
TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:   Linda C. Bridwell 
Other Participating Employees:  None 
 
Question: 

1. Please Identify each person who was involved in preparing the responses to 
these Requests, specifying the Request(s) for which each such person was 
involved and the nature of the information provided by her or him. 

 
 
Response: 
 
As noted above, TAW has identified the responsible witness under whose direction 
each discovery response is prepared.  That person is ultimately responsible for each of 
his/her responses and will also be available for cross-examination about his/her 
responses at the evidentiary hearing of this matter.  Many of the discovery responses 
were sent to the Shared Services Center rates group, the Central Division rates 
analysts, Corporate Treasury, the Customer Call Center and local operations for 
preparation of schedules or support data for the response.  When that has occurred, 
TAW has attempted to note that in these responses and has also attempted to note any 
other employees who participated in the preparation of the response. 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:   Deron Allen 
Other Participating Employees:  Kino Becton, Linda Bridwell  
 
Question: 

2. Please Identify all employees of TAWC or any TAWC Parent or Affiliate who 
engaged since January 1, 2010 in any Lobbying on behalf of TAWC.   

 
 
Response: 
 

Since January 1, 2010 the following Tennessee American Water individuals 
participated in some form of meeting that included legislators, executive branch, 
and/or TRA in which an administrative action or legislative action was discussed. 
The only employee required as defined by Tennessee law to register as a 
lobbyist for Tennessee American Water is Kino Becton. To the best of our 
knowledge the names below are the individuals that have engaged in such 
meetings: 

• Kino Becton 
• Deron Allen 
• Gerald Reynolds (Mr. Reynolds was an employee of American Water 

Works Service Company, not TAWC) 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Deron E. Allen 
Other Participating Employees:  Melissa Schwarzell, SSC Rates  
 
Question: 

3. Provide the total compensation, including all fringe benefits, bonuses or incentive 
pay, and reimbursed expenses, paid to each person Identified in the previous 
Request during the period since January 1, 2010. 

 
 
Response: 
 

Please see attachment for the total compensation paid to each person identified 
in the previous request during the period of January 1, 2010 through June 30, 
2012.  For Mr. Reynolds, who was not a TAWC employee, only the portion of his 
compensation charged to TAWC is shown. 

 
The attachment to this response is confidential and is provided under separate 
cover. 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Deron Allen  
Other Participating Employees:  Kino Becton, Linda C. Bridwell 
 
Question: 

4. Please Identify all other persons, in addition to those Identified in response to 
Request No. 2, who engaged since January 1, 2010 in any Lobbying on behalf 
of TAWC. 

 
 
Response: 
 

Since January 1, 2010 the following individuals below have lobbied on behalf of 
Tennessee American Water Company. The names below are the individuals 
registered under Tennessee law as lobbyist for Tennessee American Water 
Company. To the best of our knowledge, these individuals have lobbied on 
behalf of the company: 

• Gif Thornton 
• Brad Lampley 
• Tiffany Mason 
• Brooke Ponder 

 
However, it is important to note that Doug Fisher is listed on the state ethics 
commission records as a previous lobbyist for the company. This registration was 
done in error and the registration was expeditiously withdrawn from official 
record. Kino Becton should have been registered as the company representative 
instead of Doug Fisher. 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Deron Allen  
Other Participating Employees:  Kino Becton, SSC Rates 
 
Question: 

5. Provide the total amount paid by TAWC or any TAWC Parent or Affiliate to 
each person Identified in the previous Request or paid to any other person for the 
services of any such person.   

 
 
Response: 
 

Since January 1, 2010, the total amount paid to the Adams & Reese Law Firm is 
$71,523.60 and total amount paid to D.H.Fisher & Associates is $62,500.00. 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Deron E. Allen 
Other Participating Employees: Kino Becton  
 
Question: 

6. Provide the total amount and purpose of all Lobbying expenditures paid by or on 
behalf of TAWC or any TAWC Parent or Affiliate since January 1, 2010.  
Identify the TAWC accounts charged for each amount. 

 
 
Response: 
 

The amount of expenditures since January 1, 2010 is $92,919. 

 



 

 

TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Deron E. Allen 
Other Participating Employees:  Kino Becton, Linda Bridwell  
 
Question: 

7. Please list the date, time, place, and persons involved in all Communications 
since March 8, 2011 between any employee or representative of TAWC or of any 
TAWC Parent or Affiliate and any director or employee of the Tennessee 
Regulatory Authority.  It is not necessary to Identify any Communications in 
which a representative of the Attorney General or of any intervener in this cause 
was a participant. 

 
 
Response: 
 
As it has done in responding to all data requests, TAWC has taken reasonable steps to 
identify all communications responsive to this request.  Those efforts have resulted in 
the identification of the following communications.  Having said that, it may be 
impossible to identify every instance of the numerous innocuous communications that 
occur at regulatory industry meetings such as NARUC conferences or other 
professional meetings or conferences. 
 
 April 18, 2011 at 12:00pm – TA Truck Stop - Deron Allen & Kino Becton met with 
Director Kenneth Hill, Tabatha Blackwell, & Jimmy Hughes. This meeting was an 
introduction meeting for Deron Allen as the new President of Tennessee American 
Water Company. 
 
May 20, 2011 – phone/email – Kino Becton spoke with Patsy Fulton regarding a list of 
regulated utilities in Tennessee. 
 
June 8, 2011 at 1:42 pm – Kino Becton requested a copy of final schedule for the 
SEARUC conference from Vicky Nelson.  
 
July 26, 2011 at 3:02 pm – Kino Becton had an email exchange with Karlisa Kuykindall 
on TRA visit to Chattanooga. 
 
August 1, 2011 at 10:30am – TRA Office – Deron Allen, Kino Becton, & Gerald 
Reynolds met with Director Sarah Kyle and Shirley Frierson. We provided a company 
update community service and legislative items, & storm response. 

 



 

 

 
August 1, 2011 at 11:30am – TRA Office – Deron Allen, Kino Becton, & Gerald 
Reynolds met with Chairman Eddie Roberson and Jean Stone. We provided a company 
update community service, legislative items, & storm response. 
 
 
August 1, 2011 at 4:30pn – TRA Office - Deron Allen, Kino Becton, & Gerald Reynolds 
met with Director Mary Freeman & Monica Smith-Ashford. We provided a company 
update community service,legislative items, & storm response.  
 
August 29, 2011 - September 1st – 12th, 2011 -Kino Becton exchanged emails with 
Tabatha Blackwell, Thomas Pearson, Karlisa Kuykindall, Vicky Nelson, Jimmie Hughes 
& Karlisa Kuykindall on TRA visit to Tennessee American Water Company plant. 
 
December 22nd & 26th, 2011– Kino Becton exchanged emails with Tabatha Blackwell on 
presentation to TRA.  
 
January 9, 2012 – TRA Conference Room - Kino Becton spoke with Tabatha Blackwell 
about the agency being contacted about the company exiting third party billing services. 
She requested that Kino Becton provide any information on the situation. Kino Becton 
provided the agency with 3rd party billing documentation. 
 
February 27, 2012 at 12:00pm – TRA Office – Deron Allen, Kino Becton, Linda Bridwell, 
Melvin Malone, & Gary VerDouw met with Chairman Kenneth Hill. This meeting was an 
introduction meeting to our newly organized team in Tennessee. 
 
February 27, 2012 at 12:30pm – TRA Office – Deron Allen, Kino Becton, Linda Bridwell, 
Melvin Malone, & Gary VerDouw met with Director Mary Freeman and Monica Smith-
Ashford. This meeting was an introduction meeting to our newly organized team in 
Tennessee. 
 
February 27, 2012 at 4:30pm – TRA Office – Deron Allen, Kino Becton, Linda Bridwell, 
Melvin Malone, & Gary VerDouw met with Lisa Cooper, Jerry Kettles, & David Foster. 
This meeting was an introduction meeting to our newly organized team in Tennessee. 
 
April 27, 2012, 12:48 pm – Kino Becton received a copy of the final written order from 
Tabatha Blackwell by email. A request was made to the Chair’s office to provide a 
written copy of the Tennessee American Water 2010 rate order. The email was sent 
based on the request made by Tennessee American Water Company. However, we do 
not have the actual dates and times the request was made. 
 
No Date or Time – Linda Bridwell spoke to Patsy Fulton, Sharla Dillon, David Foster and 
Tiffany Underwood, but can not identify specifically when those conversations took 
place.  Communications with Patsy concerned the TRA monthly report and its filings, 
the conversation with Sharla was with regard to a missing page in the Order in 10-
00189, the conversation with David was to ask him how to label the initial data requests 



 

 

that we were filing in the case, and the conversations with Tiffany have been to identify 
and correct locked columns with the confidential files that were provided in the filing.   
 
No Date or Time – Kino Becton had individual meetings with Jean Stone, Tabatha 
Blackwell, Monica Smith-Asford on Tennessee American Water’s possible plan to 
relocate buildings.  



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Deron Allen 
Other Participating Employees:  Kino Becton  
 
Question: 

8. Please describe all Documents constituting, containing, reporting, discussing, 
referring to, or relating to the Communications identified in response to the 
previous Request. 

 
 
Response: 
 

Please refer to the response to Item 7 of this same data request and the 
attachment to this response. 
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Valoria Armstrong, Deron E. Allen 
 
Question: 

9. Please Identify each employee position that has been eliminated since January 
1, 2010 and describe the primary duties of the employees whose positions were 
eliminated.   

 
 
Response: 
 

Please refer to the attachment. 
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Valoria Armstrong  
 
Question: 

10. Please Identify each employee who last filled an employee position identified in 
response to the previous Request.   

 
 
Response: 
 

See response to Item 9 of this same data request. 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers  
Other Participating Employees:  Valoria Armstrong 
 
Question: 

11. Please Explain how the primary duties of each employee position that has been 
eliminated have been re-assigned.   

 
 
Response: 
 

See the response to Item 9 of this same data request. 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Valoria Armstrong  
 
Question: 

12. Please Identify each employee position that has been added since January 1, 
2010.  Please Explain the primary duties of each such position. 

 
 
Response: 
 

See the response to Item 9 of this same data request. 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Melissa L. Schwarzell 
Other Participating Employees: Kevin Rogers, Valoria Armstrong  
 
Question: 

13. Ms. Schwarzell on page 3 of her direct testimony identifies 107 full-time 
employees as being included in attrition year labor expenses.  In this regard, how 
many full-time employees were employed by TAWC when it filed this case?    

 
 
Response: 
 

When TAW filed this case, there were 94 full-time active employees. 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Kevin Rogers  
Other Participating Employees: Melissa L. Schwarzell 
 
Question: 

14. Please Identify the number of full-time employees who were employed as of the 
first day of each month since January 1, 2010. 

 
 
Response: 
 
 2010 2011 2012 
January 106 96 98 
February 104 106 98 
March 102 107 96 
April 103 103 93 
May 103 101 94 
June 103 101 94 
July 102 100  
August 103 99  
September 103 100  
October 103 100  
November 93 98  
December 88 99  

 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Linda C. Bridwell 
Other Participating Employees:  Kate Nartey-Quaye, CD Rates 
 
Question: 

15. Please Identify all Plant Additions or Improvements with a total cost greater 
than $10,000 initiated since January 1, 2006, listing for each the following 
information: 

Description 
of Plant 
Addition or 
Improveme
nt 

Date 
Initiated 

Date In 
Service 

Total 
Cost 

Equipmen
t Cost 

Material 
Cost 

Labor 
Cost 

Overhead 
Cost 

Amount 
Paid to 
Contracto
r 

Amount 
Paid to 
TAWC 
Parent or 
Affiliate

       

 
 
Response: 
 
Please see attachment.  Please note that TAW does not charge Equipment Costs for 
company owned equipment.   

 



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
20

-in
ch

 fr
om

 R
in

gg
ol

d 
R

d 
un

de
r I

-7
5

IP
-2

60
2-

4
(b

la
nk

)
12

/3
1/

20
12

19
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

17
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

19
,3

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
IP

-2
60

2-
4 

To
ta

l
19

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
17

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
19

,3
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

20
-in

ch
 fr

om
 R

in
gg

ol
d 

R
d 

un
de

r I
-7

5 
To

ta
l

19
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

17
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

19
,3

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
B

us
in

es
s 

P
ro

ce
ss

 E
ffi

ci
en

cy
 P

26
02

04
01

8/
3/

20
05

8/
3/

20
05

8/
12

/2
00

5
8/

12
/2

00
5

9/
19

/2
00

5
9/

19
/2

00
5

9/
20

/2
00

5
9/

20
/2

00
5

8/
1/

20
06

8/
1/

20
06

(6
62

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

(7
77

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
26

02
04

01
 T

ot
al

(6
62

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

(7
77

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
B

us
in

es
s 

P
ro

ce
ss

 E
ffi

ci
en

cy
 P

 T
ot

al
(6

62
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(7

77
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

B
us

in
es

s 
Tr

an
sf

or
m

at
io

n
C

S
-1

20
1-

3
(b

la
nk

)
(b

la
nk

)
C

S
-1

20
1-

3 
To

ta
l

C
S

-1
70

1-
3

(b
la

nk
)

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

C
S

-1
70

1-
3 

To
ta

l
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
C

S
-2

40
0-

3
(b

la
nk

)
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
C

S
-2

40
0-

3 
To

ta
l

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

C
S

-2
60

2-
3

12
/3

1/
20

14
12

/3
1/

20
12

64
,8

55
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
70

,1
49

$ 
   

   
   

11
,0

98
$ 

   
  

6,
60

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
1/

20
13

75
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

83
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

12
/3

1/
20

14
66

,0
03

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

70
,5

12
$ 

   
   

   
C

S
-2

60
2-

3 
To

ta
l

13
1,

60
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
14

1,
49

2
$ 

   
   

 
11

,0
98

$ 
   

  
6,

60
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

B
us

in
es

s 
Tr

an
sf

or
m

at
io

n 
To

ta
l

13
1,

60
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
14

1,
49

2
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

,0
98

$ 
   

  
6,

60
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

B
us

in
es

s 
Tr

an
sf

or
m

at
io

n 
- O

th
er

C
S

-2
60

2-
4

12
/3

1/
20

13
12

/3
1/

20
12

3,
23

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
57

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

12
/3

1/
20

13
2,

39
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

64
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
C

S
-2

60
2-

4 
To

ta
l

5,
62

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6,
21

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

B
us

in
es

s 
Tr

an
sf

or
m

at
io

n 
- O

th
er

 T
ot

al
5,

62
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

21
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
B

us
in

es
s 

Tr
an

sf
or

m
at

io
n 

C
P

S
C

S
-2

60
2-

1
4/

30
/2

01
0

7/
31

/2
01

0
3,

92
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

51
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
C

S
-2

60
2-

1 
To

ta
l

3,
92

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
51

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

B
us

in
es

s 
Tr

an
sf

or
m

at
io

n 
C

P
S

 T
ot

al
3,

92
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

51
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
C

ap
ita

liz
ed

 T
an

k 
R

eh
ab

ili
ta

tio
n 

/ P
R

P
-2

60
2-

R
1

11
/3

0/
20

07
11

/2
3/

20
07

21
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

23
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

24
5,

23
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

28
/2

00
8

12
/3

0/
20

08
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

30
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

/5
/2

01
1

12
/3

1/
20

11
42

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
45

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
10

,8
28

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
25

0
$ 

   
   

 
64

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

2/
22

/2
01

2
17

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
19

3,
55

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(b
la

nk
)

6/
30

/2
01

2
47

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

52
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
88

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
88

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

40
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
R

P
-2

60
2-

R
1 

To
ta

l
86

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
93

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
45

4,
54

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
13

9
$ 

   
   

 
1,

04
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

R
P

-2
60

3-
R

1
(b

la
nk

)
12

/2
8/

20
12

11
,6

04
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
R

P
-2

60
3-

R
1 

To
ta

l
11

,6
04

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

C
ap

ita
liz

ed
 T

an
k 

R
eh

ab
ili

ta
tio

n 
/ P

 T
ot

al
86

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
93

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
46

6,
14

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
13

9
$ 

   
   

 
1,

04
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

C
H

A
T-

C
us

to
m

er
 S

er
vi

ce
 S

ys
te

m
26

02
96

12
12

/3
1/

20
01

12
/3

1/
20

01
26

02
96

12
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

C
us

to
m

er
 S

er
vi

ce
 S

ys
te

m
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

D
es

ig
n 

E
as

tri
dg

e 
Ta

nk
26

02
00

03
12

/1
5/

20
02

12
/1

5/
20

02
12

/1
4/

20
06

12
/1

4/
20

06
17

,7
62

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

23
,0

53
$ 

   
   

   
1,

27
6,

56
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

6/
11

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
11

,7
49

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

14
,9

20
$ 

   
   

   
60

8,
51

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
00

03
 T

ot
al

29
,5

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
37

,9
73

$ 
   

   
   

1,
88

5,
07

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
C

H
A

T-
D

es
ig

n 
E

as
tri

dg
e 

Ta
nk

 T
ot

al
29

,5
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

37
,9

73
$ 

   
   

   
1,

88
5,

07
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

C
H

A
T-

E
le

ct
ro

ni
c 

Im
ag

in
g 

of
 C

S
26

02
98

10
12

/3
1/

20
06

(b
la

nk
)

26
02

98
10

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
E

le
ct

ro
ni

c 
Im

ag
in

g 
of

 C
S

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
Fi

lte
r #

2 
Im

pr
ov

em
en

ts
26

02
96

06
12

/3
1/

20
06

(b
la

nk
)

26
02

96
06

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
Fi

lte
r #

2 
Im

pr
ov

em
en

ts
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
st

al
l M

ai
n 

in
 R

O
W

26
02

95
11

12
/3

1/
20

06
(b

la
nk

)
26

02
95

11
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
st

al
l M

ai
n 

in
 R

O
W

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
In

ve
st

 It
em

 A
26

02
00

0A
5/

28
/2

00
3

5/
28

/2
00

3
26

02
00

0A
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
ve

st
 It

em
 A

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
In

ve
st

 It
em

 E
26

02
00

0E
7/

21
/2

00
3

7/
21

/2
00

3
26

02
00

0E
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
ve

st
 It

em
 E

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
In

ve
st

 It
em

 H
26

02
00

0H
7/

21
/2

00
3

7/
21

/2
00

3

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 1 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
20

-in
ch

 fr
om

 R
in

gg
ol

d 
R

d 
un

de
r I

-7
5

IP
-2

60
2-

4
IP

-2
60

2-
4 

To
ta

l
20

-in
ch

 fr
om

 R
in

gg
ol

d 
R

d 
un

de
r I

-7
5 

To
ta

l
B

us
in

es
s 

P
ro

ce
ss

 E
ffi

ci
en

cy
 P

26
02

04
01

26
02

04
01

 T
ot

al
B

us
in

es
s 

P
ro

ce
ss

 E
ffi

ci
en

cy
 P

 T
ot

al
B

us
in

es
s 

Tr
an

sf
or

m
at

io
n

C
S

-1
20

1-
3

C
S

-1
20

1-
3 

To
ta

l
C

S
-1

70
1-

3
C

S
-1

70
1-

3 
To

ta
l

C
S

-2
40

0-
3

C
S

-2
40

0-
3 

To
ta

l
C

S
-2

60
2-

3

C
S

-2
60

2-
3 

To
ta

l
B

us
in

es
s 

Tr
an

sf
or

m
at

io
n 

To
ta

l
B

us
in

es
s 

Tr
an

sf
or

m
at

io
n 

- O
th

er
C

S
-2

60
2-

4

C
S

-2
60

2-
4 

To
ta

l
B

us
in

es
s 

Tr
an

sf
or

m
at

io
n 

- O
th

er
 T

ot
al

B
us

in
es

s 
Tr

an
sf

or
m

at
io

n 
C

P
S

C
S

-2
60

2-
1

C
S

-2
60

2-
1 

To
ta

l
B

us
in

es
s 

Tr
an

sf
or

m
at

io
n 

C
P

S
 T

ot
al

C
ap

ita
liz

ed
 T

an
k 

R
eh

ab
ili

ta
tio

n 
/ P

R
P

-2
60

2-
R

1

R
P

-2
60

2-
R

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

3-
R

1
R

P
-2

60
3-

R
1 

To
ta

l
C

ap
ita

liz
ed

 T
an

k 
R

eh
ab

ili
ta

tio
n 

/ P
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

C
us

to
m

er
 S

er
vi

ce
 S

ys
te

m
26

02
96

12
26

02
96

12
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

C
us

to
m

er
 S

er
vi

ce
 S

ys
te

m
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

D
es

ig
n 

E
as

tri
dg

e 
Ta

nk
26

02
00

03

26
02

00
03

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
D

es
ig

n 
E

as
tri

dg
e 

Ta
nk

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
E

le
ct

ro
ni

c 
Im

ag
in

g 
of

 C
S

26
02

98
10

26
02

98
10

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
E

le
ct

ro
ni

c 
Im

ag
in

g 
of

 C
S

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
Fi

lte
r #

2 
Im

pr
ov

em
en

ts
26

02
96

06
26

02
96

06
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

Fi
lte

r #
2 

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
In

st
al

l M
ai

n 
in

 R
O

W
26

02
95

11
26

02
95

11
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
st

al
l M

ai
n 

in
 R

O
W

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
In

ve
st

 It
em

 A
26

02
00

0A
26

02
00

0A
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
ve

st
 It

em
 A

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
In

ve
st

 It
em

 E
26

02
00

0E
26

02
00

0E
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
ve

st
 It

em
 E

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
In

ve
st

 It
em

 H
26

02
00

0H

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

5,
82

2
$ 

   
   

 
25

,5
38

$ 
   

   
   

5,
82

2
$ 

   
   

 
25

,5
38

$ 
   

   
   

5,
82

2
$ 

   
   

 
25

,5
38

$ 
   

   
   

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(2
,3

88
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

(2
,3

88
)

$ 
   

   
   

 
40

,2
76

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

40
,2

76
$ 

   
   

   
(7

,4
27

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(7

,4
27

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

(7
3,

95
3)

$ 
   

  
(2

,4
48

)
$ 

   
   

29
,7

45
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(4

8,
09

5)
$ 

   
   

  
(7

3,
95

3)
$ 

   
  

(2
,4

48
)

$ 
   

   
60

,2
06

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(1
7,

63
3)

$ 
   

   
  

(7
3,

95
3)

$ 
   

  
(2

,4
48

)
$ 

   
   

60
,2

06
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(1

7,
63

3)
$ 

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
21

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
84

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
19

8,
67

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

35
2,

44
4

$ 
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

64
,0

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
65

,6
23

$ 
   

   
   

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
1,

80
2,

70
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
93

9,
22

4
$ 

   
 

21
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

84
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

06
5,

42
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

4,
35

7,
29

1
$ 

   
 

21
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

84
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

06
5,

42
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

4,
35

7,
29

1
$ 

   
 

21
5,

96
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
22

2,
77

4
$ 

   
   

 
14

9,
94

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

15
4,

98
0

$ 
   

   
 

36
5,

91
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
37

7,
75

4
$ 

   
   

 
36

5,
91

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

37
7,

75
4

$ 
   

   
 

12
5,

86
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
13

3,
29

9
$ 

   
   

 
12

5,
86

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

13
3,

29
9

$ 
   

   
 

12
5,

86
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
13

3,
29

9
$ 

   
   

 
41

,8
57

$ 
   

  
28

7,
53

5
$ 

   
   

 
(3

0)
$ 

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
15

,7
76

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
19

2
$ 

   
   

 
33

,6
74

$ 
   

   
   

54
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
36

,6
18

$ 
   

  
17

,9
02

$ 
  

24
8,

99
9

$ 
   

   
 

5,
94

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
59

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

12
,8

16
$ 

   
   

   
10

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

,2
70

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

83
,2

30
$ 

   
  

17
,9

02
$ 

  
58

3,
02

3
$ 

   
   

 
1,

68
1

$ 
   

   
 

13
,2

85
$ 

   
   

   
1,

68
1

$ 
   

   
 

13
,2

85
$ 

   
   

   
10

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

,2
70

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

84
,9

11
$ 

   
  

17
,9

02
$ 

  
59

6,
30

9
$ 

   
   

 
43

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

43
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

43
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
43

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
43

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

43
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

43
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(9
24

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

(6
9)

$ 
   

   
   

  
(5

63
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

83
,1

43
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
96

,7
50

$ 
   

   
 

22
6,

84
3

$ 
   

2,
94

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
72

7,
05

7
$ 

   
 

65
,0

57
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

7,
16

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
87

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

8,
58

9
$ 

   
96

1,
86

2
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

65
,4

87
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
21

0,
30

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

95
,8

26
$ 

   
   

 
5,

87
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

35
5,

36
3

$ 
   

2,
94

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
68

8,
35

6
$ 

   
 

65
,4

87
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
21

0,
30

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

95
,8

26
$ 

   
   

 
5,

87
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

35
5,

36
3

$ 
   

2,
94

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
68

8,
35

6
$ 

   
 

(1
24

,9
56

)
$ 

   
(1

24
,9

56
)

$ 
   

   
(1

24
,9

56
)

$ 
   

(1
24

,9
56

)
$ 

   
   

(1
24

,9
56

)
$ 

   
(1

24
,9

56
)

$ 
   

   
(1

66
,1

27
)

$ 
   

(1
66

,1
27

)
$ 

   
   

(1
66

,1
27

)
$ 

   
(1

66
,1

27
)

