stations to

be in compliance with 327 L.A.C. 8-2-8.2(e)(7)(E)(ii).

Did you seek additional cost information for Petitioner’s proposed “Booster Station
(4) switch gear including 1 portable generator” project?

Yes. In Data Request No. 2.12, the OUCC sought supporting documentation relied upon
to estimate the $300,000 cost of the “Booster Station (4) switch gear including 1 portable
generator” project. In response, Petitioner indicated that it relied on the experience of
Mr. Burch, who based the estimated cost of this project on a similar project for Floyds
Knobs. Mr. Burch provided me with documentation of the costs incurred by Floyds
Knobs for the upgrade of an existing booster station, which included adding a generator.
I also visited several booster stations and discussed with Mr. Burch and Mr. Needler the
need for the booster station switch gear and portable generator, which are not scheduled
to be completed until the 2017-2019 time frame. I agree that Petitioner should complete
the proposed project and that $300,000 is representative of the estimated cost. Petitioner
added that the Booster Station (4) switch gear including 1 portable generator project
would be competitively bid.

Did you seek additional cost information for Petitioner’s proposed “Marble Hill
WTP building expansion (3,600 sq. ft.) and 1 new filter” project?

Yes. In Data Request No. 2.12, the OUCC sought supporting documentation Petitioner

relied upon to estimate the $600,000 cost of the “Marble Hill WTP building expansion
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(3,600 sq. ft.) and 1 new filter” project. In response, Petitioner indicated that it relied on
the experience of Mr. Burch, who had worked on similar types of projects. Petitioner
also indicated that Mr. Burch contacted a filter manufacturer to obtain a cost for the filter
and associated piping and valves. Based on those conversations, Mr. Burch estimated the
cost of materials to be $150,000. He estimated that the installation cost was another
$150,000, with the remaining $300,000 dedicated to the construction of a 3,600 sq. ft
building and non-construction costs associated with the project. Mr. Burch provided me
with documentation of the costs incurred by Floyds Knobs for its water treatment plant
expansion and a manufacturer’s quote for the material costs of a new filter. Petitioner
indicated that it plans to begin the project in 2019-2020 time frame. I toured the Marble
Hill WTP and discussed the project with both Mr. Needler and Mr. Burch. I agree that
Petitioner should complete the proposed project and that $600,000 is representative of the
estimated cost. Petitioner added that the Marble Hill WTP building expansion (3,600 sq.
ft.) and 1 new filter project would be competitively bid.

Do you have any recommendations regarding Petitioner’s proposed Capital
Improvement Plan?

Yes. Irecommend that the Commission approve Petitioner’s Capital Improvement Plan.
I also recommend that the Capital Improvement Project be funded partially by the E&R
revenue requirement and partially by available cash on hand. OUCC Utility Analyst Greg
Foster discusses the portions to be funded by either cash on hand or by the E&R revenue
requirement.

IV. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE EXPENSES

Is it reasonable for Petitioner to incur expenses to perform periodic maintenance?

Yes. It is prudent for Petitioner to incur reasonable expenses to perform periodic
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Response: Please see attached Exhibit 12-3.

Q-12-4. Has Petitioner considered establishing a system development charge? Please
explain why or why not.

Response:  Stucker Fork’s professionals have discussed a system
development charge with Stucker Fork management; however, no
formal action has been taken on promulgating a system development
charge at this time.

Q-12-5. Please refer to Petitioner’s Exhibit 1, the Direct Testimony of Richard Burch, pp.
11-12.

a. Please provide the number of business or other non-residential class
customers that have made inquiries for water service in the past five years;
and please provide the number of in each of calendar years 2021, 2022,
2023, and 2024.

b. Has Petitioner estimated the capacity requirements for such potential
customers? And, if so, how much additional capacity has Petitioner
estimated would be needed to serve such potential customers?

c. Please provide the number of residential developments or residential
communities that have made inquiries for water service in the past five
years; and please provide the number of in each of calendar years 2021,
2022, 2023, and 2024.

d. Has Petitioner estimated the capacity requirements for such potential
residential customers? And, if so, how much additional capacity has
Petitioner estimated would be needed to serve such potential residential
customers?

Response:  a. Stucker Fork does not maintain a list of individuals,
businesses, or entities that inquire about the possibility of receiving
water service for a new development. Notwithstanding the forgoing,
Stucker Fork has had a customer within the last twelve (12) months
inquire about water to a new development near its Marble Hill Water
Treatment Plant. This developer was seeking up to one million
(1,000,000) per day of water for the development.

b. For the industrial facility near its Marble Hill plant, the
estimated usage was one million mgd.
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C. Stucker Fork has received an inquiry from developers
regarding multiple residential subdivisions. See the response to
Request No. 12-5(a)-(b).

d. While the specifics were never discussed, Stucker Fork
understood that the residential subdivisions would contain at least
fifty (50) lots per subdivision with each lot or residence using three
hundred and ten (310) gallons per day based upon the rules of the
Indiana Department of Environmental Management.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of the foregoing has been served upon the following by
electronic mail this 21% day of February, 2025:

Indiana Office of Utility Consumer Counselor
infomgt@oucc.in.gov
thharper@oucc.in,gov
vipeters@oucc.in.gov

steven.krohne@icemiller.com
jack.petr@icemiller.com

Ol dadosed—

Mhnstopﬂeﬁar‘(ak

Bose McKinney & Evans LLP
111 Monument Circle, Suite 2700
Indianapolis, IN 46204

(317) 684-5000

4936445.2
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