$ 
   

   
(1

66
,1

27
)

$ 
   

(1
66

,1
27

)
$ 

   
   

(1
49

,5
32

)
$ 

   
(1

49
,5

32
)

$ 
   

   
(1

49
,5

32
)

$ 
   

(1
49

,5
32

)
$ 

   
   

(1
49

,5
32

)
$ 

   
(1

49
,5

32
)

$ 
   

   
1,

02
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

02
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

02
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

02
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

02
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

02
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

03
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

03
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

03
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

03
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

03
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

03
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
86

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
86

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 2 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
C

H
A

T-
In

ve
st

 It
em

 H
26

02
00

0H
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
ve

st
 It

em
 H

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
Lo

ne
 O

ak
 A

cq
ui

si
tio

n
26

04
02

06
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
26

04
02

06
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

Lo
ne

 O
ak

 A
cq

ui
si

tio
n 

To
ta

l
C

H
A

T-
N

et
w

or
k-

R
ep

la
ce

/R
en

ew
al

26
02

00
81

11
/2

0/
20

01
11

/2
0/

20
01

60
,2

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
43

,6
43

$ 
   

  
30

,5
64

$ 
   

   
   

  
10

/7
/2

00
2

10
/7

/2
00

2
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
12

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
28

/2
00

5
3/

28
/2

00
5

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6/
24

/2
00

5
6/

24
/2

00
5

7/
28

/2
00

5
7/

28
/2

00
5

9/
20

/2
00

5
9/

20
/2

00
5

1,
15

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

28
/2

00
6

2/
28

/2
00

6
37

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

48
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

19
,6

08
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

15
/2

00
6

3/
15

/2
00

6
35

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

29
,7

36
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

30
/2

00
6

3/
30

/2
00

6
58

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

75
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
,9

23
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4/

28
/2

00
6

4/
28

/2
00

6
49

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
64

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
11

1,
14

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

5/
10

/2
00

6
5/

10
/2

00
6

34
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
44

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
23

,9
87

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5/
23

/2
00

6
5/

23
/2

00
6

12
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
16

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

,3
92

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6/
8/

20
06

6/
8/

20
06

54
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
70

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

,5
01

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6/
12

/2
00

6
6/

12
/2

00
6

59
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

77
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

11
3,

96
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
6/

15
/2

00
6

6/
15

/2
00

6
22

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

28
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
,2

73
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

27
/2

00
6

6/
27

/2
00

6
29

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
38

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
15

4,
65

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

7/
14

/2
00

6
7/

14
/2

00
6

16
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

20
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

23
,3

90
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7/

20
/2

00
6

7/
20

/2
00

6
15

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
45

,4
98

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
29

/2
00

6
8/

29
/2

00
6

47
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
62

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
57

,1
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
8/

20
06

9/
8/

20
06

39
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

51
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

13
5,

89
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
9/

18
/2

00
6

9/
18

/2
00

6
15

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
12

5,
35

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

9/
20

/2
00

6
9/

20
/2

00
6

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
13

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
9,

95
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
25

/2
00

6
9/

25
/2

00
6

80
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
21

9,
32

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

9/
28

/2
00

6
9/

28
/2

00
6

31
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

40
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

42
,9

52
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/2
/2

00
6

10
/2

/2
00

6
48

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

63
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

34
,8

53
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/2
6/

20
06

10
/2

6/
20

06
2,

14
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

79
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
15

6,
74

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

11
/1

/2
00

6
11

/1
/2

00
6

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
34

,9
64

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

5/
20

06
11

/1
5/

20
06

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

92
,1

52
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/2
8/

20
06

11
/2

8/
20

06
14

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
18

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
11

4,
43

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

12
/1

4/
20

06
12

/1
4/

20
06

1,
01

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
30

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

96
3,

02
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

/2
0/

20
06

12
/2

0/
20

06
32

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
42

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
13

6,
91

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

12
/2

7/
20

06
12

/2
7/

20
06

1,
72

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
23

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

22
3,

29
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
3/

1/
20

07
(b

la
nk

)
18

,7
02

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
13

/2
00

7
3/

13
/2

00
7

44
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

58
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

13
6,

93
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
3/

14
/2

00
7

3/
14

/2
00

7
30

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
39

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
85

,1
98

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

85
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
46

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
15

/2
00

7
3/

15
/2

00
7

49
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
63

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
24

,8
33

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
23

/2
00

7
3/

23
/2

00
7

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
52

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
38

,5
83

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4/
9/

20
07

4/
9/

20
07

71
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
92

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
21

,6
25

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
27

1
$ 

   
   

 
76

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

4/
19

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
85

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

96
,4

87
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

20
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

36
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

44
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

23
9,

59
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
6/

25
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
14

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
44

,9
49

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
8/

20
07

(b
la

nk
)

80
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
91

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
32

,4
22

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
1,

64
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

88
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
14

4,
29

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
13

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

4/
20

07
(b

la
nk

)
17

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
80

,0
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
/3

1/
20

07
(b

la
nk

)
84

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

90
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

16
,8

75
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/3
0/

20
07

(b
la

nk
)

31
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

33
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

32
,2

90
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
0/

20
07

(b
la

nk
)

55
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

62
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

33
,0

58
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(b

la
nk

)
7/

15
/2

00
8

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

02
00

81
 T

ot
al

12
,5

86
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
15

,8
25

$ 
   

   
   

4,
02

3,
43

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
45

,7
67

$ 
   

  
31

,7
94

$ 
   

   
   

  
26

04
00

81
11

/2
2/

20
05

11
/2

2/
20

05
1,

12
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
04

00
81

 T
ot

al
1,

12
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

C
H

A
T-

N
et

w
or

k-
R

ep
la

ce
/R

en
ew

al
 T

ot
al

12
,5

86
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
15

,8
25

$ 
   

   
   

4,
02

4,
55

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
45

,7
67

$ 
   

  
31

,7
94

$ 
   

   
   

  
C

H
A

T-
R

ep
la

ce
 L

kt
 M

tn
 S

up
p 

M
ai

26
02

98
04

12
/3

/2
00

3
12

/3
/2

00
3

10
/7

/2
00

8
12

/1
/2

00
8

16
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
25

,6
23

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
23

/2
00

9
3/

15
/2

00
9

8,
31

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

9/
20

10
6/

10
/2

01
0

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
21

,4
93

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4,
04

8
$ 

   
   

 
3,

61
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 3 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
C

H
A

T-
In

ve
st

 It
em

 H
26

02
00

0H
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

In
ve

st
 It

em
 H

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
Lo

ne
 O

ak
 A

cq
ui

si
tio

n
26

04
02

06
26

04
02

06
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

Lo
ne

 O
ak

 A
cq

ui
si

tio
n 

To
ta

l
C

H
A

T-
N

et
w

or
k-

R
ep

la
ce

/R
en

ew
al

26
02

00
81

26
02

00
81

 T
ot

al
26

04
00

81
26

04
00

81
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

N
et

w
or

k-
R

ep
la

ce
/R

en
ew

al
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

R
ep

la
ce

 L
kt

 M
tn

 S
up

p 
M

ai
26

02
98

04

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

86
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

86
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

86
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

86
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

(4
,5

00
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
,5

00
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
51

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
51

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

(4
,5

00
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
,5

00
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
51

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
51

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

(4
,5

00
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
,5

00
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
51

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
51

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

7,
98

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

28
,9

87
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
93

,3
90

$ 
   

   
 

33
,5

27
$ 

   
  

29
8,

32
1

$ 
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

29
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(1
79

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

31
$ 

   
   

   
   

26
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
28

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
3,

83
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
28

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
12

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

14
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

30
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
31

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

71
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

85
4

$ 
   

   
 

26
,5

76
$ 

   
   

   
70

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

41
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

84
5

$ 
   

   
 

40
,7

79
$ 

   
   

   
20

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

44
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

76
1

$ 
   

   
 

24
,4

63
$ 

   
   

   
3,

65
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
32

,8
69

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

12
,4

28
$ 

   
  

16
1,

23
8

$ 
   

   
 

57
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6,
19

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
82

2
$ 

   
   

 
33

,6
58

$ 
   

   
   

3,
07

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
21

2
$ 

   
   

 
14

,7
05

$ 
   

   
   

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
95

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
34

8
$ 

   
   

 
16

,1
88

$ 
   

   
   

2,
90

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

30
,7

37
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
13

,0
87

$ 
   

  
16

2,
05

5
$ 

   
   

 
4,

63
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

43
1

$ 
   

   
 

17
,3

89
$ 

   
   

   
70

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
45

,1
33

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

23
,2

64
$ 

   
  

22
4,

42
8

$ 
   

   
 

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
83

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
68

2
$ 

   
   

 
32

,5
95

$ 
   

   
   

2,
93

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

22
,8

21
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
9,

08
4

$ 
   

   
 

80
,6

83
$ 

   
   

   
11

,7
01

$ 
   

  
68

,9
22

$ 
   

   
   

1,
99

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

26
,6

67
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
31

,3
86

$ 
   

  
19

6,
84

8
$ 

   
   

 
1,

06
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

,8
92

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

27
,9

58
$ 

   
  

18
1,

62
0

$ 
   

   
 

3,
12

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
16

9
$ 

   
   

 
15

,2
62

$ 
   

   
   

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
15

,9
71

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

42
,5

06
$ 

   
  

27
8,

04
0

$ 
   

   
 

98
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
93

9
$ 

   
   

 
50

,5
98

$ 
   

   
   

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
8,

81
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

81
6

$ 
   

   
 

51
,6

49
$ 

   
   

   
16

,5
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

47
,4

22
$ 

   
   

 
24

,7
12

$ 
   

  
25

0,
36

6
$ 

   
   

 
57

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

26
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

58
6

$ 
   

   
 

44
,4

16
$ 

   
   

   
1,

04
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
8,

67
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5,

43
4

$ 
   

   
 

10
7,

31
8

$ 
   

   
 

36
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
,5

56
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
7,

87
9

$ 
   

   
 

14
1,

56
8

$ 
   

   
 

1,
08

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

90
,4

88
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
45

,5
83

$ 
   

  
1,

10
2,

49
2

$ 
   

 
2,

64
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
28

,9
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

11
,7

90
$ 

   
  

18
1,

05
5

$ 
   

   
 

3,
51

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

21
,8

88
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
28

,0
75

$ 
   

  
28

0,
72

8
$ 

   
   

 
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

4,
30

3
$ 

   
   

 
23

,0
15

$ 
   

   
   

11
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

17
,7

90
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
30

,1
28

$ 
   

  
18

5,
99

2
$ 

   
   

 
13

,3
27

$ 
   

   
 

10
,1

89
$ 

   
  

11
0,

73
2

$ 
   

   
 

73
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
98

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
62

1
$ 

   
   

 
41

,2
91

$ 
   

   
   

9,
23

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
,0

78
$ 

   
  

58
,9

87
$ 

   
   

   
64

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

,6
04

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

8,
45

1
$ 

   
   

 
44

,5
25

$ 
   

   
   

2,
23

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

37
,8

37
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
32

,9
21

$ 
   

  
16

9,
67

9
$ 

   
   

 
2,

42
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
27

,1
75

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

9,
23

3
$ 

   
   

   
38

,4
52

$ 
   

  
31

7,
69

3
$ 

   
   

 
13

,5
01

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6,
64

1
$ 

   
   

 
65

,1
18

$ 
   

   
   

12
,4

28
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

26
7

$ 
   

   
 

50
,2

88
$ 

   
   

   
3,

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
13

,0
59

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

26
,0

69
$ 

   
  

19
0,

20
6

$ 
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

05
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
17

,2
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

11
,5

19
$ 

   
  

11
1,

19
0

$ 
   

   
 

3,
46

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
18

1
$ 

   
   

 
22

,6
99

$ 
   

   
   

8,
54

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
78

2
$ 

   
   

 
46

,2
61

$ 
   

   
   

11
,2

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
9,

22
1

$ 
   

   
 

54
,6

72
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
44

,6
77

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

67
2,

81
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
16

3,
19

4
$ 

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

57
2,

18
7

$ 
   

5,
58

2,
28

3
$ 

   
 

84
$ 

   
   

   
   

1,
20

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

84
$ 

   
   

   
   

1,
20

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

44
,6

77
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
67

2,
81

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

16
3,

19
4

$ 
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
57

2,
27

1
$ 

   
5,

58
3,

48
8

$ 
   

 
74

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

54
$ 

   
   

   
   

79
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

8,
74

2
$ 

   
   

 
34

,4
00

$ 
   

   
   

14
5,

39
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
13

,4
57

$ 
   

  
16

7,
16

0
$ 

   
   

 
1,

05
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

39
3

$ 
   

   
 

33
,6

27
$ 

   
   

   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 4 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
C

H
A

T-
R

ep
la

ce
 L

kt
 M

tn
 S

up
p 

M
ai

26
02

98
04

5/
17

/2
01

0
6/

30
/2

01
0

11
,7

60
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
10

,6
32

$ 
   

   
   

1,
07

1,
30

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
33

,6
31

$ 
   

  
29

,5
02

$ 
   

   
   

  
6/

10
/2

01
0

6/
4/

20
10

1,
78

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
3,

22
4

$ 
   

   
 

3,
34

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
11

/3
0/

20
10

12
/3

1/
20

10
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
98

04
 T

ot
al

11
,7

89
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
10

,6
63

$ 
   

   
   

1,
12

8,
51

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
40

,9
03

$ 
   

  
36

,4
60

$ 
   

   
   

  
C

H
A

T-
R

ep
la

ce
 L

kt
 M

tn
 S

up
p 

M
ai

 T
ot

al
11

,7
89

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

10
,6

63
$ 

   
   

   
1,

12
8,

51
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

40
,9

03
$ 

   
  

36
,4

60
$ 

   
   

   
  

C
H

A
T-

R
et

ire
m

en
ts

26
02

00
0R

1/
15

/2
00

1
1/

15
/2

00
1

6/
20

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
6/

25
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

8,
61

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

13
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

10
/1

7/
20

07
(b

la
nk

)
26

02
00

0R
 T

ot
al

8,
61

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
C

H
A

T-
R

et
ire

m
en

ts
 T

ot
al

8,
61

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
C

H
A

T-
R

iv
er

 F
ro

nt
 P

ip
el

in
e

26
02

03
03

12
/2

/2
00

3
12

/2
/2

00
3

96
,2

93
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7/

15
/2

00
5

7/
15

/2
00

5
8/

30
/2

00
5

8/
30

/2
00

5
27

,7
05

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
16

/2
00

5
9/

16
/2

00
5

11
,1

65
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

02
03

03
 T

ot
al

13
5,

16
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
C

H
A

T-
R

iv
er

 F
ro

nt
 P

ip
el

in
e 

To
ta

l
13

5,
16

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

C
H

A
T-

S
uc

k 
C

re
ek

 U
til

ity
26

03
02

04
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
70

,3
40

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

26
03

02
04

 T
ot

al
70

,3
40

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

C
H

A
T-

S
uc

k 
C

re
ek

 U
til

ity
 T

ot
al

70
,3

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
C

H
A

T-
TD

O
T 

R
el

oc
at

io
ns

26
02

02
05

12
/2

/2
00

3
12

/2
/2

00
3

26
02

02
05

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
TD

O
T 

R
el

oc
at

io
ns

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
U

na
ut

ho
riz

ed
26

02
99

99
12

/3
1/

20
06

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

07
(b

la
nk

)
26

02
99

99
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

U
na

ut
ho

riz
ed

 T
ot

al
C

om
pa

ny
 L

ev
el

 A
cc

ru
al

26
02

06
99

8/
13

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
06

99
 T

ot
al

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

C
om

pa
ny

 L
ev

el
 A

cc
ru

al
 T

ot
al

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

C
om

pr
eh

en
si

ve
 P

la
nn

in
g 

S
tu

dy
26

02
00

97
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/1

5/
20

07
2/

15
/2

00
8

11
0,

73
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
7,

86
6

$ 
   

   
 

15
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

02
00

97
 T

ot
al

11
0,

73
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
7,

86
6

$ 
   

   
 

15
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
C

om
pr

eh
en

si
ve

 P
la

nn
in

g 
S

tu
dy

 T
ot

al
11

0,
73

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7,
86

6
$ 

   
   

 
15

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

C
on

st
ru

ct
 1

.0
 M

G
 T

an
k 

- H
ill

26
02

04
02

12
/2

/2
00

3
12

/2
/2

00
3

80
3,

88
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
04

02
 T

ot
al

80
3,

88
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
C

on
st

ru
ct

 1
.0

 M
G

 T
an

k 
- H

ill
 T

ot
al

80
3,

88
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
C

on
ve

rs
io

n 
Fu

nd
in

g 
P

ro
je

ct
00

00
00

26
12

/3
1/

20
01

12
/3

1/
20

01
12

/3
1/

20
06

(b
la

nk
)

92
,6

83
$ 

   
   

   
  

00
00

00
26

 T
ot

al
92

,6
83

$ 
   

   
   

  
C

on
ve

rs
io

n 
Fu

nd
in

g 
P

ro
je

ct
 T

ot
al

92
,6

83
$ 

   
   

   
  

D
ev

el
op

er
/G

ov
t. 

C
on

tri
bu

tio
ns

26
02

00
80

12
/2

/2
00

3
12

/2
/2

00
3

5/
4/

20
04

5/
4/

20
04

53
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/1
2/

20
04

11
/1

2/
20

04
14

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/1

9/
20

04
11

/1
9/

20
04

63
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
11

/2
4/

20
04

11
/2

4/
20

04
(1

4,
79

5)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

2/
25

/2
00

5
2/

25
/2

00
5

3/
28

/2
00

5
3/

28
/2

00
5

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5/
2/

20
05

5/
2/

20
05

20
9,

46
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
7/

8/
20

05
7/

8/
20

05
1,

00
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
14

/2
00

5
7/

14
/2

00
5

12
,0

85
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
8/

12
/2

00
5

8/
12

/2
00

5
8/

22
/2

00
5

8/
22

/2
00

5
(3

37
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(4

21
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

10
/2

4/
20

05
10

/2
4/

20
05

(8
6)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(1
12

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
10

/3
1/

20
05

10
/3

1/
20

05
(1

02
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

33
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

25
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/1
0/

20
05

11
/1

0/
20

05
1,

77
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/1

6/
20

05
11

/1
6/

20
05

51
,7

93
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/1
8/

20
05

11
/1

8/
20

05
20

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

2/
15

/2
00

6
2/

15
/2

00
6

7,
09

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

20
/2

00
6

2/
20

/2
00

6
(7

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(9
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
29

3,
62

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

3/
9/

20
06

3/
9/

20
06

(4
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(5

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

60
,9

06
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

24
/2

00
6

3/
24

/2
00

6
36

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

47
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

13
,7

95
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 5 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
C

H
A

T-
R

ep
la

ce
 L

kt
 M

tn
 S

up
p 

M
ai

26
02

98
04

26
02

98
04

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
R

ep
la

ce
 L

kt
 M

tn
 S

up
p 

M
ai

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
R

et
ire

m
en

ts
26

02
00

0R

26
02

00
0R

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
R

et
ire

m
en

ts
 T

ot
al

C
H

A
T-

R
iv

er
 F

ro
nt

 P
ip

el
in

e
26

02
03

03

26
02

03
03

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
R

iv
er

 F
ro

nt
 P

ip
el

in
e 

To
ta

l
C

H
A

T-
S

uc
k 

C
re

ek
 U

til
ity

26
03

02
04

26
03

02
04

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
S

uc
k 

C
re

ek
 U

til
ity

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
TD

O
T 

R
el

oc
at

io
ns

26
02

02
05

26
02

02
05

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
TD

O
T 

R
el

oc
at

io
ns

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
U

na
ut

ho
riz

ed
26

02
99

99

26
02

99
99

 T
ot

al
C

H
A

T-
U

na
ut

ho
riz

ed
 T

ot
al

C
om

pa
ny

 L
ev

el
 A

cc
ru

al
26

02
06

99
26

02
06

99
 T

ot
al

C
om

pa
ny

 L
ev

el
 A

cc
ru

al
 T

ot
al

C
om

pr
eh

en
si

ve
 P

la
nn

in
g 

S
tu

dy
26

02
00

97

26
02

00
97

 T
ot

al
C

om
pr

eh
en

si
ve

 P
la

nn
in

g 
S

tu
dy

 T
ot

al
C

on
st

ru
ct

 1
.0

 M
G

 T
an

k 
- H

ill
26

02
04

02
26

02
04

02
 T

ot
al

C
on

st
ru

ct
 1

.0
 M

G
 T

an
k 

- H
ill

 T
ot

al
C

on
ve

rs
io

n 
Fu

nd
in

g 
P

ro
je

ct
00

00
00

26

00
00

00
26

 T
ot

al
C

on
ve

rs
io

n 
Fu

nd
in

g 
P

ro
je

ct
 T

ot
al

D
ev

el
op

er
/G

ov
t. 

C
on

tri
bu

tio
ns

26
02

00
80

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

95
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
83

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

43
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
15

4,
31

7
$ 

   
57

,6
37

$ 
  

1,
36

9,
40

2
$ 

   
 

46
,0

00
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

58
0

$ 
   

   
 

59
,9

31
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
95

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

19
2,

52
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

18
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
5,

54
3

$ 
   

57
,6

37
$ 

  
1,

66
5,

31
7

$ 
   

 
95

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

19
2,

52
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

18
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
5,

54
3

$ 
   

57
,6

37
$ 

  
1,

66
5,

31
7

$ 
   

 
(0

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
(0

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

(1
,0

67
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(1
,0

67
)

$ 
   

   
   

 
81

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

9,
43

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

41
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

41
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

13
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

13
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

(5
13

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(0
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

81
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
8,

91
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
(5

13
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(0

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
81

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
91

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

(9
9,

99
1)

$ 
   

  
28

$ 
   

   
   

   
(3

,6
70

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
15

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

2,
12

3
$ 

   
   

 
29

,9
85

$ 
   

   
   

83
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
12

,0
03

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

(9
9,

83
4)

$ 
   

  
2,

98
8

$ 
   

   
 

38
,3

18
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(9

9,
83

4)
$ 

   
  

2,
98

8
$ 

   
   

 
38

,3
18

$ 
   

   
   

15
6,

20
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

74
,2

67
)

$ 
   

29
,2

24
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

,9
66

$ 
   

  
10

4,
47

2
$ 

   
   

 
15

6,
20

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(1
74

,2
67

)
$ 

   
29

,2
24

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

22
,9

66
$ 

   
  

10
4,

47
2

$ 
   

   
 

15
6,

20
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

74
,2

67
)

$ 
   

29
,2

24
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

,9
66

$ 
   

  
10

4,
47

2
$ 

   
   

 
(2

0)
$ 

   
   

   
   

(2
0)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

(2
0)

$ 
   

   
   

   
(2

0)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
(2

0)
$ 

   
   

   
   

(2
0)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

(3
20

,7
91

)
$ 

   
(3

20
,7

91
)

$ 
   

   
(2

0,
35

6)
$ 

   
  

(2
0,

35
6)

$ 
   

   
  

(3
41

,1
47

)
$ 

   
(3

41
,1

47
)

$ 
   

   
(3

41
,1

47
)

$ 
   

(3
41

,1
47

)
$ 

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 -
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 -
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 -
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
17

,6
79

$ 
   

  
13

6,
43

7
$ 

   
   

 
17

,6
79

$ 
   

  
13

6,
43

7
$ 

   
   

 
17

,6
79

$ 
   

  
13

6,
43

7
$ 

   
   

 
5,

19
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(8

93
,4

35
)

$ 
   

34
,6

90
$ 

   
  

(4
9,

66
5)

$ 
   

   
  

5,
19

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(8
93

,4
35

)
$ 

   
34

,6
90

$ 
   

  
(4

9,
66

5)
$ 

   
   

  
5,

19
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(8

93
,4

35
)

$ 
   

34
,6

90
$ 

   
  

(4
9,

66
5)

$ 
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
92

,6
83

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

92
,6

83
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
92

,6
83

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

57
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
14

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

(3
,1

50
)

$ 
   

   
 

(1
7,

94
5)

$ 
   

   
  

(2
,4

13
)

$ 
   

   
 

(2
,4

13
)

$ 
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

15
,7

10
$ 

   
  

22
5,

17
5

$ 
   

   
 

76
$ 

   
   

   
   

1,
08

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

90
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
12

,9
92

$ 
   

   
   

(4
,2

60
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(3
19

)
$ 

   
   

   
(4

,5
79

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

(6
8)

$ 
   

   
   

  
(8

26
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

(1
5)

$ 
   

   
   

  
(2

12
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
78

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
14

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
92

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
65

9
$ 

   
   

 
54

,4
53

$ 
   

   
   

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

21
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

57
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

57
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
8,

24
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
10

,3
86

$ 
   

  
30

3,
99

9
$ 

   
   

 
48

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

59
0

$ 
   

   
 

65
,9

71
$ 

   
   

   
31

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

32
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

53
8

$ 
   

   
 

22
,0

51
$ 

   
   

   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 6 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
D

ev
el

op
er

/G
ov

t. 
C

on
tri

bu
tio

ns
26

02
00

80
4/

5/
20

06
4/

5/
20

06
(2

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(3
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
15

5,
62

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

5/
23

/2
00

6
5/

23
/2

00
6

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
98

,4
94

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6/
6/

20
06

6/
6/

20
06

32
,3

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

8/
20

06
6/

8/
20

06
34

,4
78

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6/
27

/2
00

6
6/

27
/2

00
6

52
1,

40
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
9/

6/
20

06
9/

6/
20

06
23

,9
65

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
8/

20
06

9/
8/

20
06

13
9,

71
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
9/

20
/2

00
6

9/
20

/2
00

6
78

,6
14

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
25

/2
00

6
9/

25
/2

00
6

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/2
/2

00
6

10
/2

/2
00

6
49

,2
75

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
/5

/2
00

6
10

/5
/2

00
6

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
/2

7/
20

06
10

/2
7/

20
06

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
34

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

,6
31

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

/2
00

6
11

/1
/2

00
6

27
8,

56
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
11

/2
1/

20
06

11
/2

1/
20

06
7,

41
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/1

4/
20

06
12

/1
4/

20
06

13
3,

60
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
2/

28
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

4,
10

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

15
/2

00
7

3/
15

/2
00

7
19

0,
21

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

4/
26

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5/

3/
20

07
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5/

7/
20

07
(b

la
nk

)
25

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

33
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
,4

88
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5/

14
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

16
3,

08
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
6/

27
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7/
12

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
9,

38
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
26

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
59

,8
75

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

20
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

25
2,

71
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

/2
1/

20
07

(b
la

nk
)

55
,4

12
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

02
00

80
 T

ot
al

(4
50

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

(5
68

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
2,

96
4,

06
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

25
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

03
00

80
9/

20
/2

00
6

9/
20

/2
00

6
28

,4
16

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

26
03

00
80

 T
ot

al
28

,4
16

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

D
ev

el
op

er
/G

ov
t. 

C
on

tri
bu

tio
ns

 T
ot

al
(4

50
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(5

68
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

2,
99

2,
48

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
25

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

54
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

S
tu

di
es

R
P

-2
60

2-
S

1
(b

la
nk

)
12

/3
1/

20
12

2,
22

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
20

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

27
,9

28
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

03
7

$ 
   

   
 

97
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
R

P
-2

60
2-

S
1 

To
ta

l
2,

22
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

20
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
27

,9
28

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
03

7
$ 

   
   

 
97

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

S
tu

di
es

 T
ot

al
2,

22
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

20
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
27

,9
28

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
03

7
$ 

   
   

 
97

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

H
ill

 C
ity

 B
oo

st
er

 S
uc

tio
n

26
02

06
01

9/
8/

20
06

9/
8/

20
06

92
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
20

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

22
0,

93
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

/1
/2

00
6

12
/3

0/
20

06
4,

19
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
02

06
01

 T
ot

al
92

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

20
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
22

5,
13

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

H
ill

 C
ity

 B
oo

st
er

 S
uc

tio
n 

To
ta

l
92

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

20
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
22

5,
13

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

H
ill

 C
ity

 D
is

ch
ar

ge
26

02
06

02
11

/1
/2

00
6

5/
23

/2
00

7
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

02
06

02
 T

ot
al

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

H
ill

 C
ity

 D
is

ch
ar

ge
 T

ot
al

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

H
yd

ra
nt

s 
 N

ew
26

02
00

84
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
13

,8
44

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
14

/2
00

5
7/

14
/2

00
5

7,
91

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

22
/2

00
5

8/
22

/2
00

5
(6

6)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(8

1)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
11

/1
0/

20
05

11
/1

0/
20

05
2,

89
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

2/
20

/2
00

6
2/

20
/2

00
6

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

65
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

15
/2

00
6

3/
15

/2
00

6
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

83
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
24

/2
00

6
3/

24
/2

00
6

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

55
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

30
/2

00
6

3/
30

/2
00

6
21

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

28
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
,3

81
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4/

28
/2

00
6

4/
28

/2
00

6
14

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
95

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

23
/2

00
6

5/
23

/2
00

6
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
55

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

6/
8/

20
06

6/
8/

20
06

5,
40

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

12
/2

00
6

6/
12

/2
00

6
18

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

23
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
90

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

15
/2

00
6

6/
15

/2
00

6
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
93

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
20

/2
00

6
7/

20
/2

00
6

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
07

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

8/
20

06
9/

8/
20

06
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
60

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
20

/2
00

6
9/

20
/2

00
6

11
,9

16
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/2
6/

20
06

10
/2

6/
20

06
2,

61
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/1

/2
00

6
11

/1
/2

00
6

2,
90

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/1
5/

20
06

11
/1

5/
20

06
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
55

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/2

8/
20

06
11

/2
8/

20
06

1,
31

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
4/

20
06

12
/1

4/
20

06
72

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

94
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

78
,4

53
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/2
0/

20
06

12
/2

0/
20

06
77

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

00
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
60

,8
50

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 7 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
D

ev
el

op
er

/G
ov

t. 
C

on
tri

bu
tio

ns
26

02
00

80

26
02

00
80

 T
ot

al
26

03
00

80
26

03
00

80
 T

ot
al

D
ev

el
op

er
/G

ov
t. 

C
on

tri
bu

tio
ns

 T
ot

al
E

ng
in

ee
rin

g 
S

tu
di

es
R

P
-2

60
2-

S
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
S

1 
To

ta
l

E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

S
tu

di
es

 T
ot

al
H

ill
 C

ity
 B

oo
st

er
 S

uc
tio

n
26

02
06

01

26
02

06
01

 T
ot

al
H

ill
 C

ity
 B

oo
st

er
 S

uc
tio

n 
To

ta
l

H
ill

 C
ity

 D
is

ch
ar

ge
26

02
06

02
26

02
06

02
 T

ot
al

H
ill

 C
ity

 D
is

ch
ar

ge
 T

ot
al

H
yd

ra
nt

s 
 N

ew
26

02
00

84

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
,2

10
$ 

   
  

16
7,

82
7

$ 
   

   
 

(9
95

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
30

3
$ 

   
   

 
10

4,
80

1
$ 

   
   

 
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

93
3

$ 
   

   
 

35
,5

23
$ 

   
   

   
1,

03
4

$ 
   

   
 

35
,5

12
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
37

,1
99

$ 
   

  
55

8,
87

2
$ 

   
   

 
42

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

09
5

$ 
   

   
 

28
,4

89
$ 

   
   

   
4,

19
1

$ 
   

   
 

14
3,

90
5

$ 
   

   
 

62
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
44

8
$ 

   
   

 
81

,6
82

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
47

8
$ 

   
   

 
50

,7
53

$ 
   

   
   

1,
02

8
$ 

   
   

 
1,

02
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
5,

47
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
71

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

25
,8

81
$ 

   
   

   
8,

39
6

$ 
   

   
 

28
6,

95
6

$ 
   

   
 

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

21
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
7,

88
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
5,

21
2

$ 
   

   
 

13
8,

82
1

$ 
   

   
 

11
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

21
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
17

,9
75

$ 
   

  
20

8,
19

0
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 -

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

59
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
31

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

73
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
25

,1
84

$ 
   

   
   

12
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
88

1
$ 

   
   

 
16

8,
08

8
$ 

   
   

 
(1

84
)

$ 
   

   
   

(1
84

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
88

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

10
,2

72
$ 

   
   

   
5,

65
8

$ 
   

   
 

65
,5

33
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

90
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
19

,8
22

$ 
   

  
27

2,
62

7
$ 

   
   

 
45

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

55
,8

63
$ 

   
   

   
2,

25
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
14

,6
21

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(6
,5

58
)

$ 
   

   
 

17
5,

05
0

$ 
   

3,
14

8,
72

8
$ 

   
 

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
83

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

29
,3

01
$ 

   
   

   
50

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

83
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
29

,3
01

$ 
   

   
   

2,
30

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
,6

21
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(6

,5
58

)
$ 

   
   

 
17

5,
88

5
$ 

   
3,

17
8,

02
9

$ 
   

 
5,

28
1

$ 
   

   
 

40
,6

49
$ 

   
   

   
5,

28
1

$ 
   

   
 

40
,6

49
$ 

   
   

   
5,

28
1

$ 
   

   
 

40
,6

49
$ 

   
   

   
6,

23
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

6,
05

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
72

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
62

,9
48

$ 
   

  
41

0,
02

8
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(4

,1
95

)
$ 

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

23
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

6,
05

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
72

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
58

,7
53

$ 
   

  
41

0,
02

8
$ 

   
   

 
6,

23
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

6,
05

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
72

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
58

,7
53

$ 
   

  
41

0,
02

8
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

81
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(1

3,
84

4)
$ 

   
  

13
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

94
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
59

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
50

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

(1
3)

$ 
   

   
   

  
(1

61
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

21
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

11
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
92

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
71

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

36
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

16
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

37
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
88

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
55

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

60
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
49

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
47

2
$ 

   
   

 
18

,9
99

$ 
   

   
   

2,
54

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

47
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

01
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
59

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
24

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

44
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

84
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

85
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
51

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

6,
32

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

68
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

77
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
42

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
20

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
71

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

91
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

28
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

81
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

10
2

$ 
   

   
 

14
,0

18
$ 

   
   

   
10

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
71

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

11
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

01
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
81

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
15

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
51

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

91
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

20
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

44
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

20
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

18
0

$ 
   

   
 

83
,0

01
$ 

   
   

   
17

,6
40

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

8,
92

9
$ 

   
   

 
89

,1
97

$ 
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 8 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
H

yd
ra

nt
s 

 N
ew

26
02

00
84

3/
13

/2
00

7
3/

13
/2

00
7

23
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
30

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

,1
19

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
15

/2
00

7
3/

15
/2

00
7

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

92
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

23
/2

00
7

3/
23

/2
00

7
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

07
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

5/
22

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
65

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

27
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

64
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
69

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

34
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
/3

1/
20

07
(b

la
nk

)
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
79

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
02

00
84

 T
ot

al
96

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

24
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
24

1,
99

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

H
yd

ra
nt

s 
 N

ew
 T

ot
al

96
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
24

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

24
1,

99
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
H

yd
ra

nt
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t
26

02
00

83
12

/1
1/

20
00

12
/1

1/
20

00
11

/2
0/

20
01

11
/2

0/
20

01
24

,6
47

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

17
,1

01
$ 

   
  

12
,3

26
$ 

   
   

   
  

6/
27

/2
00

6
6/

27
/2

00
6

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
23

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
4/

20
06

12
/1

4/
20

06
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

13
,8

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4/

9/
20

07
4/

9/
20

07
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
02

00
83

 T
ot

al
14

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

39
,7

26
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

,1
01

$ 
   

  
12

,3
26

$ 
   

   
   

  
H

yd
ra

nt
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t T
ot

al
14

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

39
,7

26
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

,1
01

$ 
   

  
12

,3
26

$ 
   

   
   

  
H

yd
ra

nt
s,

 V
al

ve
s,

 a
nd

 M
an

ho
le

s-
N

ew
R

P
-2

60
2-

E
1

5/
23

/2
00

7
7/

15
/2

00
7

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

65
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/1
5/

20
07

11
/2

8/
20

07
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
3,

01
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/1

/2
00

7
12

/3
1/

20
07

38
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

41
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

36
,6

06
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
4/

20
07

12
/1

3/
20

07
80

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
86

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
76

,5
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/3

1/
20

07
23

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
25

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
26

,1
42

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
27

/2
00

8
4/

30
/2

00
8

3,
50

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

29
/2

00
8

6/
30

/2
00

8
65

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

6/
5/

20
08

8/
30

/2
00

8
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

13
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
8/

20
10

5/
31

/2
01

0
21

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

19
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
,7

29
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
37

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

34
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

9/
20

10
6/

27
/2

01
0

1,
33

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
23

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

20
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
8/

9/
20

10
12

/3
1/

20
10

26
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
23

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
5,

28
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

61
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
53

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/6

/2
01

1
12

/3
1/

20
11

15
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

15
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

2,
30

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
18

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

20
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

26
/2

01
2

6/
26

/2
01

2
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

62
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

12
56

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

62
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

23
$ 

   
   

   
   

41
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/3

1/
20

20
3,

37
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9,
84

2
$ 

   
   

 
8,

69
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

R
P

-2
60

2-
E

1 
To

ta
l

1,
69

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
80

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

17
4,

54
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

,3
26

$ 
   

  
10

,0
84

$ 
   

   
   

  
R

P
-2

60
3-

E
1

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

20
2,

27
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

3-
E

1 
To

ta
l

2,
27

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
4-

E
1

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

20
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
4-

E
1 

To
ta

l
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
H

yd
ra

nt
s,

 V
al

ve
s,

 a
nd

 M
an

ho
le

s-
N

ew
 T

ot
al

1,
69

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
80

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

17
6,

82
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

,3
26

$ 
   

  
10

,0
84

$ 
   

   
   

  
H

yd
ra

nt
s,

 V
al

ve
s,

 a
nd

 M
an

ho
le

s-
R

ep
R

P
-2

60
2-

F1
9/

6/
20

07
11

/2
9/

20
07

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5,

90
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

2/
8/

20
08

5/
11

/2
00

8
87

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
18

/2
00

8
6/

15
/2

00
8

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
01

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

7/
20

08
6/

26
/2

00
8

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
71

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

6/
20

08
6/

26
/2

00
8

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

48
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
15

/2
00

8
9/

15
/2

00
8

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
,6

90
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/1
0/

20
08

12
/3

1/
20

08
44

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
59

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/4
/2

00
8

12
/3

1/
20

08
33

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
34

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
19

,0
76

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

89
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
58

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

20
4,

99
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
7,

63
6

$ 
   

85
,3

47
$ 

   
   

   
  

R
P

-2
60

2-
F1

 T
ot

al
39

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
41

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
65

,3
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
8,

53
5

$ 
   

85
,9

32
$ 

   
   

   
  

H
yd

ra
nt

s,
 V

al
ve

s,
 a

nd
 M

an
ho

le
s-

R
ep

 T
ot

al
39

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
41

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
65

,3
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
8,

53
5

$ 
   

85
,9

32
$ 

   
   

   
  

IT
S

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t &

 S
ys

te
m

s
26

02
00

89
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
10

/2
2/

20
04

10
/2

2/
20

04
7/

19
/2

00
5

7/
19

/2
00

5
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5/
8/

20
06

5/
8/

20
06

5/
25

/2
00

6
5/

25
/2

00
6

9/
6/

20
06

9/
6/

20
06

9/
22

/2
00

6
9/

22
/2

00
6

10
/2

3/
20

06
10

/2
3/

20
06

12
/5

/2
00

6
12

/5
/2

00
6

12
/2

2/
20

06
12

/2
2/

20
06

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1/
8/

20
07

1/
8/

20
07

3/
13

/2
00

7
3/

13
/2

00
7

3/
23

/2
00

7
3/

23
/2

00
7

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
29

/2
00

7
3/

29
/2

00
7

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 9 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
H

yd
ra

nt
s 

 N
ew

26
02

00
84

26
02

00
84

 T
ot

al
H

yd
ra

nt
s 

 N
ew

 T
ot

al
H

yd
ra

nt
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t
26

02
00

83

26
02

00
83

 T
ot

al
H

yd
ra

nt
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t T
ot

al
H

yd
ra

nt
s,

 V
al

ve
s,

 a
nd

 M
an

ho
le

s-
N

ew
R

P
-2

60
2-

E
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
E

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

3-
E

1
R

P
-2

60
3-

E
1 

To
ta

l
R

P
-2

60
4-

E
1

R
P

-2
60

4-
E

1 
To

ta
l

H
yd

ra
nt

s,
 V

al
ve

s,
 a

nd
 M

an
ho

le
s-

N
ew

 T
ot

al
H

yd
ra

nt
s,

 V
al

ve
s,

 a
nd

 M
an

ho
le

s-
R

ep
R

P
-2

60
2-

F1

R
P

-2
60

2-
F1

 T
ot

al
H

yd
ra

nt
s,

 V
al

ve
s,

 a
nd

 M
an

ho
le

s-
R

ep
 T

ot
al

IT
S

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t &

 S
ys

te
m

s
26

02
00

89

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

13
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
24

2
$ 

   
   

 
23

,5
47

$ 
   

   
   

71
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

38
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

02
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

75
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
89

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
73

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

89
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

37
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

93
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
23

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

72
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
8,

43
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
75

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
20

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
76

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

60
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

43
,5

59
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(1

3,
84

4)
$ 

   
  

26
,5

92
$ 

   
  

30
1,

10
8

$ 
   

   
 

60
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

43
,5

59
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(1

3,
84

4)
$ 

   
  

26
,5

92
$ 

   
  

30
1,

10
8

$ 
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

45
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
20

,5
85

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5,
40

0
$ 

   
   

   
11

,1
61

$ 
   

  
92

,6
75

$ 
   

   
   

51
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

23
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

98
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
59

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

14
,4

62
$ 

   
   

   
1,

04
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
25

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
30

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

45
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

,1
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5,
40

0
$ 

   
   

   
12

,2
46

$ 
   

  
11

0,
42

5
$ 

   
   

 
1,

45
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

,1
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5,
40

0
$ 

   
   

   
12

,2
46

$ 
   

  
11

0,
42

5
$ 

   
   

 
88

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
28

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
82

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

90
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

60
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

52
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
12

,5
13

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6,
25

7
$ 

   
   

 
56

,1
70

$ 
   

   
   

7,
23

5
$ 

   
   

 
85

,4
60

$ 
   

   
   

9,
67

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
81

3
$ 

   
   

 
41

,1
22

$ 
   

   
   

29
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

80
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

29
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
10

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
52

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

97
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
31

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

70
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

58
9

$ 
   

   
 

17
,1

00
$ 

   
   

   
83

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
86

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
53

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

90
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
9,

91
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

28
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

17
5

$ 
   

   
 

6,
45

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
36

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

89
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
4,

67
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
36

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
21

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

94
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6,
07

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
55

6
$ 

   
   

   
3,

29
6

$ 
   

   
 

37
,7

81
$ 

   
   

   
1,

26
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
46

,2
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5,
55

6
$ 

   
   

   
27

,7
00

$ 
   

  
28

0,
21

9
$ 

   
   

 
4,

46
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

30
0

$ 
   

   
 

8,
03

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

4,
46

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
30

0
$ 

   
   

 
8,

03
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 -

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
26

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

50
,7

07
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

55
6

$ 
   

   
   

29
,0

00
$ 

   
  

28
8,

25
5

$ 
   

   
 

1,
66

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
16

3
$ 

   
   

 
8,

73
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
84

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

75
$ 

   
   

   
   

1,
03

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

71
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

48
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

22
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

29
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
42

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
45

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
21

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

57
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
7,

28
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

45
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

91
7

$ 
   

   
 

16
,0

66
$ 

   
   

   
1,

45
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

72
8

$ 
   

   
 

11
,8

70
$ 

   
   

   
6,

41
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

05
6

$ 
   

   
 

34
,7

05
$ 

   
   

   
17

,3
05

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

13
7,

34
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

0,
67

0
$ 

   
  

67
,4

69
$ 

   
  

54
0,

76
4

$ 
   

   
 

17
,3

05
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
15

2,
64

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
0,

67
0

$ 
   

  
80

,8
92

$ 
   

  
63

2,
12

8
$ 

   
   

 
17

,3
05

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

15
2,

64
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

0,
67

0
$ 

   
  

80
,8

92
$ 

   
  

63
2,

12
8

$ 
   

   
 

(6
,3

44
)

$ 
   

   
 

(4
76

)
$ 

   
   

   
(6

,8
20

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
90

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
90

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
09

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

28
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
97

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(4

,6
00

)
$ 

   
   

 
(2

72
)

$ 
   

   
   

(3
,9

02
)

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

76
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
32

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
08

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

18
,4

94
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

77
4

$ 
   

   
 

21
,2

68
$ 

   
   

   
15

,6
03

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
43

2
$ 

   
   

 
19

,0
36

$ 
   

   
   

15
,1

42
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
14

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

15
,2

84
$ 

   
   

   
3,

26
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
14

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
40

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
89

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

01
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
9,

41
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
45

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

9,
86

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

12
,7

76
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
60

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

13
,3

97
$ 

   
   

   
3,

22
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
41

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
64

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 10 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
IT

S
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t &
 S

ys
te

m
s

26
02

00
89

4/
30

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
02

00
89

 T
ot

al
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
IT

S
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t &
 S

ys
te

m
s 

To
ta

l
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
IT

S
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t a
nd

 S
ys

te
m

s
R

P
-1

20
2-

K
1

(b
la

nk
)

(b
la

nk
)

R
P

-1
20

2-
K

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

2-
K

1
5/

15
/2

00
7

6/
30

/2
00

7
7/

9/
20

07
7/

31
/2

00
7

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
7/

31
/2

00
7

8/
31

/2
00

7
23

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
1/

20
07

9/
30

/2
00

7
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/3
1/

20
07

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

15
/2

00
7

10
/3

1/
20

07
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
3/

20
07

8/
15

/2
00

8
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
42

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

15
/2

00
8

2/
1/

20
08

19
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

21
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6/
6/

20
08

6/
30

/2
00

8
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
1/

20
08

12
/3

1/
20

12
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/8
/2

00
8

10
/3

0/
20

08
64

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

71
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/2

/2
00

8
12

/3
1/

20
08

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/2
9/

20
08

12
/3

1/
20

08
28

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

28
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6/
23

/2
00

9
6/

18
/2

00
9

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
/2

/2
00

9
10

/2
1/

20
09

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1/
11

/2
01

0
1/

10
/2

01
0

35
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
31

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

20
/2

01
0

5/
15

/2
01

0
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

17
/2

01
0

7/
30

/2
01

0
3,

52
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
/1

5/
20

10
9/

30
/2

01
0

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
/2

9/
20

10
10

/3
0/

20
10

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2/
21

/2
01

1
3/

10
/2

01
1

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
45

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

28
/2

01
1

3/
10

/2
01

1
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4,

60
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
23

/2
01

1
4/

22
/2

01
1

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
31

/2
01

1
4/

18
/2

01
1

1,
03

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

20
/2

01
1

55
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/2
0/

20
11

77
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

18
/2

01
1

5/
6/

20
11

92
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

11
/2

01
1

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
05

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

10
/2

01
1

5/
11

/2
01

1
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

6/
20

11
6/

10
/2

01
1

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
5/

20
11

7/
15

/2
01

1
28

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

31
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
15

/2
01

1
9/

15
/2

01
1

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

00
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
/2

0/
20

11
10

/1
5/

20
11

11
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/3

0/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
11

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/2

1/
20

11
12

/1
5/

20
11

31
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
35

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

1/
20

12
2/

28
/2

01
2

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5/
7/

20
12

4/
27

/2
01

2
16

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5/
23

/2
01

2
6/

30
/2

01
2

19
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
21

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

30
/2

01
2

7/
31

/2
01

2
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
7/

5/
20

12
8/

30
/2

01
2

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(b
la

nk
)

8/
30

/2
01

2
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
2-

K
1 

To
ta

l
67

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
72

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
25

,8
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

IT
S

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t a

nd
 S

ys
te

m
s 

To
ta

l
67

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
72

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
25

,8
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

M
ai

ns
 - 

N
ew

R
P

-2
60

2-
A

1
8/

8/
20

07
12

/3
1/

20
07

67
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
73

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
40

,2
49

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/1

3/
20

07
12

/1
4/

20
07

11
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

13
,0

39
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/2
7/

20
07

12
/3

1/
20

07
28

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

31
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

15
,8

05
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

19
/2

00
8

3/
5/

20
08

8,
99

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

6/
20

08
5/

19
/2

00
8

30
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
33

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

,1
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
24

/2
00

8
6/

6/
20

08
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5,

81
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
3/

20
08

9/
1/

20
08

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
19

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

93
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/2

/2
00

8
12

/2
4/

20
08

5,
22

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/3
0/

20
08

12
/3

0/
20

08
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
,9

05
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/3
1/

20
08

12
/3

1/
20

08
20

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
21

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
12

,6
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

14
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
85

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1/

19
/2

00
9

2/
28

/2
00

9
22

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
40

,4
48

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

13
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
21

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

1/
21

/2
00

9
2/

28
/2

00
9

11
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

36
,6

79
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
76

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

99
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

21
/2

01
0

8/
14

/2
01

0
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6,

61
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

49
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
37

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

5/
20

11
1/

6/
20

12
12

,3
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

57
$ 

   
   

   
   

77
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 11 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
IT

S
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t &
 S

ys
te

m
s

26
02

00
89

26
02

00
89

 T
ot

al
IT

S
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t &
 S

ys
te

m
s 

To
ta

l
IT

S
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t a
nd

 S
ys

te
m

s
R

P
-1

20
2-

K
1

R
P

-1
20

2-
K

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

2-
K

1

R
P

-2
60

2-
K

1 
To

ta
l

IT
S

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t a

nd
 S

ys
te

m
s 

To
ta

l
M

ai
ns

 - 
N

ew
R

P
-2

60
2-

A
1

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

6,
55

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
59

9
$ 

   
   

 
8,

15
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

94
,1

02
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(1

0,
94

4)
$ 

   
  

9,
44

8
$ 

   
   

 
92

,6
24

$ 
   

   
   

94
,1

02
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(1

0,
94

4)
$ 

   
  

9,
44

8
$ 

   
   

 
92

,6
24

$ 
   

   
   

13
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

14
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

13
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

14
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

3,
30

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

34
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

64
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

95
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
30

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
28

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

21
,9

61
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

57
4

$ 
   

   
 

24
,5

83
$ 

   
   

   
6,

82
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
64

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
48

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

11
,5

99
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1,

09
6

$ 
   

   
 

12
,7

16
$ 

   
   

   
9,

73
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

48
2

$ 
   

   
 

11
,2

16
$ 

   
   

   
9,

72
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

46
2

$ 
   

   
 

18
,6

18
$ 

   
   

   
23

,6
22

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
12

2
$ 

   
   

 
27

,1
48

$ 
   

   
   

2,
81

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

24
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

07
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
74

,1
15

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5,
64

0
$ 

   
   

 
79

,7
55

$ 
   

   
   

7,
90

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

60
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
8,

64
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

50
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
74

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

8,
96

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
80

4
$ 

   
   

 
6,

04
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

,8
66

$ 
   

   
   

6,
03

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

70
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

75
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

20
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
76

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
97

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

19
,4

20
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

68
2

$ 
   

   
 

22
,1

68
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9,
31

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
07

4
$ 

   
   

 
15

,9
11

$ 
   

   
   

1,
67

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

98
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

65
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
95

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
06

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

4,
99

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

47
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

92
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
17

,4
31

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
61

5
$ 

   
   

 
23

,6
51

$ 
   

   
   

12
,5

04
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
91

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

13
,4

21
$ 

   
   

   
4,

78
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
40

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

6,
22

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
08

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

22
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

36
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
12

,4
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

96
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
14

,1
86

$ 
   

   
   

3,
29

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

46
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
12

,6
86

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

17
,3

69
$ 

   
   

   
9,

12
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
94

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

15
,1

41
$ 

   
   

   
6,

95
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
51

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
47

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

7,
61

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

41
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
8,

02
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
15

,6
41

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

97
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
16

,6
74

$ 
   

   
   

5,
71

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

45
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

36
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

,5
83

$ 
   

   
   

20
,3

74
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1,

18
4

$ 
   

   
 

9,
58

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
,3

81
$ 

   
   

   
12

3,
11

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

20
,9

47
$ 

   
  

14
4,

06
5

$ 
   

   
 

37
,5

35
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6,

63
3

$ 
   

   
 

1,
60

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

45
,8

38
$ 

   
   

   
2,

10
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
78

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
06

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

20
,1

72
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1,

70
8

$ 
   

   
 

3,
58

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

25
,4

98
$ 

   
   

   
22

,3
47

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
94

4
$ 

   
   

 
18

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
24

,5
13

$ 
   

   
   

2,
57

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

22
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
36

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

16
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

62
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

18
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
04

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
56

0,
04

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

69
,2

30
$ 

   
  

41
,3

82
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
69

7,
91

6
$ 

   
   

 
56

0,
17

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

69
,2

42
$ 

   
  

41
,3

82
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
69

8,
05

7
$ 

   
   

 
82

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
8,

96
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

98
2

$ 
   

   
 

58
,1

67
$ 

   
   

   
15

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

25
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

52
5

$ 
   

   
 

19
,2

01
$ 

   
   

   
86

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

81
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

54
1

$ 
   

   
 

25
,0

89
$ 

   
   

   
3,

20
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
98

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

13
,1

76
$ 

   
   

   
5,

57
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

02
9

$ 
   

   
 

26
,8

23
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

16
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
70

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
95

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

53
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
86

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

89
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
12

,2
65

$ 
   

   
   

1,
78

1
$ 

   
   

 
7,

00
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
36

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
84

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

17
7

$ 
   

   
 

15
,3

16
$ 

   
   

   
50

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

28
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

01
2

$ 
   

   
 

16
,0

73
$ 

   
   

   
10

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
18

,8
32

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

18
,1

08
$ 

   
  

78
,2

61
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

,3
34

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

10
,3

84
$ 

   
  

59
,6

39
$ 

   
   

   
41

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
83

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
73

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
38

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
37

1
$ 

   
   

 
18

,2
05

$ 
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 12 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
M

ai
ns

 - 
N

ew
R

P
-2

60
2-

A
1

2/
9/

20
12

5/
9/

20
12

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
32

6
$ 

   
   

 
1,

44
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

(b
la

nk
)

12
/1

0/
20

07
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
R

P
-2

60
2-

A
1 

To
ta

l
81

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
80

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
23

5,
78

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
93

0
$ 

   
   

 
3,

19
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

M
ai

ns
 - 

N
ew

 T
ot

al
81

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
80

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
23

5,
78

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
93

0
$ 

   
   

 
3,

19
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

M
ai

ns
 - 

R
el

oc
at

ed
R

P
-2

60
2-

D
1

12
/3

1/
20

08
12

/3
1/

20
08

1,
40

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
47

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

67
,8

35
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1/

15
/2

00
9

4/
13

/2
00

9
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
34

,5
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
2/

20
09

4/
26

/2
00

9
18

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

16
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
82

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
32

$ 
   

   
   

   
35

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

24
/2

00
9

11
/2

4/
20

09
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
67

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
29

$ 
   

   
   

   
14

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

26
/2

01
0

6/
30

/2
01

0
40

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
36

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
75

,6
02

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6,
52

8
$ 

   
   

 
4,

72
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

7/
28

/2
01

0
7/

27
/2

01
0

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
44

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
30

,8
06

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
22

2
$ 

   
   

 
1,

82
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

2/
16

/2
01

1
6/

30
/2

01
1

10
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

91
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
,7

92
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

27
3

$ 
   

   
 

2,
04

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
7/

29
/2

01
1

12
/3

1/
20

11
4,

41
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

22
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
20

5,
67

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6,
40

5
$ 

   
   

 
4,

06
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

5/
20

11
3/

31
/2

01
2

13
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

77
,4

70
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

07
2

$ 
   

   
 

92
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
0/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
7,

82
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

56
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
64

,7
87

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
20

8
$ 

   
   

 
1,

83
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

6/
21

/2
01

2
4/

17
/2

01
2

54
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

,3
76

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

33
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
40

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

(b
la

nk
)

6/
26

/2
01

2
67

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
74

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
95

,6
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

40
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
48

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

1/
20

12
14

,0
78

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

14
,5

46
$ 

   
   

   
25

2,
99

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9,
45

3
$ 

   
   

 
4,

78
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

R
P

-2
60

2-
D

1 
To

ta
l

29
,1

65
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
29

,2
85

$ 
   

   
   

95
1,

96
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
31

,9
69

$ 
   

  
21

,1
56

$ 
   

   
   

  
M

ai
ns

 - 
R

el
oc

at
ed

 T
ot

al
29

,1
65

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

29
,2

85
$ 

   
   

   
95

1,
96

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

31
,9

69
$ 

   
  

21
,1

56
$ 

   
   

   
  

M
ai

ns
 - 

R
ep

la
ce

d 
/ R

es
to

re
d

R
P

-1
70

2-
B

1
(b

la
nk

)
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-1

70
2-

B
1 

To
ta

l
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

41
1-

B
1

(b
la

nk
)

(b
la

nk
)

R
P

-2
41

1-
B

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

2-
B

1
4/

23
/2

00
7

7/
15

/2
00

7
11

,9
68

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5/
14

/2
00

7
7/

15
/2

00
7

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

13
,3

80
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5/

23
/2

00
7

7/
15

/2
00

7
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
33

,6
49

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7/
16

/2
00

7
10

/1
5/

20
07

14
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
16

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

14
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
19

/2
00

7
11

/1
3/

20
07

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
19

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
33

,4
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/1

3/
20

07
12

/3
1/

20
07

16
,9

91
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

1/
20

08
1,

07
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

15
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
53

0,
77

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/2

1/
20

07
2/

28
/2

00
8

22
,6

64
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

1/
20

08
4/

15
/2

00
8

37
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
40

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
63

,3
25

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2/
8/

20
08

4/
15

/2
00

8
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
16

,5
59

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2/
19

/2
00

8
4/

15
/2

00
8

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

13
,3

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

11
/2

00
8

7/
15

/2
00

8
21

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
23

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
86

,6
70

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
16

/2
00

8
7/

20
/2

00
8

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
,0

42
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

20
/2

00
8

9/
15

/2
00

8
22

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

24
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

47
,6

62
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

11
/2

00
8

6/
30

/2
00

8
12

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
13

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
10

4,
04

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
21

/2
00

8
8/

30
/2

00
8

83
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
90

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
49

,4
23

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
25

/2
00

8
8/

15
/2

00
8

16
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

86
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
1/

20
08

24
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
13

,6
30

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/1

5/
20

08
38

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

41
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
,5

98
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
9/

15
/2

00
8

12
/1

5/
20

08
36

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

39
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

33
,3

06
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/2
0/

20
08

10
/2

9/
20

08
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
76

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/3
/2

00
8

12
/3

0/
20

08
63

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
67

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
12

5,
40

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

12
/1

/2
00

8
11

/3
0/

20
08

3,
65

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

16
/2

00
9

5/
24

/2
00

9
91

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

81
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

28
,3

00
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
16

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

17
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
5/

4/
20

09
7/

13
/2

00
9

38
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
34

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
18

,0
07

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5/
28

/2
00

9
8/

15
/2

00
9

64
,4

54
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
15

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

12
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
8/

28
/2

00
9

9/
1/

20
09

35
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

12
0,

22
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
19

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

16
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/3
/2

00
9

11
/3

0/
20

09
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

,4
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

50
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
46

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

6/
20

09
12

/3
1/

20
09

11
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

99
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

19
,0

58
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
50

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

44
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
2/

10
/2

01
0

3/
31

/2
01

0
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

30
,2

78
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
51

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

34
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
2/

26
/2

01
0

3/
20

/2
01

0
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

33
,8

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
42

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

37
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
7/

28
/2

01
0

8/
31

/2
01

0
31

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
28

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
10

0,
31

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
56

0
$ 

   
   

 
2,

17
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

8/
18

/2
01

0
9/

25
/2

01
0

98
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
88

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
51

,7
29

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
37

7
$ 

   
   

 
1,

27
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

9/
13

/2
01

0
10

/2
0/

20
10

51
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
25

,1
85

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

71
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
72

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
16

/2
01

0
11

/1
6/

20
10

19
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
15

,4
93

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
37

9
$ 

   
   

 
1,

32
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

1/
11

/2
01

1
12

/3
1/

20
11

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

,5
99

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

71
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
62

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

1/
18

/2
01

1
12

/3
1/

20
12

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

9,
25

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

17
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
36

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
31

/2
01

1
9/

7/
20

11
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

28
/2

01
1

12
/3

1/
20

11
16

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

28
,8

16
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
82

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

50
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/1
/2

01
1

12
/3

1/
20

11
61

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

37
,9

74
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

86
1

$ 
   

   
 

1,
41

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

 

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 13 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
M

ai
ns

 - 
N

ew
R

P
-2

60
2-

A
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
A

1 
To

ta
l

M
ai

ns
 - 

N
ew

 T
ot

al
M

ai
ns

 - 
R

el
oc

at
ed

R
P

-2
60

2-
D

1

R
P

-2
60

2-
D

1 
To

ta
l

M
ai

ns
 - 

R
el

oc
at

ed
 T

ot
al

M
ai

ns
 - 

R
ep

la
ce

d 
/ R

es
to

re
d

R
P

-1
70

2-
B

1
R

P
-1

70
2-

B
1 

To
ta

l
R

P
-2

41
1-

B
1

R
P

-2
41

1-
B

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

2-
B

1

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

71
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
70

2
$ 

   
   

   
63

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
82

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
87

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

66
,6

59
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

70
2

$ 
   

   
   

56
,9

58
$ 

   
  

37
5,

73
0

$ 
   

   
 

3,
87

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

66
,6

59
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

70
2

$ 
   

   
   

56
,9

58
$ 

   
  

37
5,

73
0

$ 
   

   
 

6,
03

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
,4

84
$ 

   
  

87
,2

36
$ 

   
   

   
9,

93
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

85
3

$ 
   

   
 

48
,3

15
$ 

   
   

   
2,

26
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
91

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

11
,1

15
$ 

   
   

   
1,

25
3

$ 
   

   
 

4,
96

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
00

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
,3

82
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
18

,6
24

$ 
   

  
11

7,
62

1
$ 

   
   

 
1,

00
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

56
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

08
6

$ 
   

   
 

43
,5

98
$ 

   
   

   
1,

14
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

91
4

$ 
   

   
 

27
,3

61
$ 

   
   

   
49

,0
98

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

88
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
29

,8
66

$ 
   

  
30

4,
63

4
$ 

   
   

 
35

,3
40

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7,
00

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
20

,2
19

$ 
   

  
14

2,
31

1
$ 

   
   

 
4,

22
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
,6

98
$ 

   
  

10
0,

13
4

$ 
   

   
 

9,
22

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
26

3
$ 

   
   

 
28

,7
22

$ 
   

   
   

3,
73

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

68
,6

65
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
14

,2
42

$ 
   

  
18

4,
57

4
$ 

   
   

 
14

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

2,
22

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
,0

43
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
41

,3
22

$ 
   

  
51

7,
60

1
$ 

   
   

 
5,

88
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
35

7,
87

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

30
,1

56
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

0,
74

2
$ 

   
1,

61
8,

18
9

$ 
   

 
5,

88
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
35

7,
87

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

30
,1

56
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

0,
74

2
$ 

   
1,

61
8,

18
9

$ 
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

78
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

91
4

$ 
   

   
 

21
,6

63
$ 

   
   

   
1,

23
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

70
3

$ 
   

   
 

16
,3

20
$ 

   
   

   
10

,6
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6,
17

8
$ 

   
   

 
50

,4
58

$ 
   

   
   

43
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

61
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
31

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

38
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5,

10
5

$ 
   

   
 

46
,2

59
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
67

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

73
6

$ 
   

   
 

20
,6

72
$ 

   
   

   
28

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
70

,3
67

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

82
,0

24
$ 

   
  

68
5,

68
4

$ 
   

   
 

36
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6,
20

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
73

8
$ 

   
   

 
33

,9
69

$ 
   

   
   

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
13

,2
90

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6,
32

9
$ 

   
   

 
83

,0
71

$ 
   

   
   

6,
73

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
88

0
$ 

   
   

 
25

,1
88

$ 
   

   
   

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
54

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
28

7
$ 

   
   

 
17

,4
17

$ 
   

   
   

62
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

20
,9

55
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
9,

22
3

$ 
   

   
 

11
7,

92
2

$ 
   

   
 

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
46

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
16

7
$ 

   
   

 
58

,0
05

$ 
   

   
   

71
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
,6

20
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

02
7

$ 
   

   
 

64
,0

73
$ 

   
   

   
1,

56
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
23

,0
48

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

10
,3

83
$ 

   
  

13
9,

30
4

$ 
   

   
 

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
14

,1
98

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4,
96

5
$ 

   
   

 
68

,8
09

$ 
   

   
   

2,
72

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

80
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
11

,4
28

$ 
   

   
   

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
22

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
30

5
$ 

   
   

 
18

,4
72

$ 
   

   
   

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6,
47

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
92

8
$ 

   
   

 
27

,3
49

$ 
   

   
   

40
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
13

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
55

6
$ 

   
   

 
50

,4
70

$ 
   

   
   

36
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
51

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
97

2
$ 

   
   

 
15

,6
36

$ 
   

   
   

12
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
,7

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
40

,7
99

$ 
   

  
19

9,
36

3
$ 

   
   

 
1,

90
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

89
6

$ 
   

   
 

7,
45

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

72
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
,7

24
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

45
9

$ 
   

   
 

42
,7

14
$ 

   
   

   
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5,

38
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

22
4

$ 
   

   
 

25
,7

96
$ 

   
   

   
1,

05
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

,1
52

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

8,
63

9
$ 

   
   

 
90

,5
80

$ 
   

   
   

31
,9

77
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
53

,8
31

$ 
   

  
20

7,
05

7
$ 

   
   

 
2,

63
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

56
8

$ 
   

   
 

21
,6

33
$ 

   
   

   
30

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

28
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
15

,1
02

$ 
   

  
41

,9
08

$ 
   

   
   

3,
64

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
57

2
$ 

   
   

 
38

,4
34

$ 
   

   
   

1,
42

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
09

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
53

5
$ 

   
   

 
48

,7
10

$ 
   

   
   

13
,8

65
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

,4
60

$ 
   

  
13

1,
97

2
$ 

   
   

 
1,

00
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

,4
37

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6,
94

6
$ 

   
   

 
73

,9
57

$ 
   

   
   

6,
22

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
22

8
$ 

   
   

 
38

,1
74

$ 
   

   
   

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
46

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
33

5
$ 

   
   

 
27

,3
49

$ 
   

   
   

50
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
97

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
04

4
$ 

   
   

 
31

,4
61

$ 
   

   
   

85
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

13
,2

93
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
10

,9
38

$ 
   

  
13

4,
87

1
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
85

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

,0
95

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5,
58

1
$ 

   
   

 
47

,7
14

$ 
   

   
   

74
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
,0

26
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
8,

22
1

$ 
   

   
 

60
,3

64
$ 

   
   

   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 14 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
M

ai
ns

 - 
R

ep
la

ce
d 

/ R
es

to
re

d
R

P
-2

60
2-

B
1

11
/1

5/
20

11
11

/3
0/

20
11

81
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
90

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
54

,6
91

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

85
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
81

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

1/
20

11
15

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
17

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
17

0,
80

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
91

7
$ 

   
   

 
1,

70
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

12
/2

/2
01

1
12

/3
1/

20
11

28
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
31

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
17

,2
89

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
18

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/8

/2
01

1
11

/1
9/

20
11

10
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

48
,2

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

63
8

$ 
   

   
 

1,
45

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
1/

20
11

22
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

25
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

14
7,

70
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

68
8

$ 
   

   
 

1,
55

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
3/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
16

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
18

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
91

,9
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

95
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
58

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/1

6/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
11

29
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

32
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

22
6,

72
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

57
9

$ 
   

   
 

2,
39

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
0/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
23

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
18

5,
85

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
44

8
$ 

   
   

 
2,

32
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

1/
11

/2
01

2
12

/3
1/

20
11

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
65

,5
00

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
29

5
$ 

   
   

 
1,

22
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

1/
18

/2
01

2
12

/3
1/

20
12

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
40

,9
66

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

74
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
64

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

(b
la

nk
)

8/
20

/2
01

2
9/

3/
20

12
9/

18
/2

01
2

10
/3

/2
01

2
12

/3
1/

20
12

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

2-
B

1 
To

ta
l

4,
88

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
10

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
06

7,
92

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

,2
87

$ 
   

  
23

,3
82

$ 
   

   
   

  
M

ai
ns

 - 
R

ep
la

ce
d 

/ R
es

to
re

d 
To

ta
l

4,
88

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
10

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
06

7,
92

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

,2
87

$ 
   

  
23

,3
82

$ 
   

   
   

  
M

ai
ns

 - 
U

ns
ch

ed
ul

ed
R

P
-2

60
2-

C
1

7/
2/

20
07

6/
14

/2
00

7
87

$ 
   

   
   

   
59

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/4
/2

00
7

11
/2

9/
20

07
96

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

55
,3

29
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/2
/2

00
7

12
/1

4/
20

07
50

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

54
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

46
,2

49
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

30
/2

00
8

6/
30

/2
00

8
7/

1/
20

08
8/

10
/2

00
8

9/
3/

20
08

12
/3

/2
00

8
16

,3
66

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

6/
20

09
1/

29
/2

01
0

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
73

,8
85

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
60

9
$ 

   
   

 
2,

33
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

12
/2

8/
20

10
1/

31
/2

01
1

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6,
02

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
74

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

3/
20

11
5/

16
/2

01
1

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4,
29

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
74

$ 
   

   
   

   
75

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

10
/2

01
1

12
/2

/2
01

1
14

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

16
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

42
,4

55
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
56

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

34
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
9/

19
/2

01
1

12
/3

1/
20

11
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4,

28
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

82
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/7

/2
01

1
12

/3
1/

20
11

29
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

32
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

25
,6

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
64

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

39
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

5/
20

12
5/

2/
20

12
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

60
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6/
21

/2
01

2
6/

6/
20

12
15

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
17

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
30

,3
51

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

50
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
28

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

12
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/3

1/
20

20
36

,4
78

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

14
2,

10
6

$ 
   

11
2,

04
3

$ 
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

2-
C

1 
To

ta
l

63
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

69
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

34
2,

92
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
14

6,
67

6
$ 

   
11

5,
68

6
$ 

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
3-

C
1

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

20
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
3-

C
1 

To
ta

l
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
M

ai
ns

 - 
U

ns
ch

ed
ul

ed
 T

ot
al

63
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

69
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

34
2,

92
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
14

6,
67

6
$ 

   
11

5,
68

6
$ 

   
   

   
M

et
er

s 
 N

ew
26

02
00

88
9/

30
/2

00
0

9/
30

/2
00

0
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
32

2,
68

9
$ 

   
24

5,
87

8
$ 

   
   

   
10

/3
/2

00
0

10
/3

/2
00

0
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/2
4/

20
03

12
/2

4/
20

03
12

/2
9/

20
03

12
/2

9/
20

03
5/

25
/2

00
4

5/
25

/2
00

4
10

/1
1/

20
04

10
/1

1/
20

04
11

/2
4/

20
04

11
/2

4/
20

04
8/

30
/2

00
5

8/
30

/2
00

5
9/

9/
20

05
9/

9/
20

05
97

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

9/
16

/2
00

5
9/

16
/2

00
5

10
/3

/2
00

5
10

/3
/2

00
5

8/
7/

20
06

8/
7/

20
06

8/
8/

20
06

8/
8/

20
06

12
/2

7/
20

06
12

/2
7/

20
06

12
/2

8/
20

06
12

/2
8/

20
06

70
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
35

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

1/
8/

20
07

1/
8/

20
07

86
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
52

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

2/
27

/2
00

7
2/

27
/2

00
7

1,
35

6
$ 

   
   

 
81

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
23

/2
00

7
3/

23
/2

00
7

5/
14

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
02

00
88

 T
ot

al
97

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

32
5,

60
9

$ 
   

24
7,

57
9

$ 
   

   
   

26
03

00
88

5/
26

/2
00

5
5/

26
/2

00
5

4,
29

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
03

00
88

 T
ot

al
4,

29
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
04

00
88

5/
26

/2
00

5
5/

26
/2

00
5

4,
46

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 15 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
M

ai
ns

 - 
R

ep
la

ce
d 

/ R
es

to
re

d
R

P
-2

60
2-

B
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
B

1 
To

ta
l

M
ai

ns
 - 

R
ep

la
ce

d 
/ R

es
to

re
d 

To
ta

l
M

ai
ns

 - 
U

ns
ch

ed
ul

ed
R

P
-2

60
2-

C
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
C

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

3-
C

1
R

P
-2

60
3-

C
1 

To
ta

l
M

ai
ns

 - 
U

ns
ch

ed
ul

ed
 T

ot
al

M
et

er
s 

 N
ew

26
02

00
88

26
02

00
88

 T
ot

al
26

03
00

88

26
03

00
88

 T
ot

al
26

04
00

88

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

30
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

16
,3

85
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
11

,6
18

$ 
   

  
84

,8
36

$ 
   

   
   

2,
89

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

37
,4

89
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
29

,6
42

$ 
   

  
24

4,
78

6
$ 

   
   

 
44

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

12
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

31
8

$ 
   

   
 

25
,5

15
$ 

   
   

   
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

,4
49

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

8,
14

4
$ 

   
   

 
71

,2
37

$ 
   

   
   

1,
14

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

28
,2

94
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
22

,8
28

$ 
   

  
20

3,
69

9
$ 

   
   

 
1,

35
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

,0
91

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

12
,8

26
$ 

   
  

12
4,

12
0

$ 
   

   
 

25
,0

61
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
78

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

38
,6

77
$ 

   
  

29
6,

83
3

$ 
   

   
 

1,
20

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

43
,3

26
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
24

,2
94

$ 
   

  
25

9,
94

2
$ 

   
   

 
1,

48
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
20

,6
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

13
,2

06
$ 

   
  

10
3,

37
1

$ 
   

   
 

11
,6

48
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

49
1

$ 
   

   
 

59
,4

95
$ 

   
   

   
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

83
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

93
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
9,

65
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
9,

65
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
30

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
30

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
10

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
18

,1
64

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
18

,2
70

$ 
   

   
   

23
,6

39
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
66

6,
29

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

78
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
53

5,
08

4
$ 

   
4,

35
3,

38
6

$ 
   

 
23

,6
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

66
6,

29
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
78

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

53
5,

08
4

$ 
   

4,
35

3,
38

6
$ 

   
 

17
$ 

   
   

   
   

16
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

1,
15

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

15
,5

76
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
10

,2
77

$ 
   

  
82

,5
33

$ 
   

   
   

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
33

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
95

0
$ 

   
   

 
63

,9
57

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
24

5
$ 

   
   

 
17

,6
11

$ 
   

   
   

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
65

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

30
,7

72
$ 

   
  

11
2,

54
1

$ 
   

   
 

46
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

77
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
7,

37
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
15

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
33

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
93

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
34

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
39

1
$ 

   
   

 
54

,1
23

$ 
   

   
   

60
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

78
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

80
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
20

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

08
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

48
4

$ 
   

   
 

38
,0

36
$ 

   
   

   
27

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
03

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

9,
59

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
34

8
$ 

   
   

 
44

,4
10

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

25
,9

75
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
65

,1
57

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

40
3,

07
0

$ 
   

  
12

8,
72

5
$ 

   
91

3,
55

3
$ 

   
   

 
27

,9
05

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

11
3,

24
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
40

3,
07

0
$ 

   
  

19
6,

26
5

$ 
   

1,
34

7,
08

8
$ 

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

27
,9

05
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
11

3,
24

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

40
3,

07
0

$ 
   

  
19

6,
26

5
$ 

   
1,

34
7,

08
8

$ 
   

 
(7

1,
72

3)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(9
5,

14
0)

$ 
   

  
10

1,
90

0
$ 

   
50

3,
60

4
$ 

   
   

 
6,

91
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
87

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
78

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

8,
78

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
9,

10
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
5,

43
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
27

,1
49

$ 
   

   
 

96
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
33

,5
52

$ 
   

   
   

27
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

27
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

(2
71

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(4
9)

$ 
   

   
   

  
(3

19
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

61
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
61

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
49

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
49

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
21

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
30

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
12

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
13

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(5

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
13

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
5,

70
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
78

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

6,
49

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

5,
92

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

88
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

81
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
67

,2
83

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

67
,2

83
$ 

   
   

   
4,

06
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
36

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

59
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

07
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
3,

32
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
79

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
51

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

4,
08

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
49

2
$ 

   
   

 
7,

74
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
(1

,8
96

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(7

44
)

$ 
   

   
   

(2
,6

40
)

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

99
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
38

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
38

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

(2
7,

14
9)

$ 
   

  
(2

7,
14

9)
$ 

   
   

  
41

,9
29

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(9
4,

78
0)

$ 
   

  
10

8,
20

1
$ 

   
62

8,
63

6
$ 

   
   

 
34

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
76

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
39

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
34

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
76

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
39

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

73
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

19
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 16 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
M

et
er

s 
 N

ew
26

04
00

88
 T

ot
al

4,
46

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
M

et
er

s 
 N

ew
 T

ot
al

8,
85

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
32

5,
60

9
$ 

   
24

7,
57

9
$ 

   
   

   
M

et
er

s 
- N

ew
R

P
-2

60
2-

I1
8/

27
/2

00
7

9/
15

/2
00

7
31

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

34
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

1/
20

07
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
/2

6/
20

07
12

/4
/2

00
7

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
19

/2
00

8
7/

28
/2

00
8

61
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
66

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

19
/2

01
0

5/
3/

20
10

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

20
$ 

   
   

   
   

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3/

24
/2

01
0

7/
2/

20
10

22
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
66

$ 
   

   
   

   
87

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/1
4/

20
10

12
/3

1/
20

10
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

,2
33

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

03
7

$ 
   

   
 

58
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/3
0/

20
10

12
/3

1/
20

10
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1/

19
/2

01
1

2/
28

/2
01

1
7/

19
/2

01
1

8/
19

/2
01

1
9/

28
/2

01
1

9/
25

/2
01

1
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

28
/2

01
1

1,
29

1
$ 

   
   

 
1,

19
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

12
/1

5/
20

11
12

/1
0/

20
11

80
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
84

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
29

/2
01

2
6/

15
/2

01
2

19
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
17

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

4/
18

/2
01

2
5/

18
/2

01
2

60
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
56

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

5/
7/

20
12

6/
30

/2
01

2
50

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

55
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
64

0
$ 

   
   

 
1,

20
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

5/
30

/2
01

2
6/

16
/2

01
2

74
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
92

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

(b
la

nk
)

7/
24

/2
01

2
25

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

1/
20

20
1,

00
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

79
4,

34
7

$ 
   

65
5,

15
5

$ 
   

   
   

(b
la

nk
)

R
P

-2
60

2-
I1

 T
ot

al
21

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
23

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
(2

30
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
80

0,
79

5
$ 

   
66

0,
76

3
$ 

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
3-

I1
(b

la
nk

)
12

/3
1/

20
20

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

3-
I1

 T
ot

al
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
4-

I1
(b

la
nk

)
12

/3
1/

20
20

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

4-
I1

 T
ot

al
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
M

et
er

s 
- N

ew
 T

ot
al

21
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

23
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

(2
30

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

80
0,

79
5

$ 
   

66
0,

76
3

$ 
   

   
   

M
et

er
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

d
R

P
-2

60
2-

J1
12

/2
8/

20
10

12
/3

1/
20

10
18

$ 
   

   
   

   
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/1
5/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
42

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

18
/2

01
2

6/
21

/2
01

2
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
23

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

17
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
(b

la
nk

)
12

/3
1/

20
20

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

34
0,

97
6

$ 
   

27
4,

05
5

$ 
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

2-
J1

 T
ot

al
42

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

34
1,

23
6

$ 
   

27
4,

28
5

$ 
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

3-
J1

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

20
1,

16
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

3-
J1

 T
ot

al
1,

16
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

M
et

er
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

d 
To

ta
l

42
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

16
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

34
1,

23
6

$ 
   

27
4,

28
5

$ 
   

   
   

M
et

er
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t
26

02
00

87
9/

30
/2

00
0

9/
30

/2
00

0
28

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
,2

19
$ 

   
  

14
,2

65
$ 

   
   

   
  

12
/2

/2
00

3
12

/2
/2

00
3

15
3,

28
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

/2
9/

20
03

12
/2

9/
20

03
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
88

,6
95

$ 
   

  
50

,1
46

$ 
   

   
   

  
4/

15
/2

00
4

4/
15

/2
00

4
10

/5
/2

00
5

10
/5

/2
00

5
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5/

16
/2

00
6

5/
16

/2
00

6
12

/2
7/

20
06

12
/2

7/
20

06
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
02

00
87

 T
ot

al
15

3,
56

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
6,

91
4

$ 
   

64
,4

11
$ 

   
   

   
  

M
et

er
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t T
ot

al
15

3,
56

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
6,

91
4

$ 
   

64
,4

11
$ 

   
   

   
  

N
et

w
or

k 
- E

xt
en

si
on

26
02

00
82

12
/2

/2
00

3
12

/2
/2

00
3

16
,6

88
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

30
/2

00
5

3/
30

/2
00

5
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7/

14
/2

00
5

7/
14

/2
00

5
11

/1
0/

20
05

11
/1

0/
20

05
9,

95
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1/
16

/2
00

6
1/

16
/2

00
6

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
79

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

20
/2

00
6

2/
20

/2
00

6
11

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
14

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
19

,6
66

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
24

/2
00

6
3/

24
/2

00
6

22
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
29

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

76
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
28

/2
00

6
4/

28
/2

00
6

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

6,
24

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

27
/2

00
6

6/
27

/2
00

6
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

,0
09

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
6/

20
06

9/
6/

20
06

10
,6

72
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
9/

18
/2

00
6

9/
18

/2
00

6
14

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

19
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

15
,1

23
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/2
6/

20
06

10
/2

6/
20

06
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
14

,7
99

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/1

4/
20

06
12

/1
4/

20
06

43
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
56

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

,4
94

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
00

82
 T

ot
al

20
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

27
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

12
7,

19
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
N

et
w

or
k 

- E
xt

en
si

on
 T

ot
al

20
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

27
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

12
7,

19
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
O

ffi
ce

s 
&

 O
pe

ra
tio

ns
 C

en
te

rs
26

02
00

90
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
42

,3
34

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 17 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
M

et
er

s 
 N

ew
26

04
00

88
 T

ot
al

M
et

er
s 

 N
ew

 T
ot

al
M

et
er

s 
- N

ew
R

P
-2

60
2-

I1

R
P

-2
60

2-
I1

 T
ot

al
R

P
-2

60
3-

I1
R

P
-2

60
3-

I1
 T

ot
al

R
P

-2
60

4-
I1

R
P

-2
60

4-
I1

 T
ot

al
M

et
er

s 
- N

ew
 T

ot
al

M
et

er
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

d
R

P
-2

60
2-

J1

R
P

-2
60

2-
J1

 T
ot

al
R

P
-2

60
3-

J1
R

P
-2

60
3-

J1
 T

ot
al

M
et

er
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

d 
To

ta
l

M
et

er
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t
26

02
00

87

26
02

00
87

 T
ot

al
M

et
er

s 
- R

ep
la

ce
m

en
t T

ot
al

N
et

w
or

k 
- E

xt
en

si
on

26
02

00
82

26
02

00
82

 T
ot

al
N

et
w

or
k 

- E
xt

en
si

on
 T

ot
al

O
ffi

ce
s 

&
 O

pe
ra

tio
ns

 C
en

te
rs

26
02

00
90

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

73
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

19
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
42

,2
69

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(9
4,

78
0)

$ 
   

  
10

9,
70

0
$ 

   
63

9,
23

2
$ 

   
   

 
8,

98
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
89

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

9,
94

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
09

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

36
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

47
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
3,

15
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
48

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
64

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

5,
87

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

50
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

49
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

42
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
14

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
61

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

4,
42

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
91

6
$ 

   
   

 
8,

53
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

38
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
60

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
38

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
40

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

73
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

21
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

40
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
82

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
23

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
41

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

60
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

54
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
85

$ 
   

   
   

   
1,

63
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
7,

07
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
72

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

10
,2

94
$ 

   
   

   
7,

80
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

35
3

$ 
   

   
 

10
,8

03
$ 

   
   

   
1,

73
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
18

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
28

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
92

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

35
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

44
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
7,

33
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

05
6

$ 
   

   
 

11
,3

40
$ 

   
   

   
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
14

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
81

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

4,
86

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

42
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

34
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
65

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

95
7,

29
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
65

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

40
6,

05
8

$ 
   

2,
81

4,
57

7
$ 

   
 

37
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

32
$ 

   
   

   
   

40
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

65
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

02
5,

51
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

65
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
41

9,
08

1
$ 

   
2,

90
7,

09
6

$ 
   

 
20

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

$ 
   

   
   

   
22

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
20

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

$ 
   

   
   

   
22

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 -

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

65
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

02
5,

72
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

65
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
41

9,
10

3
$ 

   
2,

90
7,

32
3

$ 
   

 
4,

42
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

06
6

$ 
   

   
 

6,
55

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

6,
34

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

35
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

79
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

94
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
29

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
64

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

20
,4

55
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

30
2,

62
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

42
,9

01
$ 

   
   

 
52

8,
25

2
$ 

   
4,

50
9,

26
0

$ 
   

 
20

,4
55

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
31

6,
32

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
42

,9
01

$ 
   

   
 

53
0,

96
2

$ 
   

4,
52

6,
25

6
$ 

   
 

12
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

28
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
12

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
28

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

20
,4

55
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

31
6,

32
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

42
,9

01
$ 

   
   

 
53

1,
08

6
$ 

   
4,

52
7,

54
4

$ 
   

 
6,

03
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(5

6,
36

1)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

14
,2

65
$ 

   
   

 
10

,3
70

$ 
   

  
7,

07
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
(1

53
,2

81
)

$ 
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

8,
89

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6,
52

1
$ 

   
   

   
54

,8
80

$ 
   

  
39

9,
13

6
$ 

   
   

 
58

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

58
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

98
9,

78
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
24

,0
09

$ 
   

  
1,

01
3,

79
1

$ 
   

 
8,

37
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

31
0

$ 
   

   
 

9,
68

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

7,
12

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
51

8
$ 

   
   

 
8,

64
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
(2

3,
80

6)
$ 

   
  

(2
3,

80
6)

$ 
   

   
  

6,
03

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
14

7,
87

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
(1

56
,3

00
)

$ 
   

92
,0

87
$ 

   
  

1,
41

4,
58

2
$ 

   
 

6,
03

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
14

7,
87

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
(1

56
,3

00
)

$ 
   

92
,0

87
$ 

   
  

1,
41

4,
58

2
$ 

   
 

(1
5,

87
3)

$ 
   

  
61

$ 
   

   
   

   
87

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
85

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

13
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

99
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(9

,9
50

)
$ 

   
   

 
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
28

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

26
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
62

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
94

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

36
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
34

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
92

2
$ 

   
   

 
27

,5
53

$ 
   

   
   

19
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
12

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

68
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
9,

81
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

34
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
77

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

9,
37

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
35

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
91

7
$ 

   
   

 
16

,5
58

$ 
   

   
   

1,
78

2
$ 

   
   

 
12

,4
54

$ 
   

   
   

2,
31

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
58

7
$ 

   
   

 
21

,0
62

$ 
   

   
   

3,
88

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
04

5
$ 

   
   

 
21

,7
36

$ 
   

   
   

9,
83

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
26

3
$ 

   
   

 
23

,6
95

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

35
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
34

,3
35

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(2
5,

82
3)

$ 
   

  
16

,8
18

$ 
   

  
15

4,
35

8
$ 

   
   

 
1,

35
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
34

,3
35

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(2
5,

82
3)

$ 
   

  
16

,8
18

$ 
   

  
15

4,
35

8
$ 

   
   

 
(1

11
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(2

4,
96

3)
$ 

   
  

2,
29

7
$ 

   
   

 
19

,5
57

$ 
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 18 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
O

ffi
ce

s 
&

 O
pe

ra
tio

ns
 C

en
te

rs
26

02
00

90
5/

23
/2

00
6

5/
23

/2
00

6
9/

25
/2

00
6

9/
25

/2
00

6
12

/6
/2

00
6

12
/6

/2
00

6
3/

13
/2

00
7

3/
13

/2
00

7
4/

30
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
00

90
 T

ot
al

42
,3

34
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
O

ffi
ce

s 
&

 O
pe

ra
tio

ns
 C

en
te

rs
 T

ot
al

42
,3

34
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
O

ffi
ce

s 
an

d 
O

pe
ra

tio
ns

 C
en

te
rs

R
P

-2
60

2-
N

1
10

/1
6/

20
07

9/
29

/2
00

7
11

/2
8/

20
07

11
/8

/2
00

7
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
5/

20
07

12
/2

0/
20

07
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1/

16
/2

00
8

3/
21

/2
00

8
4,

20
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2/
29

/2
00

8
3/

10
/2

00
8

8/
29

/2
00

8
12

/1
5/

20
08

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
18

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

12
/2

00
8

10
/1

1/
20

08
2/

9/
20

09
1/

30
/2

00
9

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/8

/2
00

9
11

/2
0/

20
09

6/
10

/2
01

1
6/

20
/2

01
1

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/1

6/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
11

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

78
,4

88
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
35

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

75
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
2/

1/
20

12
2/

14
/2

01
2

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4,
19

5
$ 

   
   

 
4,

68
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

R
P

-2
60

2-
N

1 
To

ta
l

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

84
,8

70
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4,

56
2

$ 
   

   
 

5,
44

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
O

ffi
ce

s 
an

d 
O

pe
ra

tio
ns

 C
en

te
rs

 T
ot

al
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
84

,8
70

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4,
56

2
$ 

   
   

 
5,

44
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

P
ro

ce
ss

 P
la

nt
 - 

A
dd

iti
on

s
26

02
00

94
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
4,

01
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/7

/2
00

6
11

/7
/2

00
6

12
/1

2/
20

06
12

/1
2/

20
06

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
00

94
 T

ot
al

4,
01

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
P

ro
ce

ss
 P

la
nt

 - 
A

dd
iti

on
s 

To
ta

l
4,

01
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

P
ro

ce
ss

 P
la

nt
 - 

Fa
ci

lit
ie

s 
an

d 
E

qu
i

R
P

-2
60

2-
Q

1
8/

15
/2

00
7

8/
12

/2
00

7
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(b

la
nk

)
26

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

28
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
,1

49
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/1
0/

20
07

11
/1

6/
20

07
64

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

69
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/6

/2
00

7
12

/3
1/

20
07

63
,6

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/6
/2

00
7

12
/3

1/
20

07
81

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

87
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
1/

20
08

3/
15

/2
00

8
13

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

14
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

73
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
20

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
12

/2
00

8
4/

10
/2

00
8

3/
19

/2
00

8
3/

15
/2

00
8

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
23

/2
00

8
4/

30
/2

00
8

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5/
15

/2
00

8
8/

6/
20

08
9/

6/
20

08
5/

30
/2

00
8

6/
21

/2
00

8
28

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
30

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
(1

,2
70

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

17
/2

00
8

7/
30

/2
00

8
38

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
30

/2
00

8
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

30
/2

00
8

89
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
97

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
7/

2/
20

08
8/

1/
20

08
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

8/
20

08
9/

1/
20

07
74

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
/1

0/
20

08
11

/1
7/

20
08

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2/
16

/2
00

9
2/

27
/2

00
9

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
2/

20
09

3/
1/

20
09

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

83
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
53

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

4/
30

/2
00

9
5/

15
/2

00
9

20
,1

30
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5/

7/
20

09
5/

5/
20

09
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

22
/2

00
9

7/
1/

20
09

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
7/

20
09

7/
6/

20
09

43
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
8/

14
/2

00
9

8/
14

/2
00

9
77

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

69
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
29

/2
00

9
11

/5
/2

00
9

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8,
75

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/2
7/

20
09

1/
15

/2
01

0
35

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

32
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

49
$ 

   
   

   
   

19
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
3/

20
10

2/
22

/2
01

0
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
31

$ 
   

   
   

   
22

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

14
/2

01
0

4/
30

/2
01

0
22

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

20
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

31
$ 

   
   

   
   

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
15

/2
01

0
4/

28
/2

01
0

27
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

24
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

31
,9

42
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4/
22

/2
01

0
5/

7/
20

10
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
16

,8
47

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

41
$ 

   
   

   
   

24
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5/
6/

20
10

6/
30

/2
01

0
95

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

85
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

52
$ 

   
   

   
   

38
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6/
29

/2
01

0
6/

30
/2

01
0

38
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

34
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

13
,1

95
$ 

   
  

7,
96

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
7/

1/
20

10
7/

30
/2

01
0

81
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
72

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
52

$ 
   

   
   

   
31

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
7/

2/
20

10
7/

15
/2

01
0

26
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

23
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

67
,2

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 19 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
O

ffi
ce

s 
&

 O
pe

ra
tio

ns
 C

en
te

rs
26

02
00

90

26
02

00
90

 T
ot

al
O

ffi
ce

s 
&

 O
pe

ra
tio

ns
 C

en
te

rs
 T

ot
al

O
ffi

ce
s 

an
d 

O
pe

ra
tio

ns
 C

en
te

rs
R

P
-2

60
2-

N
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
N

1 
To

ta
l

O
ffi

ce
s 

an
d 

O
pe

ra
tio

ns
 C

en
te

rs
 T

ot
al

P
ro

ce
ss

 P
la

nt
 - 

A
dd

iti
on

s
26

02
00

94

26
02

00
94

 T
ot

al
P

ro
ce

ss
 P

la
nt

 - 
A

dd
iti

on
s 

To
ta

l
P

ro
ce

ss
 P

la
nt

 - 
Fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

an
d 

E
qu

i
R

P
-2

60
2-

Q
1

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

1,
66

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

15
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

81
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

00
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
29

$ 
   

   
   

   
2,

03
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
5,

08
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
30

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
09

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

75
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

85
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
15

,2
48

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2,
85

9
$ 

   
   

 
18

,1
07

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

,9
88

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(2
4,

96
3)

$ 
   

  
6,

31
3

$ 
   

   
 

50
,6

72
$ 

   
   

   
26

,9
88

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(2
4,

96
3)

$ 
   

  
6,

31
3

$ 
   

   
 

50
,6

72
$ 

   
   

   
3,

48
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
53

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
02

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
51

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

38
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

89
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
6,

48
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
92

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
41

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

35
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

55
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

06
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
22

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

16
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

36
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
3,

53
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
80

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

6,
07

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

54
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

61
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
3,

98
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

47
5

$ 
   

   
 

5,
45

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

60
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
63

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
6,

22
7

$ 
   

   
 

85
,8

28
$ 

   
   

   
12

,9
02

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
67

5
$ 

   
   

 
23

,4
53

$ 
   

   
   

41
,6

37
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

,7
28

$ 
   

  
14

9,
26

4
$ 

   
   

 
41

,6
37

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
,7

28
$ 

   
  

14
9,

26
4

$ 
   

   
 

57
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(8

00
)

$ 
   

   
   

 
18

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
44

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

12
,5

62
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1,

98
3

$ 
   

   
 

14
,5

45
$ 

   
   

   
2,

82
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
49

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

15
,7

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
19

,0
85

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
15

,4
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(8
00

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
65

2
$ 

   
   

 
15

,7
68

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

37
,0

79
$ 

   
   

   
15

,4
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(8
00

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
65

2
$ 

   
   

 
15

,7
68

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

37
,0

79
$ 

   
   

   
16

,4
95

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
94

8
$ 

   
   

 
18

,4
43

$ 
   

   
   

5,
10

4
$ 

   
   

 
36

,3
06

$ 
   

   
   

16
,9

84
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1,

73
4

$ 
   

   
 

18
,8

50
$ 

   
   

   
10

,4
54

$ 
   

  
74

,1
00

$ 
   

   
   

42
,1

02
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6,

82
8

$ 
   

   
 

49
,0

98
$ 

   
   

   
3,

59
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
38

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
95

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

5,
21

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

37
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

58
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
9,

29
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
74

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

10
,0

50
$ 

   
   

   
6,

31
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
53

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

6,
86

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
87

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

24
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

11
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
4,

77
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
40

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
18

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

15
9,

61
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
13

,4
91

$ 
   

  
17

2,
41

8
$ 

   
   

 
3,

24
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
25

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
53

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

5,
47

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

46
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

95
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
34

,6
77

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2,
88

4
$ 

   
   

 
37

,7
46

$ 
   

   
   

5,
37

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

40
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

79
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
74

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
4,

74
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

61
8

$ 
   

   
 

6,
37

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
94

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

24
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

19
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
21

0,
40

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

19
,1

45
$ 

   
  

23
0,

92
1

$ 
   

   
 

1,
82

1
$ 

   
   

 
21

,9
66

$ 
   

   
   

2,
35

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

21
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

57
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
8,

66
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
78

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

9,
48

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

37
,2

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

,3
70

$ 
   

  
49

,7
28

$ 
   

   
   

65
,2

39
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
21

,9
94

$ 
   

  
87

,4
07

$ 
   

   
   

2,
38

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
81

4
$ 

   
   

 
14

,9
59

$ 
   

   
   

7,
90

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
59

4
$ 

   
   

 
13

,6
33

$ 
   

   
   

3,
14

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

32
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

53
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
23

,0
00

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2,
36

6
$ 

   
   

 
25

,4
64

$ 
   

   
   

3,
29

1
$ 

   
   

 
35

,7
81

$ 
   

   
   

1,
73

5
$ 

   
   

 
18

,6
48

$ 
   

   
   

12
,6

01
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1,

30
3

$ 
   

   
 

14
,1

74
$ 

   
   

   
51

,7
82

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7,
57

8
$ 

   
   

 
81

,2
52

$ 
   

   
   

8,
56

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

72
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
9,

52
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
7,

06
0

$ 
   

   
 

74
,8

24
$ 

   
   

   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 20 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
P

ro
ce

ss
 P

la
nt

 - 
Fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

an
d 

E
qu

i
R

P
-2

60
2-

Q
1

11
/1

9/
20

10
11

/1
9/

20
10

10
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

90
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

07
2

$ 
   

   
 

1,
14

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
1/

20
10

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/1

7/
20

10
12

/3
1/

20
10

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
71

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

63
$ 

   
   

   
   

58
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5/
9/

20
11

6/
30

/2
01

1
2,

04
9

$ 
   

   
 

1,
59

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
5/

13
/2

01
1

12
/3

1/
20

11
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
46

5
$ 

   
   

 
5,

17
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

6/
7/

20
11

6/
13

/2
01

1
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
13

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

8/
20

11
6/

13
/2

01
1

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
20

/2
01

1
12

/1
5/

20
11

83
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
91

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
13

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
7/

22
/2

01
1

7/
28

/2
01

1
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
23

$ 
   

   
   

   
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

3/
20

11
8/

15
/2

01
1

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
4/

20
11

8/
13

/2
01

1
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

14
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
,7

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
23

$ 
   

   
   

   
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

8/
20

11
8/

15
/2

01
1

14
,1

31
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

81
9

$ 
   

   
 

2,
07

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
8/

26
/2

01
1

14
,1

31
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

12
1

$ 
   

   
 

2,
70

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
8/

24
/2

01
1

8/
15

/2
01

1
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
29

/2
01

1
11

/1
/2

01
1

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
15

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

15
/2

01
1

12
/1

5/
20

11
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

30
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
27

/2
01

1
9/

30
/2

01
1

37
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
40

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
9/

28
/2

01
1

9/
30

/2
01

1
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

$ 
   

   
   

   
23

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/1
2/

20
11

25
,8

06
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

06
6

$ 
   

   
 

2,
07

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
10

/1
7/

20
11

10
/3

0/
20

11
83

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

24
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/3

1/
20

11
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
17

5
$ 

   
   

 
2,

10
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

10
/2

0/
20

11
10

/3
1/

20
11

12
,6

80
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/2
5/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/2
2/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
23

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

40
,5

15
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/5
/2

01
1

12
/1

/2
01

1
17

,8
10

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/9

/2
01

1
12

/1
2/

20
11

20
,1

96
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

78
8

$ 
   

   
 

2,
53

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
6/

20
11

12
/1

5/
20

11
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/3
1/

20
11

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
34

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
57

$ 
   

   
   

   
12

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/2

0/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
11

9,
77

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

05
2

$ 
   

   
 

46
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/2
2/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
9,

77
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

74
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
33

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

1/
23

/2
01

2
3/

16
/2

01
2

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

88
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

34
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

3/
20

/2
01

2
2/

29
/2

01
2

30
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
33

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

15
/2

01
2

7/
26

/2
01

2
17

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
10

2,
00

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

15
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(b
la

nk
)

6/
16

/2
01

2
11

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
3,

16
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
26

/2
01

2
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

60
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
69

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
34

$ 
   

   
   

   
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

1/
20

12
79

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
87

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
29

,2
04

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
45

1
$ 

   
   

 
1,

81
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

8/
31

/2
01

2
21

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
23

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
15

,6
71

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

2-
Q

1 
To

ta
l

3,
62

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
69

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

57
4,

67
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
35

,1
48

$ 
   

  
32

,7
53

$ 
   

   
   

  
R

P
-2

60
3-

Q
1

12
/3

1/
20

07
1/

26
/2

00
8

5/
30

/2
00

8
46

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
50

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
9/

20
/2

01
1

9/
30

/2
01

1
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9,

26
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

20
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

3-
Q

1 
To

ta
l

46
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

50
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

9,
26

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
P

ro
ce

ss
 P

la
nt

 - 
Fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

an
d 

E
qu

i T
ot

al
4,

09
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

19
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
58

3,
94

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

35
,1

59
$ 

   
  

32
,7

73
$ 

   
   

   
  

P
ro

ce
ss

 P
la

nt
 - 

R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t
26

02
00

93
10

/2
7/

20
03

10
/2

7/
20

03
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
13

,8
28

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7/
19

/2
00

5
7/

19
/2

00
5

8/
30

/2
00

5
8/

30
/2

00
5

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/3

0/
20

05
11

/3
0/

20
05

86
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
3/

28
/2

00
6

3/
28

/2
00

6
35

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

6/
21

/2
00

6
6/

21
/2

00
6

6/
27

/2
00

6
6/

27
/2

00
6

7/
21

/2
00

6
7/

21
/2

00
6

10
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

70
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
2/

20
06

12
/1

2/
20

06
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/2
7/

20
06

12
/2

7/
20

06
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

5/
20

07
3/

5/
20

07
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
27

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
1,

70
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/7

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

02
00

93
 T

ot
al

14
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

17
,1

04
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
P

ro
ce

ss
 P

la
nt

 - 
R

ep
la

ce
m

en
t T

ot
al

14
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

17
,1

04
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
P

ro
je

ct
s 

Fu
nd

ed
 b

y 
O

th
er

s
D

V
-2

60
2-

1
2/

19
/2

00
7

2/
19

/2
00

7
9,

38
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
9/

20
07

12
/3

1/
20

07
39

,1
30

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4/
30

/2
00

7
12

/3
1/

20
07

18
,7

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 21 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
P

ro
ce

ss
 P

la
nt

 - 
Fa

ci
lit

ie
s 

an
d 

E
qu

i
R

P
-2

60
2-

Q
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
Q

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

3-
Q

1

R
P

-2
60

3-
Q

1 
To

ta
l

P
ro

ce
ss

 P
la

nt
 - 

Fa
ci

lit
ie

s 
an

d 
E

qu
i T

ot
al

P
ro

ce
ss

 P
la

nt
 - 

R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t
26

02
00

93

26
02

00
93

 T
ot

al
P

ro
ce

ss
 P

la
nt

 - 
R

ep
la

ce
m

en
t T

ot
al

P
ro

je
ct

s 
Fu

nd
ed

 b
y 

O
th

er
s

D
V

-2
60

2-
1

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

19
,8

95
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
11

,8
25

$ 
   

  
34

,4
41

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
48

,1
94

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

28
,4

96
$ 

   
  

77
,6

21
$ 

   
   

   
95

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
33

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
93

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

9,
98

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
21

7
$ 

   
   

 
21

,8
45

$ 
   

   
   

10
,8

03
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
79

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

11
,6

21
$ 

   
   

   
3,

11
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
23

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
36

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

9,
18

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

56
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
9,

95
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

87
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
13

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
07

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

6,
78

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

38
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
7,

28
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
81

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

15
,6

04
$ 

   
   

   
12

1,
43

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7,
72

6
$ 

   
   

 
14

7,
18

5
$ 

   
   

 
12

1,
30

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7,
77

0
$ 

   
   

 
14

8,
02

6
$ 

   
   

 
3,

04
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
17

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
25

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

5,
42

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

75
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
8,

21
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
45

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
75

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

25
,5

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1,

41
4

$ 
   

   
 

27
,0

16
$ 

   
   

   
6,

77
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
40

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
22

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

20
6,

44
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

,8
17

)
$ 

   
   

23
4,

58
0

$ 
   

   
 

1,
52

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

41
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

80
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
10

,5
06

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2,
38

0
$ 

   
   

 
16

,1
85

$ 
   

   
   

2,
19

0
$ 

   
   

 
14

,8
70

$ 
   

   
   

1,
81

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

12
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
79

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

05
2

$ 
   

   
 

48
,4

08
$ 

   
   

   
3,

07
6

$ 
   

   
 

20
,8

86
$ 

   
   

   
16

1,
56

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

32
,1

33
$ 

   
  

21
8,

21
8

$ 
   

   
 

7,
24

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
20

6
$ 

   
   

 
8,

46
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
21

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
72

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

78
,2

12
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
15

,4
25

$ 
   

  
10

4,
92

3
$ 

   
   

 
78

,2
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

15
,3

83
$ 

   
  

10
4,

44
4

$ 
   

   
 

3,
00

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

30
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

55
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
35

,8
24

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2,
75

5
$ 

   
   

 
38

,6
42

$ 
   

   
   

8,
87

6
$ 

   
   

 
11

1,
26

5
$ 

   
   

 
10

,7
99

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
19

6
$ 

   
   

 
15

,4
04

$ 
   

   
   

30
,1

49
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

77
7

$ 
   

   
 

34
,8

11
$ 

   
   

   
44

,8
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6,
24

1
$ 

   
   

 
85

,2
28

$ 
   

   
   

15
,6

80
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

56
9

$ 
   

   
 

34
,3

65
$ 

   
   

   
1,

84
6,

15
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

30
5,

97
4

$ 
   

2,
80

2,
02

6
$ 

   
 

7,
48

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

63
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
8,

12
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
35

,3
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4,
77

5
$ 

   
   

 
41

,0
56

$ 
   

   
   

1,
60

2
$ 

   
   

 
10

,8
98

$ 
   

   
   

42
,7

99
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
7,

01
5

$ 
   

   
 

60
,0

79
$ 

   
   

   
1,

88
8,

95
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

31
2,

98
9

$ 
   

2,
86

2,
10

5
$ 

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
88

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(2
1,

07
7)

$ 
   

  
12

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
75

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

(4
,8

12
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4,
65

0
$ 

   
   

   
70

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

54
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
92

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

35
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

13
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
23

,3
34

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
75

7
$ 

   
   

 
25

,1
72

$ 
   

   
   

10
,8

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
81

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

11
,6

37
$ 

   
   

   
65

,5
76

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

23
,0

79
$ 

   
  

88
,6

55
$ 

   
   

   
6,

57
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
55

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
08

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

10
3,

81
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
15

,2
13

$ 
   

  
11

9,
03

1
$ 

   
   

 
20

,1
63

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
20

2
$ 

   
   

 
23

,3
66

$ 
   

   
   

99
,1

64
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
22

,5
42

$ 
   

  
12

1,
70

7
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

52
,1

39
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
9,

49
8

$ 
   

   
 

63
,3

46
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

35
4

$ 
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
35

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

38
9,

58
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

6,
42

7)
$ 

   
  

83
,2

01
$ 

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

47
3,

79
7

$ 
   

   
 

38
9,

58
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

6,
42

7)
$ 

   
  

83
,2

01
$ 

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

47
3,

79
7

$ 
   

   
 

96
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
10

,3
43

$ 
   

   
   

3,
33

4
$ 

   
   

 
42

,4
64

$ 
   

   
   

1,
59

8
$ 

   
   

 
20

,3
48

$ 
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 22 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
P

ro
je

ct
s 

Fu
nd

ed
 b

y 
O

th
er

s
D

V
-2

60
2-

1
7/

12
/2

00
7

7/
1/

20
07

26
,0

00
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7/

27
/2

00
7

11
/6

/2
00

7
7,

24
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
13

/2
00

7
11

/6
/2

00
7

36
,0

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
8/

21
/2

00
7

12
/3

1/
20

07
4,

74
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
10

/2
00

7
11

/7
/2

00
7

40
,0

54
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
9/

12
/2

00
7

11
/5

/2
00

7
36

,4
80

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/6

/2
00

7
62

,8
70

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
/8

/2
00

7
11

/7
/2

00
7

27
,0

64
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

/9
/2

00
7

12
/1

8/
20

07
8,

33
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
/1

7/
20

07
12

/6
/2

00
7

5,
72

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/5
/2

00
7

12
/1

8/
20

07
24

,7
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

4/
20

07
12

/1
3/

20
07

16
,2

00
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/1
6/

20
07

12
/3

1/
20

07
9,

28
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/2

8/
20

07
12

/1
5/

20
07

58
,5

20
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/6
/2

00
7

12
/1

/2
00

8
16

3,
05

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

70
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
55

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/7

/2
00

7
11

/7
/2

00
7

36
,8

80
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
3/

20
07

12
/1

5/
20

07
5,

32
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/3

1/
20

07
21

,9
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/1

4/
20

07
12

/3
1/

20
07

75
,1

63
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
1/

20
07

11
/7

/2
00

7
10

1,
06

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

1/
7/

20
08

12
/3

1/
20

07
63

,0
30

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1/
19

/2
00

8
4/

30
/2

00
8

31
,6

00
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1/

28
/2

00
8

4/
15

/2
00

8
52

,7
50

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2/
8/

20
08

12
/3

1/
20

07
40

,8
95

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2/
28

/2
00

8
4/

24
/2

00
8

47
,2

23
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

6/
20

08
5/

6/
20

08
12

,2
57

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
13

/2
00

8
5/

30
/2

00
8

10
,1

87
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3/

31
/2

00
8

5/
26

/2
00

8
28

,1
77

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4/
3/

20
08

4/
15

/2
00

8
4,

24
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
10

/2
00

8
2/

29
/2

00
8

1,
50

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
5/

30
/2

00
8

2,
13

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

23
/2

00
8

7/
10

/2
00

8
11

,5
82

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4/
24

/2
00

8
6/

20
/2

00
8

39
,3

28
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4/

25
/2

00
8

7/
30

/2
00

8
20

,1
87

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5/
7/

20
08

9/
15

/2
00

8
11

,8
81

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6/
11

/2
00

8
9/

1/
20

08
13

,6
09

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
18

/2
00

8
12

/1
/2

00
8

3,
07

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
7/

10
/2

00
8

9/
30

/2
00

8
25

,1
64

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

/2
00

8
29

,7
17

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
25

/2
00

8
8/

15
/2

00
8

1,
52

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

15
/2

00
8

24
,4

91
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
9/

30
/2

00
8

3,
66

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

15
/2

00
8

9/
30

/2
00

8
61

,4
77

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9/
22

/2
00

8
8/

14
/2

00
8

6,
77

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/1
0/

20
08

12
/1

/2
00

8
17

,0
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
/2

4/
20

08
12

/3
1/

20
08

18
,6

38
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/3
/2

00
8

12
/1

5/
20

08
45

,2
07

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

4/
20

08
12

/3
1/

20
11

21
2,

20
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
92

$ 
   

   
   

   
12

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/2

5/
20

08
1/

30
/2

00
9

2,
16

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

/1
1/

20
08

12
/1

5/
20

08
14

,4
69

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

17
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1/
2/

20
09

12
/3

1/
20

08
4,

46
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

38
$ 

   
   

   
   

46
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1/
5/

20
09

12
/3

1/
20

08
13

,0
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

15
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1/
26

/2
00

9
3/

31
/2

00
9

7,
22

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
21

$ 
   

   
   

   
13

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

9/
20

09
4/

14
/2

00
9

9,
20

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

20
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
2/

20
/2

00
9

4/
9/

20
09

11
,7

19
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
32

$ 
   

   
   

   
38

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

23
/2

00
9

4/
9/

20
09

4,
94

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

83
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4/
23

/2
00

9
5/

18
/2

00
9

20
,9

71
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

13
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
5/

4/
20

09
7/

9/
20

09
2,

73
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

37
$ 

   
   

   
   

37
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5/
26

/2
00

9
7/

27
/2

00
9

4,
95

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
24

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

25
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

9/
20

09
7/

12
/2

00
9

3,
65

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
7/

16
/2

00
9

6/
1/

20
09

30
0,

30
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5,

98
8

$ 
   

   
 

4,
60

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
7/

17
/2

00
9

12
/1

/2
00

9
41

,2
85

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
00

9
$ 

   
   

 
4,

26
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 23 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
P

ro
je

ct
s 

Fu
nd

ed
 b

y 
O

th
er

s
D

V
-2

60
2-

1
Li

ce
ns

es
, P

er
m

its
 &

 M
is

c 
Fe

es
M

at
er

ia
ls

 &
 S

up
pl

ie
s

O
th

er
O

th
er

 P
ro

fe
ss

io
na

l S
er

vi
ce

s
O

ve
rh

ea
d

R
et

ai
na

ge
S

er
vi

ce
 C

om
pa

ny
 C

ha
rg

es
G

ra
nd

 T
ot

al
20

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5,

92
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

32
,2

82
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

36
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
71

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

9,
59

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
82

6
$ 

   
   

 
38

,8
66

$ 
   

   
   

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

50
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

50
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

01
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
3,

41
3

$ 
   

   
 

43
,4

67
$ 

   
   

   
3,

56
1

$ 
   

   
 

40
,0

41
$ 

   
   

   
4,

93
1

$ 
   

   
 

67
,8

01
$ 

   
   

   
57

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
8,

82
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

85
6

$ 
   

   
 

39
,3

22
$ 

   
   

   
71

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

9,
04

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

54
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

26
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

10
5

$ 
   

   
 

26
,8

17
$ 

   
   

   
1,

38
0

$ 
   

   
 

17
,5

80
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

01
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
82

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

11
,3

94
$ 

   
   

   
5,

53
0

$ 
   

   
 

64
,0

50
$ 

   
   

   
15

,5
84

$ 
   

  
17

9,
88

7
$ 

   
   

 
2,

89
2

$ 
   

   
 

39
,7

72
$ 

   
   

   
45

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
77

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

11
,5

04
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

62
3

$ 
   

   
 

36
,0

73
$ 

   
   

   
5,

89
5

$ 
   

   
 

81
,0

57
$ 

   
   

   
8,

24
0

$ 
   

   
 

10
9,

30
3

$ 
   

   
 

5,
37

0
$ 

   
   

 
68

,4
00

$ 
   

   
   

2,
69

2
$ 

   
   

 
34

,2
92

$ 
   

   
   

4,
49

4
$ 

   
   

 
57

,2
44

$ 
   

   
   

3,
48

4
$ 

   
   

 
44

,3
79

$ 
   

   
   

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

19
,8

06
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

59
8

$ 
   

   
 

72
,9

41
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5,

83
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

49
0

$ 
   

   
 

19
,8

49
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

13
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

15
8

$ 
   

   
 

14
,7

44
$ 

   
   

   
57

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
14

,5
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
68

9
$ 

   
   

 
46

,9
86

$ 
   

   
   

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
75

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

54
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

81
0

$ 
   

   
   

  1,
50

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
58

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

03
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
6,

18
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

51
4

$ 
   

   
 

19
,2

84
$ 

   
   

   
2,

99
3

$ 
   

   
 

42
,3

21
$ 

   
   

   
99

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
14

,7
67

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
06

2
$ 

   
   

 
39

,0
06

$ 
   

   
   

7,
15

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
62

2
$ 

   
   

 
20

,6
60

$ 
   

   
   

32
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
22

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

78
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
18

,9
35

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
83

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
30

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
21

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
24

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

20
,6

44
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

76
9

$ 
   

   
 

50
,8

21
$ 

   
   

   
50

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

15
,8

48
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

47
2

$ 
   

   
 

49
,0

88
$ 

   
   

   
90

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
18

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
61

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
18

,3
47

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
26

4
$ 

   
   

 
46

,1
52

$ 
   

   
   

1,
59

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

40
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

65
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
38

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
51

,7
58

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

9,
06

2
$ 

   
   

 
12

2,
68

2
$ 

   
   

 
6,

77
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
20

,6
05

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
99

3
$ 

   
   

 
41

,6
36

$ 
   

   
   

1,
06

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

17
,8

15
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

33
8

$ 
   

   
 

42
,8

53
$ 

   
   

   
41

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
15

,4
07

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7,
20

9
$ 

   
   

 
68

,2
38

$ 
   

   
   

18
,0

99
$ 

   
  

23
0,

51
9

$ 
   

   
 

1,
58

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

53
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

30
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
7,

45
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

12
0

$ 
   

   
 

25
,0

72
$ 

   
   

   
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

40
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

07
0

$ 
   

   
 

8,
12

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
18

1
$ 

   
   

 
14

,2
66

$ 
   

   
   

10
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
87

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
30

0
$ 

   
   

 
14

,5
40

$ 
   

   
   

36
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
46

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
27

8
$ 

   
   

 
15

,6
87

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
86

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
57

4
$ 

   
   

 
19

,2
29

$ 
   

   
   

36
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
11

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

77
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
9,

39
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

41
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

25
3

$ 
   

   
 

27
,1

61
$ 

   
   

   
1,

25
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
37

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
43

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
60

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

66
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
7,

73
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

64
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
50

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
82

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

62
,1

62
$ 

   
  

37
3,

05
2

$ 
   

   
 

36
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

28
,3

30
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
8,

09
3

$ 
   

   
 

87
,3

50
$ 

   
   

   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 24 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
P

ro
je

ct
s 

Fu
nd

ed
 b

y 
O

th
er

s
D

V
-2

60
2-

1
7/

21
/2

00
9

10
/2

0/
20

09
4,

11
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

59
$ 

   
   

   
   

64
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
20

/2
00

9
11

/7
/2

00
9

2,
40

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
92

$ 
   

   
   

   
10

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
/3

/2
00

9
12

/3
1/

20
09

51
,6

90
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
85

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

81
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/1
6/

20
09

11
/9

/2
00

9
17

,0
67

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

24
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
28

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

1/
20

09
22

,5
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

87
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
83

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/2

/2
00

9
12

/8
/2

00
9

2,
70

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

15
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/9
/2

00
9

1/
7/

20
10

19
,2

64
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
34

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

30
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
8/

20
09

1/
19

/2
01

0
2,

76
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

21
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
19

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/2

2/
20

09
1/

12
/2

01
0

2,
88

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
33

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

31
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
2/

26
/2

01
0

6/
30

/2
01

0
17

,8
20

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
23

0
$ 

   
   

 
4,

76
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

3/
17

/2
01

0
3/

31
/2

01
0

4,
03

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
79

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

85
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
4/

28
/2

01
0

4/
6/

20
10

2,
45

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
32

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

33
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

2/
20

10
7/

31
/2

01
0

21
,7

53
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

60
6

$ 
   

   
 

2,
52

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
8/

18
/2

01
0

8/
31

/2
01

0
57

,7
73

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
36

4
$ 

   
   

 
2,

67
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

0/
20

10
40

1,
83

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

19
,9

69
$ 

   
  

18
,8

46
$ 

   
   

   
  

12
/2

8/
20

10
12

/3
1/

20
10

2,
94

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
45

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

73
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
2/

28
/2

01
1

97
,2

94
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

,0
65

$ 
   

  
9,

71
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

0/
20

10
3/

11
/2

01
1

18
,6

07
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

86
2

$ 
   

   
 

3,
10

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
3/

3/
20

11
6/

22
/2

01
1

42
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
37

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

,0
44

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

27
,5

91
$ 

   
  

24
,0

45
$ 

   
   

   
  

3/
25

/2
01

1
12

/3
1/

20
11

7,
92

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

10
9

$ 
   

   
 

1,
64

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
4/

5/
20

11
6/

15
/2

01
1

2,
84

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
33

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

20
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
4/

18
/2

01
1

12
/3

1/
20

11
2,

66
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

33
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
55

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

5/
31

/2
01

1
12

/3
1/

20
11

28
,6

32
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

58
8

$ 
   

   
 

1,
31

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
6/

30
/2

01
1

9/
1/

20
11

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
78

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

61
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
/2

01
1

1,
54

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
44

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

45
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/2
8/

20
11

31
,9

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

71
8

$ 
   

   
 

1,
01

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
8/

29
/2

01
1

9/
30

/2
01

1
35

,0
66

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
26

4
$ 

   
   

 
1,

06
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

9/
28

/2
01

1
12

/1
/2

01
1

24
,9

81
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
86

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

56
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
5/

20
11

11
,7

15
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
64

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

59
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/2
8/

20
11

2,
97

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
91

$ 
   

   
   

   
16

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

0/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
11

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/1

5/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
11

50
,0

26
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
23

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

21
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/2
2/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
30

,5
64

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
91

6
$ 

   
   

 
2,

71
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

12
/2

/2
01

1
12

/4
/2

01
1

29
,5

63
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
88

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

54
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
0/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

11
16

9,
79

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

48
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
52

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

1/
20

12
29

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

36
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
35

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

1/
18

/2
01

2
12

/3
1/

20
12

16
,4

61
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
80

$ 
   

   
   

   
17

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
22

/2
01

2
6/

28
/2

01
2

59
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(b

la
nk

)
6/

5/
20

12
25

,3
02

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

23
$ 

   
   

   
   

31
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6/
10

/2
01

2
29

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

26
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
7/

26
/2

01
2

30
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
33

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
70

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2,
02

2
$ 

   
   

 
1,

78
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

8/
2/

20
12

18
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
19

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

42
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

15
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
12

/2
01

2
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
39

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

20
/2

01
2

8/
21

/2
01

2
6,

65
4

$ 
   

   
 

24
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
1/

20
12

45
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
78

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

57
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
D

V
-2

60
2-

1 
To

ta
l

10
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

3,
36

0,
49

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

6,
04

1
$ 

   
96

,7
46

$ 
   

   
   

  
D

V
-2

60
4-

1
5/

17
/2

00
7

12
/3

1/
20

07
26

,2
82

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

D
V

-2
60

4-
1 

To
ta

l
26

,2
82

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

P
ro

je
ct

s 
Fu

nd
ed

 b
y 

O
th

er
s 

To
ta

l
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
3,

38
6,

77
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
6,

04
1

$ 
   

96
,7

46
$ 

   
   

   
  

R
eh

ah
 o

f A
ld

ric
h 

U
ni

ts
 #

3 
an

d 
#4

IP
-2

60
2-

10
12

/2
9/

20
08

12
/3

0/
20

08
3,

92
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

76
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

13
1,

95
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

IP
-2

60
2-

10
 T

ot
al

3,
92

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
76

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
13

1,
95

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

eh
ah

 o
f A

ld
ric

h 
U

ni
ts

 #
3 

an
d 

#4
 T

ot
al

3,
92

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
76

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
13

1,
95

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

ep
la

ce
 R

oo
f, 

C
iti

co
 F

ilt
er

 H
se

 #
 2

IP
-2

60
2-

35
4/

19
/2

01
2

6/
22

/2
01

2
2,

47
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

73
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
44

4,
85

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

12
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
IP

-2
60

2-
35

 T
ot

al
2,

47
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

73
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
44

4,
85

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

12
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
R

ep
la

ce
 R

oo
f, 

C
iti

co
 F

ilt
er

 H
se

 #
 2

 T
ot

al
2,

47
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
2,

73
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
44

4,
85

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

12
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
S

C
A

D
A

 E
Q

U
IP

M
E

N
T 

&
 S

Y
S

TE
M

S
26

02
07

03
7/

12
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

8/
13

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
11

/1
/2

00
7

11
/1

/2
00

7
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/9
/2

00
7

10
/1

5/
20

07
12

/1
5/

20
07

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/1

7/
20

07
10

/1
5/

20
07

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
02

07
03

 T
ot

al
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 25 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
P

ro
je

ct
s 

Fu
nd

ed
 b

y 
O

th
er

s
D

V
-2

60
2-

1

D
V

-2
60

2-
1 

To
ta

l
D

V
-2

60
4-

1
D

V
-2

60
4-

1 
To

ta
l

P
ro

je
ct

s 
Fu

nd
ed

 b
y 

O
th

er
s 

To
ta

l
R

eh
ah

 o
f A

ld
ric

h 
U

ni
ts

 #
3 

an
d 

#4
IP

-2
60

2-
10

IP
-2

60
2-

10
 T

ot
al

R
eh

ah
 o

f A
ld

ric
h 

U
ni

ts
 #

3 
an

d 
#4

 T
ot

al
R

ep
la

ce
 R

oo
f, 

C
iti

co
 F

ilt
er

 H
se

 #
 2

IP
-2

60
2-

35
IP

-2
60

2-
35

 T
ot

al
R

ep
la

ce
 R

oo
f, 

C
iti

co
 F

ilt
er

 H
se

 #
 2

 T
ot

al
S

C
A

D
A

 E
Q

U
IP

M
E

N
T 

&
 S

Y
S

TE
M

S
26

02
07

03

26
02

07
03

 T
ot

al

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

1,
31

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

66
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

21
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

45
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
49

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
55

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

60
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
50

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9,
83

4
$ 

   
   

 
71

,2
99

$ 
   

   
   

36
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

9,
57

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
42

2
$ 

   
   

 
30

,9
62

$ 
   

   
   

56
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
,5

98
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

26
2

$ 
   

   
 

44
,6

61
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

46
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
68

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
45

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

40
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
87

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
59

8
$ 

   
   

 
29

,7
90

$ 
   

   
   

1,
13

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

53
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

84
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

69
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
64

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
88

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

10
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
99

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
58

2
$ 

   
   

 
37

,4
91

$ 
   

   
   

76
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
60

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
05

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
75

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

50
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

36
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
9,

73
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

82
5

$ 
   

   
 

40
,5

47
$ 

   
   

   
9,

86
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
4,

13
4

$ 
   

   
 

77
,8

06
$ 

   
   

   
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
85

,2
40

$ 
   

   
 

46
,1

48
$ 

   
  

57
2,

30
2

$ 
   

   
 

1,
34

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

48
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

96
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
26

,7
44

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

14
,6

45
$ 

   
  

16
0,

46
3

$ 
   

   
 

11
,8

08
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

63
6

$ 
   

   
 

40
,0

17
$ 

   
   

   
31

,0
78

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

8,
25

6
$ 

   
   

   
7,

99
0

$ 
   

   
 

1,
34

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
9,

43
3

$ 
   

   
 

41
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
93

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
22

1
$ 

   
   

 
16

,2
52

$ 
   

   
   

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
18

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

43
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

30
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
20

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

55
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
41

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
72

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

41
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

6,
34

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
78

8
$ 

   
   

 
41

,0
82

$ 
   

   
   

33
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

88
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

35
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
24

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
04

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

27
,6

11
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
4,

06
3

$ 
   

   
 

66
,6

45
$ 

   
   

   
53

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

,6
59

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
07

7
$ 

   
   

 
53

,6
74

$ 
   

   
   

21
,9

41
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

27
9

$ 
   

   
 

51
,6

37
$ 

   
   

   
41

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7,

51
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

45
6

$ 
   

   
 

22
,3

39
$ 

   
   

   
1,

85
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
35

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
43

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

29
,9

70
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5,

66
2

$ 
   

   
 

86
,1

05
$ 

   
   

   
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
18

,5
30

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5,
32

1
$ 

   
   

 
60

,1
42

$ 
   

   
   

41
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
14

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
23

6
$ 

   
   

 
35

,7
81

$ 
   

   
   

65
5,

29
9

$ 
   

  
5,

71
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

14
,3

23
$ 

   
  

4,
90

4
$ 

   
 

85
1,

03
7

$ 
   

   
 

31
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
38

0
$ 

   
   

   
10

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

6,
82

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

38
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
70

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
76

8
$ 

   
   

 
24

,5
67

$ 
   

   
   

59
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

9,
84

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
87

9
$ 

   
   

 
38

,0
77

$ 
   

   
   

49
$ 

   
   

   
   

60
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

81
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
13

9
$ 

   
   

   
59

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
48

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
29

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

50
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
6,

28
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

89
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

1,
98

6
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
74

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
74

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

31
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
54

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

75
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
9,

51
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
10

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

,9
02

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

47
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
13

,2
95

$ 
   

   
   

16
,2

38
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
65

3,
50

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

75
7,

07
5

$ 
   

  
5,

71
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

41
3,

26
2

$ 
   

4,
90

4
$ 

   
 

1,
34

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
42

5,
53

0
$ 

   
 

2,
06

1
$ 

   
   

 
28

,3
43

$ 
   

   
   

2,
06

1
$ 

   
   

 
28

,3
43

$ 
   

   
   

16
,2

38
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
65

3,
50

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

75
7,

07
5

$ 
   

  
5,

71
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

41
5,

32
3

$ 
   

4,
90

4
$ 

   
 

1,
34

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
45

3,
87

3
$ 

   
 

4,
23

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

33
6,

46
2

$ 
   

1,
48

0,
33

5
$ 

   
 

4,
23

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

33
6,

46
2

$ 
   

1,
48

0,
33

5
$ 

   
 

4,
23

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

33
6,

46
2

$ 
   

1,
48

0,
33

5
$ 

   
 

38
,7

83
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
43

,3
00

$ 
   

  
23

,3
50

$ 
  

55
5,

69
1

$ 
   

   
 

38
,7

83
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
43

,3
00

$ 
   

  
23

,3
50

$ 
  

55
5,

69
1

$ 
   

   
 

38
,7

83
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
43

,3
00

$ 
   

  
23

,3
50

$ 
  

55
5,

69
1

$ 
   

   
 

36
,9

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
8,

42
4

$ 
   

   
 

45
,3

74
$ 

   
   

   
1,

90
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
46

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
37

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

4,
91

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

74
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

65
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
6,

04
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
57

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

6,
61

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

22
,6

88
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

68
1

$ 
   

   
 

26
,3

69
$ 

   
   

   
4,

72
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
67

6
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
40

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

77
,2

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
14

,5
61

$ 
   

  
91

,7
88

$ 
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 26 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
S

C
A

D
A

 E
Q

U
IP

M
E

N
T 

&
 S

Y
S

TE
M

S
 T

ot
al

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

S
C

A
D

A
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t a
nd

 S
ys

te
m

s
R

P
-2

60
2-

L1
7/

2/
20

08
7/

15
/2

00
8

23
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
25

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

60
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/2

2/
20

08
11

/3
0/

20
08

29
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

30
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/1

5/
20

08
61

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

58
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

19
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/3
1/

20
08

12
/1

5/
20

08
12

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
21

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

2/
25

/2
00

9
6/

30
/2

00
9

29
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6/

29
/2

01
0

6/
26

/2
01

0
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
40

$ 
   

   
   

   
17

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
7/

30
/2

01
0

7/
30

/2
01

0
11

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

40
$ 

   
   

   
   

17
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
27

/2
01

0
8/

30
/2

01
0

15
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

13
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

10
,3

15
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
40

$ 
   

   
   

   
17

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

17
/2

01
0

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
79

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
5/

20
11

12
/1

5/
20

11
48

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

53
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
78

9
$ 

   
   

 
85

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/2

1/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
11

(b
la

nk
)

8/
31

/2
01

2
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
2-

L1
 T

ot
al

74
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

74
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

21
,1

17
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

97
0

$ 
   

   
 

93
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
S

C
A

D
A

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t a

nd
 S

ys
te

m
s 

To
ta

l
74

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
74

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
21

,1
17

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
97

0
$ 

   
   

 
93

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

S
E

C
U

R
IT

Y
 E

Q
U

IP
M

E
N

T 
&

 S
Y

S
TE

M
S

26
02

07
04

7/
19

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
5,

77
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
02

07
04

 T
ot

al
5,

77
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

S
E

C
U

R
IT

Y
 E

Q
U

IP
M

E
N

T 
&

 S
Y

S
TE

M
S

 T
ot

al
5,

77
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

S
ec

ur
ity

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t a

nd
 S

ys
te

m
s

R
P

-2
60

2-
M

1
10

/2
3/

20
07

12
/3

1/
20

11
42

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
45

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
6,

34
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/2

7/
20

07
12

/3
1/

20
07

10
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

11
0,

05
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
12

/3
1/

20
08

12
/3

1/
20

12
90

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
95

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
44

,7
90

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

6/
30

/2
00

9
12

/3
1/

20
20

49
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
44

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
6,

31
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/3

0/
20

09
12

/3
1/

20
20

18
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

16
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

14
,3

09
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
/2

01
0

12
/3

1/
20

15
66

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

59
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

13
,6

97
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

30
/2

01
1

12
/3

1/
20

15
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2,

73
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
30

/2
01

1
12

/3
1/

20
16

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

4,
12

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/2
7/

20
11

12
/3

1/
20

15
1,

15
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

27
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
81

,5
18

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/3

1/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
16

24
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

27
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

66
,4

49
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

11
/2

01
2

12
/3

1/
20

16
20

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
22

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
21

,8
91

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

16
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
2-

M
1 

To
ta

l
3,

34
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

57
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
37

2,
22

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

S
ec

ur
ity

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t a

nd
 S

ys
te

m
s 

To
ta

l
3,

34
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
3,

57
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
37

2,
22

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

S
ec

ur
ity

: P
hy

si
ca

l h
ar

de
ni

ng
26

02
04

03
11

/2
4/

20
04

11
/2

4/
20

04
10

,9
79

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/1

/2
00

4
12

/1
/2

00
4

26
02

04
03

 T
ot

al
10

,9
79

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

S
ec

ur
ity

: P
hy

si
ca

l h
ar

de
ni

ng
 T

ot
al

10
,9

79
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
S

er
vi

ce
s 

 N
ew

26
02

00
86

9/
11

/2
00

0
9/

11
/2

00
0

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
47

8
$ 

   
   

 
2,

93
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

9/
30

/2
00

0
9/

30
/2

00
0

49
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
28

9,
85

0
$ 

   
19

6,
61

7
$ 

   
   

   
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
3,

99
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/5

/2
00

6
(b

la
nk

)
65

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

34
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
1/

8/
20

07
1/

8/
20

07
86

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

52
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
2/

27
/2

00
7

2/
27

/2
00

7
1,

18
4

$ 
   

   
 

72
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
4/

12
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

37
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
22

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
00

86
 T

ot
al

4,
48

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
29

7,
41

1
$ 

   
20

1,
37

6
$ 

   
   

   
26

03
00

86
5/

26
/2

00
5

5/
26

/2
00

5
4,

09
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

03
00

86
 T

ot
al

4,
09

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

04
00

86
5/

26
/2

00
5

5/
26

/2
00

5
4,

60
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

26
04

00
86

 T
ot

al
4,

60
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

S
er

vi
ce

s 
 N

ew
 T

ot
al

13
,1

79
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
29

7,
41

1
$ 

   
20

1,
37

6
$ 

   
   

   
S

er
vi

ce
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t
26

02
00

85
9/

30
/2

00
0

9/
30

/2
00

0
4,

12
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

66
,3

25
$ 

   
  

48
,6

86
$ 

   
   

   
  

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
00

85
 T

ot
al

4,
12

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
66

,3
25

$ 
   

  
48

,6
86

$ 
   

   
   

  
S

er
vi

ce
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t T
ot

al
4,

12
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

66
,3

25
$ 

   
  

48
,6

86
$ 

   
   

   
  

S
er

vi
ce

s 
an

d 
La

te
ra

ls
 - 

N
ew

R
P

-2
60

2-
G

1
1/

18
/2

00
7

2/
22

/2
00

8
12

,7
24

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/1

5/
20

11
12

/3
1/

20
11

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

22
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
31

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
29

/2
01

2
6/

15
/2

01
2

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

35
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
24

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

4/
18

/2
01

2
4/

30
/2

01
2

86
4

$ 
   

   
   

 
64

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

5/
7/

20
12

12
/3

1/
20

12
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
38

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

34
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
5/

30
/2

01
2

6/
16

/2
01

2
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
97

$ 
   

   
   

   
46

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(b

la
nk

)
12

/3
1/

20
20

2,
82

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

15
1,

55
5

$ 
1,

03
4,

84
2

$ 
   

   
R

P
-2

60
2-

G
1 

To
ta

l
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
15

,5
52

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
15

3,
48

5
$ 

1,
03

6,
43

5
$ 

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 27 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
S

C
A

D
A

 E
Q

U
IP

M
E

N
T 

&
 S

Y
S

TE
M

S
 T

ot
al

S
C

A
D

A
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t a
nd

 S
ys

te
m

s
R

P
-2

60
2-

L1

R
P

-2
60

2-
L1

 T
ot

al
S

C
A

D
A

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t a

nd
 S

ys
te

m
s 

To
ta

l
S

E
C

U
R

IT
Y

 E
Q

U
IP

M
E

N
T 

&
 S

Y
S

TE
M

S
26

02
07

04
26

02
07

04
 T

ot
al

S
E

C
U

R
IT

Y
 E

Q
U

IP
M

E
N

T 
&

 S
Y

S
TE

M
S

 T
ot

al
S

ec
ur

ity
 E

qu
ip

m
en

t a
nd

 S
ys

te
m

s
R

P
-2

60
2-

M
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
M

1 
To

ta
l

S
ec

ur
ity

 E
qu

ip
m

en
t a

nd
 S

ys
te

m
s 

To
ta

l
S

ec
ur

ity
: P

hy
si

ca
l h

ar
de

ni
ng

26
02

04
03

26
02

04
03

 T
ot

al
S

ec
ur

ity
: P

hy
si

ca
l h

ar
de

ni
ng

 T
ot

al
S

er
vi

ce
s 

 N
ew

26
02

00
86

26
02

00
86

 T
ot

al
26

03
00

86

26
03

00
86

 T
ot

al
26

04
00

86
26

04
00

86
 T

ot
al

S
er

vi
ce

s 
 N

ew
 T

ot
al

S
er

vi
ce

s 
- R

ep
la

ce
m

en
t

26
02

00
85

26
02

00
85

 T
ot

al
S

er
vi

ce
s 

- R
ep

la
ce

m
en

t T
ot

al
S

er
vi

ce
s 

an
d 

La
te

ra
ls

 - 
N

ew
R

P
-2

60
2-

G
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
G

1 
To

ta
l

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

77
,2

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
14

,5
61

$ 
   

  
91

,7
88

$ 
   

   
   

56
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
7,

21
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
25

,8
36

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

5,
57

1
$ 

   
   

 
32

,0
05

$ 
   

   
   

12
,1

05
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

59
7

$ 
   

   
 

16
,0

12
$ 

   
   

   
4,

21
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

50
8

$ 
   

   
 

7,
84

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
,0

33
$ 

   
   

   
30

,5
00

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2,
75

7
$ 

   
   

 
33

,3
13

$ 
   

   
   

4,
60

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

47
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

14
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
7,

64
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
81

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

8,
53

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
90

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
27

4
$ 

   
   

 
13

,8
38

$ 
   

   
   

57
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
41

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
36

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

13
,0

98
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

50
0

$ 
   

   
 

30
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

18
,6

49
$ 

   
   

   
45

,5
37

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

45
,5

37
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

14
5,

49
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
19

,4
86

$ 
   

  
8,

15
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
19

8,
64

0
$ 

   
   

 
14

5,
49

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

19
,4

86
$ 

   
  

8,
15

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

19
8,

64
0

$ 
   

   
 

2,
15

0
$ 

   
   

 
71

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
8,

63
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

15
0

$ 
   

   
 

71
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8,
63

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
15

0
$ 

   
   

 
71

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
8,

63
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
20

,7
25

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
40

3
$ 

   
   

 
13

,9
90

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

45
,3

44
$ 

   
   

   
17

,6
76

$ 
   

  
12

7,
95

7
$ 

   
   

 
3,

16
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
8,

27
7

$ 
   

   
 

58
,0

80
$ 

   
   

   
57

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

6,
97

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
53

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
59

3
$ 

   
   

 
21

,7
87

$ 
   

   
   

6,
37

2
$ 

   
   

 
20

,1
94

$ 
   

   
   

20
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

94
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
22

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
36

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

5,
36

5
$ 

   
   

 
2,

16
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
91

,4
76

$ 
   

   
   

1,
33

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
,2

50
$ 

   
  

79
,5

51
$ 

   
   

   
1,

73
9

$ 
   

   
 

24
,0

61
$ 

   
   

   
2,

47
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
21

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
69

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

29
,2

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
60

,8
91

$ 
   

  
16

,1
57

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

48
5,

42
2

$ 
   

   
 

29
,2

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
60

,8
91

$ 
   

  
16

,1
57

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

48
5,

42
2

$ 
   

   
 

1,
35

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

28
7,

68
8

$ 
   

  
90

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

30
0,

93
4

$ 
   

   
 

(2
87

,6
88

)
$ 

   
(2

87
,6

88
)

$ 
   

   
1,

35
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
90

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

13
,2

47
$ 

   
   

   
1,

35
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
90

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

13
,2

47
$ 

   
   

   
2,

65
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
(2

4,
86

5)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7,
08

4
$ 

   
   

   
8,

18
1

$ 
   

   
 

46
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

59
,1

30
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(2

11
,0

26
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
(1

2,
48

4)
$ 

   
  

10
0,

98
7

$ 
   

42
3,

69
4

$ 
   

   
 

35
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

35
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

00
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
48

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

40
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

16
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
98

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
37

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
75

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
55

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

95
3

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

41
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
88

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
36

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
84

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
62

,0
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(2
31

,4
65

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

(4
,9

19
)

$ 
   

   
 

11
1,

62
5

$ 
   

44
0,

68
4

$ 
   

   
 

77
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

88
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

74
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

77
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

88
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

74
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
47

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
48

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
56

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

47
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

48
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

56
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
62

,0
45

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(2
30

,2
15

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

(4
,9

19
)

$ 
   

   
 

11
2,

99
2

$ 
   

45
1,

99
7

$ 
   

   
 

24
,4

70
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(6

0,
51

7)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

51
,6

02
$ 

   
   

 
28

,5
51

$ 
   

  
16

3,
24

1
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

24
,4

70
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(6

0,
51

7)
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

51
,6

02
$ 

   
   

 
28

,5
51

$ 
   

  
16

3,
24

1
$ 

   
   

 
24

,4
70

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(6
0,

51
7)

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
51

,6
02

$ 
   

   
 

28
,5

51
$ 

   
  

16
3,

24
1

$ 
   

   
 

1,
01

6
$ 

   
   

 
13

,7
39

$ 
   

   
   

1,
30

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

30
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

15
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

72
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
44

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

20
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

97
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

43
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
34

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
28

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
76

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

39
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

89
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
89

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
90

$ 
   

   
   

   
1,

12
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
12

8,
44

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

58
4,

06
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
29

3,
27

9
$ 

   
  

56
9,

48
0

$ 
   

3,
76

4,
49

9
$ 

   
 

12
8,

44
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
59

4,
18

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

29
3,

72
6

$ 
   

  
57

1,
82

7
$ 

   
3,

79
3,

67
2

$ 
   

 

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 28 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
S

er
vi

ce
s 

an
d 

La
te

ra
ls

 - 
N

ew
R

P
-2

60
3-

G
1

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

20
8,

91
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

3-
G

1 
To

ta
l

8,
91

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
4-

G
1

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

20
7,

49
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

4-
G

1 
To

ta
l

7,
49

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
S

er
vi

ce
s 

an
d 

La
te

ra
ls

 - 
N

ew
 T

ot
al

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

31
,9

67
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

15
3,

48
5

$ 
1,

03
6,

43
5

$ 
   

   
S

er
vi

ce
s 

an
d 

La
te

ra
ls

 - 
R

ep
la

ce
d

R
P

-2
60

2-
H

1
5/

18
/2

01
2

6/
21

/2
01

2
24

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

17
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
(b

la
nk

)
12

/3
1/

20
20

4,
52

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
18

5,
65

8
$ 

   
16

2,
58

5
$ 

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
2-

H
1 

To
ta

l
4,

52
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

18
5,

89
8

$ 
   

16
2,

76
3

$ 
   

   
   

S
er

vi
ce

s 
an

d 
La

te
ra

ls
 - 

R
ep

la
ce

d 
To

ta
l

4,
52

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
18

5,
89

8
$ 

   
16

2,
76

3
$ 

   
   

   
Ta

nk
 R

eh
ab

ili
ta

tio
n/

P
ai

nt
in

g
26

02
00

96
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/1
6/

20
05

11
/1

6/
20

05
22

,0
54

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3/
14

/2
00

7
3/

14
/2

00
7

8,
00

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
,3

60
$ 

   
   

   
79

9,
10

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

93
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
62

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
26

02
00

96
 T

ot
al

8,
00

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
,3

60
$ 

   
   

   
82

1,
15

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

93
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
62

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

Ta
nk

 R
eh

ab
ili

ta
tio

n/
P

ai
nt

in
g 

To
ta

l
8,

00
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

,3
60

$ 
   

   
   

82
1,

15
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
93

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

62
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
TA

W
 G

IS
 D

at
a 

C
on

ve
rs

io
n 

IP
-2

60
2-

22
(b

la
nk

)
12

/3
1/

20
12

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
57

5
$ 

   
   

 
1,

53
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

IP
-2

60
2-

22
 T

ot
al

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
57

5
$ 

   
   

 
1,

53
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

TA
W

 G
IS

 D
at

a 
C

on
ve

rs
io

n 
 T

ot
al

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3,
57

5
$ 

   
   

 
1,

53
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

TN
 D

O
T 

R
el

oc
at

io
ns

26
02

05
01

5/
25

/2
00

6
5/

25
/2

00
6

1,
81

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
12

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

23
1,

94
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
6/

12
/2

00
6

6/
12

/2
00

6
78

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
90

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
98

4,
59

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

87
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
49

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/1

4/
20

06
12

/1
4/

20
06

1,
65

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
15

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

14
2,

26
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

  
5/

14
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
25

/2
00

8
8/

21
/2

00
8

24
,5

61
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
26

02
05

01
 T

ot
al

4,
26

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
18

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
38

3,
36

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
87

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

49
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
TN

 D
O

T 
R

el
oc

at
io

ns
 T

ot
al

4,
26

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
18

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

1,
38

3,
36

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
87

2
$ 

   
   

   
 

49
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
To

ol
s 

an
d 

E
qu

ip
m

en
t

26
02

00
92

10
/2

7/
20

03
10

/2
7/

20
03

12
/2

/2
00

3
12

/2
/2

00
3

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
5,

73
7

$ 
   

   
 

4,
98

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
12

/3
/2

00
3

12
/3

/2
00

3
3/

17
/2

00
4

3/
17

/2
00

4
4/

13
/2

00
4

4/
13

/2
00

4
4/

15
/2

00
4

4/
15

/2
00

4
10

/2
2/

20
04

10
/2

2/
20

04
12

/3
/2

00
4

12
/3

/2
00

4
8/

30
/2

00
5

8/
30

/2
00

5
4/

28
/2

00
6

4/
28

/2
00

6
5/

15
/2

00
6

5/
15

/2
00

6
5/

19
/2

00
6

5/
19

/2
00

6
5/

23
/2

00
6

5/
23

/2
00

6
5/

25
/2

00
6

5/
25

/2
00

6
97

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
1,

26
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
4,

33
9

$ 
   

   
 

3,
16

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
5/

31
/2

00
6

5/
31

/2
00

6
6/

14
/2

00
6

6/
14

/2
00

6
6/

28
/2

00
6

6/
28

/2
00

6
8/

3/
20

06
8/

3/
20

06
8/

15
/2

00
6

8/
15

/2
00

6
9/

11
/2

00
6

9/
11

/2
00

6
10

/2
/2

00
6

10
/2

/2
00

6
12

/6
/2

00
6

12
/6

/2
00

6
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
1/

20
06

12
/1

1/
20

06
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
3/

20
06

12
/1

3/
20

06
3/

14
/2

00
7

3/
14

/2
00

7
4/

12
/2

00
7

4/
12

/2
00

7
4/

16
/2

00
7

4/
16

/2
00

7
4/

18
/2

00
7

4/
18

/2
00

7
8/

10
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
13

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
26

02
00

92
 T

ot
al

97
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

27
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

,0
75

$ 
   

  
8,

15
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

R
P

-2
60

2-
P

1
8/

13
/2

00
7

8/
12

/2
00

7
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

25
/2

00
7

10
/3

0/
20

08
12

/1
5/

20
07

12
/1

5/
20

07
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

11
/2

00
8

5/
22

/2
00

8
6/

18
/2

00
8

7/
10

/2
00

8
7/

10
/2

00
8

7/
27

/2
00

8
7/

14
/2

00
8

7/
25

/2
00

8

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 29 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
S

er
vi

ce
s 

an
d 

La
te

ra
ls

 - 
N

ew
R

P
-2

60
3-

G
1

R
P

-2
60

3-
G

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

4-
G

1
R

P
-2

60
4-

G
1 

To
ta

l
S

er
vi

ce
s 

an
d 

La
te

ra
ls

 - 
N

ew
 T

ot
al

S
er

vi
ce

s 
an

d 
La

te
ra

ls
 - 

R
ep

la
ce

d
R

P
-2

60
2-

H
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
H

1 
To

ta
l

S
er

vi
ce

s 
an

d 
La

te
ra

ls
 - 

R
ep

la
ce

d 
To

ta
l

Ta
nk

 R
eh

ab
ili

ta
tio

n/
P

ai
nt

in
g

26
02

00
96

26
02

00
96

 T
ot

al
Ta

nk
 R

eh
ab

ili
ta

tio
n/

P
ai

nt
in

g 
To

ta
l

TA
W

 G
IS

 D
at

a 
C

on
ve

rs
io

n 
IP

-2
60

2-
22

IP
-2

60
2-

22
 T

ot
al

TA
W

 G
IS

 D
at

a 
C

on
ve

rs
io

n 
 T

ot
al

TN
 D

O
T 

R
el

oc
at

io
ns

26
02

05
01

26
02

05
01

 T
ot

al
TN

 D
O

T 
R

el
oc

at
io

ns
 T

ot
al

To
ol

s 
an

d 
E

qu
ip

m
en

t
26

02
00

92

26
02

00
92

 T
ot

al
R

P
-2

60
2-

P
1

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

47
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

95
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
10

,3
38

$ 
   

   
   

47
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

95
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
10

,3
38

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
31

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
70

5
$ 

   
   

 
11

,5
18

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

2,
31

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
70

5
$ 

   
   

 
11

,5
18

$ 
   

   
   

12
8,

44
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
59

6,
97

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

29
3,

72
6

$ 
   

  
57

4,
48

2
$ 

   
3,

81
5,

52
7

$ 
   

 
2,

35
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
24

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
01

0
$ 

   
   

   
  

63
,0

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
62

,6
62

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

24
2,

85
2

$ 
   

  
96

,5
25

$ 
   

  
81

7,
86

0
$ 

   
   

 
63

,0
50

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

65
,0

13
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
24

2,
85

2
$ 

   
  

96
,7

66
$ 

   
  

82
0,

87
0

$ 
   

   
 

63
,0

50
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
65

,0
13

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

24
2,

85
2

$ 
   

  
96

,7
66

$ 
   

  
82

0,
87

0
$ 

   
   

 
(1

89
)

$ 
   

   
   

 
(1

89
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

(8
3,

05
4)

$ 
   

  
21

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(6

0,
75

9)
$ 

   
   

  
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
,9

15
$ 

   
   

 
11

2,
64

3
$ 

   
94

3,
64

5
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

60
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
(7

1,
32

8)
$ 

   
  

11
2,

86
0

$ 
   

25
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
88

2,
69

7
$ 

   
   

 
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

(7
1,

32
8)

$ 
   

  
11

2,
86

0
$ 

   
25

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

88
2,

69
7

$ 
   

   
 

30
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

42
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
30

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
42

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

30
9

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

42
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
16

,8
93

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

27
,7

39
$ 

   
  

28
0,

52
4

$ 
   

   
 

1,
25

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

62
,3

89
$ 

   
   

 
13

5,
08

5
$ 

   
1,

18
6,

39
2

$ 
   

 
13

,2
80

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

16
,4

53
$ 

   
  

17
5,

80
5

$ 
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
5,

66
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
14

,5
38

$ 
   

  
44

,7
63

$ 
   

   
   

37
,0

96
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
62

,3
89

$ 
   

   
 

19
3,

81
4

$ 
   

1,
68

7,
48

4
$ 

   
 

37
,0

96
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
62

,3
89

$ 
   

   
 

19
3,

81
4

$ 
   

1,
68

7,
48

4
$ 

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

13
0,

23
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

46
,6

76
)

$ 
   

(4
27

)
$ 

   
   

   
(6

,1
21

)
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
64

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
64

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

93
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

93
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

47
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

47
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

44
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

44
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

78
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

78
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

1,
03

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
03

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

50
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

50
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

7,
49

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
7,

49
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
7,

71
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

7,
71

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

5,
69

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
5,

69
0

$ 
   

   
   

  
9,

16
5

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
32

0
$ 

   
   

   
 

9,
48

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

33
9,

18
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

34
8,

92
2

$ 
   

   
 

5,
62

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
5,

62
1

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

31
7

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

2,
31

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

43
,3

77
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

43
,3

77
$ 

   
   

   
8,

07
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

8,
07

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

6,
62

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
6,

62
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

39
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

2,
39

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

19
,7

68
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

19
,7

68
$ 

   
   

   
40

,3
83

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
25

2
$ 

   
   

 
41

,6
35

$ 
   

   
   

7,
10

3
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

7,
10

3
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
53

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

3,
53

1
$ 

   
   

   
  

7,
90

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
7,

90
5

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

74
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

2,
74

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

36
,7

98
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
(0

)
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
36

,7
98

$ 
   

   
   

3,
72

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
3,

72
4

$ 
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

5,
41

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
5,

41
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
70

1,
07

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

(1
46

,6
76

)
$ 

   
1,

14
5

$ 
   

   
 

57
6,

03
6

$ 
   

   
 

4,
05

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
4,

05
6

$ 
   

   
   

  
4,

25
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
97

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

5,
23

8
$ 

   
   

   
  

41
,9

54
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6,

89
1

$ 
   

   
 

48
,8

46
$ 

   
   

   
2,

74
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
23

4
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
97

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
73

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

31
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

04
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
2,

19
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
16

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

2,
36

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

2,
07

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

15
7

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

22
7

$ 
   

   
   

  

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 30 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
To

ol
s 

an
d 

E
qu

ip
m

en
t

R
P

-2
60

2-
P

1
7/

14
/2

00
8

7/
27

/2
00

8
7/

31
/2

00
8

8/
18

/2
00

8
8/

8/
20

08
8/

10
/2

00
8

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
12

/2
00

8
8/

21
/2

00
8

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9/
23

/2
00

8
10

/5
/2

00
8

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
/1

6/
20

08
12

/2
/2

00
8

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
3/

20
10

3/
22

/2
01

0
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
60

$ 
   

   
   

   
26

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
6/

30
/2

01
0

7/
10

/2
01

0
7/

14
/2

01
0

7/
29

/2
01

0
8/

3/
20

10
8/

2/
20

10
8/

9/
20

10
8/

30
/2

01
0

8/
15

/2
01

0
8/

15
/2

01
0

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
26

/2
01

0
9/

5/
20

10
5/

24
/2

01
1

6/
9/

20
11

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

34
$ 

   
   

   
   

36
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/1

7/
20

11
12

/1
7/

20
11

12
/1

4/
20

11
12

/9
/2

01
1

3,
70

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
1,

07
6

$ 
   

   
 

99
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

/1
8/

20
11

2/
6/

20
12

1/
31

/2
01

2
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
2-

P
1 

To
ta

l
3,

70
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

1,
17

0
$ 

   
   

 
1,

06
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

R
P

-2
60

3-
P

1
12

/2
1/

20
11

12
/2

1/
20

11
R

P
-2

60
3-

P
1 

To
ta

l
To

ol
s 

an
d 

E
qu

ip
m

en
t T

ot
al

97
3

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
26

5
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
72

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

,2
45

$ 
   

  
9,

21
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

U
na

llo
ca

te
d 

E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

O
ve

rh
ea

d
IP

-2
60

2-
24

(b
la

nk
)

12
/3

1/
20

12
IP

-2
60

2-
24

 T
ot

al
U

na
llo

ca
te

d 
E

ng
in

ee
rin

g 
O

ve
rh

ea
d 

To
ta

l
V

eh
ic

le
s

26
02

00
91

6/
17

/2
00

5
6/

17
/2

00
5

7/
11

/2
00

5
7/

11
/2

00
5

8/
11

/2
00

5
8/

11
/2

00
5

1/
20

/2
00

6
1/

20
/2

00
6

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

11
/2

0/
20

06
11

/2
0/

20
06

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/2

9/
20

06
11

/2
9/

20
06

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
/1

9/
20

06
12

/1
9/

20
06

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

8/
10

/2
00

7
(b

la
nk

)
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
8/

27
/2

00
7

(b
la

nk
)

26
02

00
91

 T
ot

al
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
R

P
-2

60
2-

O
1

10
/3

0/
20

07
12

/3
1/

20
07

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/6

/2
00

7
12

/3
1/

20
07

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/3

1/
20

07
12

/3
1/

20
07

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
16

/2
00

8
12

/3
1/

20
08

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

7/
23

/2
00

8
12

/3
1/

20
08

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

8/
5/

20
08

12
/3

1/
20

08
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
9/

12
/2

00
8

12
/3

1/
20

08
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/3
0/

20
08

7/
31

/2
00

9
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1/

9/
20

09
12

/3
1/

20
08

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

3/
31

/2
00

9
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
1/

28
/2

00
9

3/
31

/2
00

9
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

23
/2

00
9

2/
27

/2
00

9
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
4/

30
/2

00
9

5/
31

/2
00

9
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/1
5/

20
09

10
/1

5/
20

09
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
11

/1
9/

20
10

6/
30

/2
01

0
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
10

/2
6/

20
11

10
/2

9/
20

11
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
5/

20
11

12
/3

0/
20

11
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/2
7/

20
11

11
/2

9/
20

11
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/1
5/

20
11

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

12
/2

7/
20

11
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
12

/3
0/

20
11

12
/2

5/
20

11
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
2/

6/
20

12
1/

31
/2

01
2

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

R
P

-2
60

2-
O

1 
To

ta
l

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

V
eh

ic
le

s 
To

ta
l

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

W
al

de
n'

s 
R

id
ge

 U
til

ity
26

06
03

02
12

/2
/2

00
3

12
/2

/2
00

3
18

,7
85

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

11
/1

8/
20

05
11

/1
8/

20
05

19
,9

59
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
11

/2
8/

20
05

11
/2

8/
20

05
12

/2
/2

00
5

12
/2

/2
00

5
1,

45
0,

52
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 31 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
To

ol
s 

an
d 

E
qu

ip
m

en
t

R
P

-2
60

2-
P

1

R
P

-2
60

2-
P

1 
To

ta
l

R
P

-2
60

3-
P

1
R

P
-2

60
3-

P
1 

To
ta

l
To

ol
s 

an
d 

E
qu

ip
m

en
t T

ot
al

U
na

llo
ca

te
d 

E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

O
ve

rh
ea

d
IP

-2
60

2-
24

IP
-2

60
2-

24
 T

ot
al

U
na

llo
ca

te
d 

E
ng

in
ee

rin
g 

O
ve

rh
ea

d 
To

ta
l

V
eh

ic
le

s
26

02
00

91

26
02

00
91

 T
ot

al
R

P
-2

60
2-

O
1

R
P

-2
60

2-
O

1 
To

ta
l

V
eh

ic
le

s 
To

ta
l

W
al

de
n'

s 
R

id
ge

 U
til

ity
26

06
03

02

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

3,
68

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

28
0

$ 
   

   
   

 
3,

96
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
13

,5
49

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
03

1
$ 

   
   

 
14

,5
80

$ 
   

   
   

8,
94

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

68
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
9,

62
8

$ 
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

2,
37

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

23
6

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

61
2

$ 
   

   
   

  
32

,3
42

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

4,
60

2
$ 

   
   

 
36

,9
44

$ 
   

   
   

6,
87

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

71
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
7,

67
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
3,

18
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
33

9
$ 

   
   

   
 

3,
51

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

4,
69

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

36
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
5,

06
3

$ 
   

   
   

  
3,

68
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
39

3
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
08

2
$ 

   
   

   
  

3,
73

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

39
8

$ 
   

   
   

 
4,

12
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
14

,8
48

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
58

3
$ 

   
   

 
16

,4
31

$ 
   

   
   

9,
49

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

1,
01

2
$ 

   
   

 
10

,5
02

$ 
   

   
   

7,
23

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

81
1

$ 
   

   
   

 
8,

11
7

$ 
   

   
   

  
73

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

7
$ 

   
   

   
 

86
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

46
,0

19
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
8,

43
0

$ 
   

   
 

60
,2

22
$ 

   
   

   
6,

52
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
88

8
$ 

   
   

   
 

7,
41

7
$ 

   
   

   
  

27
,3

05
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

10
0

$ 
   

   
 

29
,4

05
$ 

   
   

   
25

6,
24

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

32
,7

39
$ 

   
  

29
4,

91
0

$ 
   

   
 

1,
18

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

20
5

$ 
   

   
   

 
1,

38
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
1,

18
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
20

5
$ 

   
   

   
 

1,
38

9
$ 

   
   

   
  

95
8,

50
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(1

46
,6

76
)

$ 
   

34
,0

88
$ 

   
  

87
2,

33
5

$ 
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
32

,4
86

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

(2
8,

20
4)

$ 
   

  
32

1
$ 

   
   

   
 

4,
60

4
$ 

   
   

   
  

55
4,

23
8

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
20

,3
31

$ 
   

  
57

4,
56

9
$ 

   
   

 
44

,9
32

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

1,
65

8
$ 

   
   

 
46

,5
90

$ 
   

   
   

78
,3

08
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
3,

53
7

$ 
   

   
 

81
,8

45
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
5,

49
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

10
5,

49
1

$ 
   

   
 

81
5,

45
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
(2

8,
20

4)
$ 

   
  

25
,8

48
$ 

   
  

81
3,

09
8

$ 
   

   
 

83
,6

95
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
83

,6
95

$ 
   

   
   

75
,4

22
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

75
,4

22
$ 

   
   

   
35

5,
85

9
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

35
,7

82
$ 

   
  

39
1,

64
1

$ 
   

   
 

16
,3

06
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
1,

24
1

$ 
   

   
 

17
,5

47
$ 

   
   

   
17

,7
90

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

17
,7

90
$ 

   
   

   
20

,1
13

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

20
,1

13
$ 

   
   

   
40

,2
95

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

40
,2

95
$ 

   
   

   
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

64
,9

59
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
22

,1
62

$ 
   

  
87

,1
21

$ 
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 -
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
10

3,
59

6
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

9,
36

5
$ 

   
   

 
11

2,
96

1
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

10
5,

07
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
38

,9
27

$ 
   

  
14

3,
99

7
$ 

   
   

 
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

40
,4

98
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

33
7

$ 
   

   
 

42
,8

36
$ 

   
   

   
73

,7
38

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

12
,7

36
$ 

   
  

86
,4

75
$ 

   
   

   
28

,0
27

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

2,
15

5
$ 

   
   

 
30

,1
82

$ 
   

   
   

28
,2

15
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
2,

45
5

$ 
   

   
 

30
,6

69
$ 

   
   

   
34

,8
50

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

6,
01

9
$ 

   
   

 
40

,8
70

$ 
   

   
   

26
6,

59
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
20

,7
18

$ 
   

  
28

7,
30

8
$ 

   
   

 
43

,2
80

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

3,
32

8
$ 

   
   

 
46

,6
09

$ 
   

   
   

1,
39

8,
30

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
15

7,
22

6
$ 

   
1,

55
5,

52
8

$ 
   

 
2,

21
3,

75
6

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

(2
8,

20
4)

$ 
   

  
18

3,
07

4
$ 

   
2,

36
8,

62
6

$ 
   

 
(7

,8
53

)
$ 

   
   

 
1,

57
3

$ 
   

   
 

12
,5

06
$ 

   
   

   
(1

8,
65

3)
$ 

   
  

70
2

$ 
   

   
   

 
2,

00
9

$ 
   

   
   

  
(8

48
)

$ 
   

   
   

 
(8

48
)

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

23
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
03

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(1
,4

09
,0

15
)

$ 
31

,3
18

$ 
   

  
77

,1
06

$ 
   

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 32 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
C

ha
rg

e_
Ty

pe
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
In

-S
er

vi
ce

E
st

 C
om

p.
 D

at
e

A
FU

D
C

 D
eb

t
A

FU
D

C
 E

qu
ity

C
on

tra
ct

ed
 S

er
vi

ce
s

C
W

IP
 A

cc
ru

al
La

bo
r

La
bo

r O
ve

rh
ea

d
W

al
de

n'
s 

R
id

ge
 U

til
ity

26
06

03
02

 T
ot

al
1,

48
9,

27
4

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

W
al

de
n'

s 
R

id
ge

 U
til

ity
 T

ot
al

1,
48

9,
27

4
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
W

TP
 S

tu
dy

 E
va

lu
at

io
n

26
02

05
03

10
/3

1/
20

10
12

/3
1/

20
10

18
5,

52
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
17

3,
15

6
$ 

   
   

 
4,

88
7,

91
2

$ 
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

68
,7

87
$ 

   
  

61
,4

74
$ 

   
   

   
  

3/
1/

20
11

6/
30

/2
01

1
81

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
73

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
13

5,
09

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
  

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

10
,0

03
$ 

   
   

   
  

(b
la

nk
)

4/
1/

20
13

26
02

05
03

 T
ot

al
18

6,
33

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

17
3,

88
6

$ 
   

   
 

5,
02

3,
00

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
68

,7
87

$ 
   

  
71

,4
77

$ 
   

   
   

  
W

TP
 S

tu
dy

 E
va

lu
at

io
n 

To
ta

l
18

6,
33

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

17
3,

88
6

$ 
   

   
 

5,
02

3,
00

2
$ 

   
   

   
   

  
-

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
68

,7
87

$ 
   

  
71

,4
77

$ 
   

   
   

  
G

ra
nd

 T
ot

al
45

2,
28

7
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

46
5,

51
9

$ 
   

   
 

32
,2

17
,0

70
$ 

   
   

   
   

12
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
 

3,
97

6,
78

6
$ 

3,
35

7,
18

6
$ 

   
   

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 33 of 34



S
um

 o
f A

m
ou

nt
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
_D

es
cr

ip
tio

n
Fu

nd
in

g_
P

ro
je

ct
W

al
de

n'
s 

R
id

ge
 U

til
ity

26
06

03
02

 T
ot

al
W

al
de

n'
s 

R
id

ge
 U

til
ity

 T
ot

al
W

TP
 S

tu
dy

 E
va

lu
at

io
n

26
02

05
03

26
02

05
03

 T
ot

al
W

TP
 S

tu
dy

 E
va

lu
at

io
n 

To
ta

l
G

ra
nd

 T
ot

al

Li
ce

ns
es

, P
er

m
its

 &
 M

is
c 

Fe
es

M
at

er
ia

ls
 &

 S
up

pl
ie

s
O

th
er

O
th

er
 P

ro
fe

ss
io

na
l S

er
vi

ce
s

O
ve

rh
ea

d
R

et
ai

na
ge

S
er

vi
ce

 C
om

pa
ny

 C
ha

rg
es

G
ra

nd
 T

ot
al

23
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
03

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(1
,4

36
,3

69
)

$ 
33

,5
94

$ 
   

  
90

,7
73

$ 
   

   
   

23
9

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

4,
03

5
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

(1
,4

36
,3

69
)

$ 
33

,5
94

$ 
   

  
90

,7
73

$ 
   

   
   

25
0

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
 

12
,0

69
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
86

,6
12

$ 
   

   
 

10
0,

14
5

$ 
   

19
8,

22
2

$ 
19

1,
82

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

5,
96

5,
96

7
$ 

   
 

14
6,

63
8

$ 
   

   
 

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

-
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
25

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

,0
69

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

86
,6

12
$ 

   
   

 
10

0,
14

5
$ 

   
19

8,
22

2
$ 

19
1,

82
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
6,

11
2,

60
5

$ 
   

 
25

0
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

 
12

,0
69

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
  

86
,6

12
$ 

   
   

 
10

0,
14

5
$ 

   
19

8,
22

2
$ 

19
1,

82
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
6,

11
2,

60
5

$ 
   

 
51

8,
86

1
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

15
,9

47
,3

51
$ 

   
   

   
   

 
(1

,7
25

,9
74

)
$ 

13
5,

71
1

$ 
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

  
6,

64
8,

77
6

$ 
30

2,
01

5
$ 

4,
89

5,
71

8
$ 

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
   

   
67

,1
91

,4
36

$ 
  

TAW_R_COCDR1#15Attachment 
Page 34 of 34



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Linda C. Bridwell 
Other Participating Employees:  Kate Nartey-Quaye, Lance Williams 
 
Question: 

16. Please Identify which of the Plant Additions or Improvements identified in 
response to the previous Request involved the following major plant elements: 
(a) Treatment Plant; (b) Tank Addition; (c) Tank Rehabilitation or Painting; (d) 
Pumping Equipment; (e) Repair or Replacement of Water Mains, providing for 
each category the following information: 
 

Major Plant Element 
(Treatment Plant, Tank 

Addition; Tank 
Rehabilitation or Painting; 

Pumping Equipment; 
Repair or Replacement of 

Water Mains) 
Description of Plant Additions or 

Improvements Total Cost 
   
 
 
Response: 
 
 
Major Plant Element Description Total 
MAIN 
REPLACEMENT/RESTORED 

1101 Broad Street 12" Main Break 112541.35

  Catoosa St. 710'-6" main and FH 59494.98
  CharMac Ln 482'-6"-303'-4" & FH  70884.41
  Clemons Rd, 635'- 8" main 83937.97
  DAVID ST 327'-4" DI MAIN 29494.8
  DORISA AV INSTALL 325'-6" MAIN 25514.97
  Dunlap Ave Install 295'-6" main 30868.98
  E Ridge elm sch 210' of 8" Di 41908.3
  Elfin Rd install 1,867' of 6" main 296833.35
  ENG FEE- PRELIM DESIGN AND 

EASEMENT 
25538.48

  ENG FEES FOR RELOC E BRAINERD RD DI 87835.28
  ENG SVC LEE HWY SR-2 MAIN RELOC 64411.12

 



  FAIR OAK PLACE MAIN 4"6" 134870.88
  GRANADA DR INSTALL 1645'-6" MAIN 172012.63
  Grandview Place 8" main replaced 54122.83
  INS 218' 4" DI IN JOHNSON ST 18471.72
  INS 273' 4" IN COLVILLE ST 17416.96
  INS 291' 8" IN LEE HWY. (OFFSET) 87235.59
  INS 3,603' 8" IN STANDIFER GAP RD. 199363.47
  Ins 300' 6" DI MAIN IN OLIVE ST. 27349.3
  INS 4,550' 12" DI IN FRAWLEY RD. 685683.65
  INS 510' 8" IN GLOVERKNOLL DR. 21662.6
  INS 530' 6" DI IN ABERNATHY ST. 58004.87
  INS 530' 6" IN ROSEWOOD AVE. 46259.23
  INS 6" DI & REPLACE HYDT. VINE ST. 11427.61
  INS 6" MAIN, 1 HYDRANT, WINDISH CIR 25187.76
  INS 6" REPLACEMENT MAIN 

WORTHINGTON 
64073.41

  INS 6" S. ST. MARKS & SUNBEAM 139304.25
  INS 6" WEST END AVE & CONNELL ST 117921.55
  INS 764' 8" DI IN BENNETT RD, 68809.11
  INS 8" IN 1ST ST & GLOVERKNOLL DR 50458.16
  INS 8" MAIN & HYDT. FORREST AVE. 33968.74
  INS 801' 6" IN OAKWOOD LN. 63956.59
  Ins 819' of 6" main @125' of 4" 5 s 90579.63
  INS 950' 8" DI IN KEEBLE ST. 83070.63
  INS INSERTING VALVE, SKYLINE DR. 20671.72
  INS MAIN & HYDT IN  DORCHESTER RD. 82533.12
  INS. 365' 8" DI IN WILLOW ST. 50470.23
  Inst 180' of 6" Di on Park Dr  21632.64
  Inst 1875' of 8" in Standifer Gap 207057.21
  Inst 380' of 4" main Lwr Cravens Tr 25795.76
  Inst 400' of 2" copr Cummings Hwy  38433.8
  Inst 464' of 6" main btw jeff & mad 42714.3
  Inst 6" main in Everglades Blvd. 131971.61
  INST 8" OFFSET IN BENTON DR 11115.36
  Jersey Pk offset @ Oakwood Dr 28722.09
  JOYCE AVE 750'-6"&548'-4"MAIN 18266.65
  KELLY FERRY RD 1,400'-6" MAIN 103371.37
  KEY WEST AVE 1,450' OF 6" MAIN 105119.54
  LIBERTY ST 6" MAIN AND FH 124120.49
  LOOKOUT CREEK BRIDGE MAIN REP 100134.01
  LUPTON CITY STORAGE TANK 15636.44
  Mississippi Ave Instal 730'-4" main 109148.35
  NOT FOUND 104273.62
  OFFSET 8"-12" MAIN OLD PINEVILLE RD 44410.29
  O'NEAL ST RETIRE 374'-6" MAIN 17611
  Parksdale Ave 475' - 6" main  42283.88
  Rel 6" Main n Noah Reid Rd 43598.42
  Reloc Shalloford btw Jenkins & Gunb 333981
  RELOC SHALLOWFORD RD BRIDGE 304633.89



  Relocate 100' of 12" Main Chapman R 38036.24
  RELOCATE METER 1001 SCENIC HWY. 16320.44
  Roanoke Ave - 385' -4" main 31461.36
  Rollingwood Dr Inst 990' of 6" DI 73957.44
  Shallowfd @ Jenkins Intersect Reloc 142310.53
  Shallowford Rd. relocation 16" main 48314.52
  Spears Ave Relocate 2200' main 184573.64
  St Elmo Bridge 620' of 6" DI replac 117621.32
  ST ELMO BRIDGE PHASE II 27360.75
  SUMMIT AVE 1,370' - 6" MAIN 94550.48
  Unsch Main Rep-Chattanooga ALL 797144.41
  Unsch Main Rep-East Ridge, TN ALL 71304.65
  Unsch Main Rep-Red Bank, TN ALL 16344.01
  Unsch Main Rep-Rossville, GA ALL 16303.16
  VALLEY VIEW 935' - 6" DI MAIN 71237.23
  WAHEELA AVE 2" WATER MAIN 48709.78
  WEST END AVE 755'-6" MAIN 47713.73
  WESTONIA DRIVE 6" & 4" MAIN-FH 84836.43
  WILCOX RD 420'-4" DI MAIN 30489.7
 MAIN REPLACEMENTS Blkt Mn Repl.12" Chattanooga 23933.3
  Blkt Mn Repl.-2" Chattanooga 28800
  Blkt Mn Repl.2.5" Chattanooga 10033.79
  Blkt Mn Repl.6" Chattanooga 54057.44
  Blkt Mn Repl.8" Chattanooga 187855.37
  Bluff Job instl 8"&12" Valve 33626.72
  INS 1,001' 6" CHANDLER AVE 62650.39
  INS 1,037 4" IN KOBLENTZ CIR 33962.56
  INS 1,072' 12" FRAWLEY RD. 164095.03
  INS 1,075' 6" DI IN OCOEE ST 59629.58
  INS 1,164' 6" IN CARDEN AVE 65117.87
  INS 1,238' 12" IN HAMM RD. 80683.26
  INS 1,381'4" STANFIEL & BRADT 83799.48
  INS 1,565' 6" IN HIXSON PIKE 111189.53
  INS 1,588' 8" DIXIE CIR 155813.2
  INS 1,660 8" IN LAKEVIEW DR 250365.97
  INS 12" DI IN RIVERSIDE AVE 169678.58
  INS 128' 12" DI S CREST RD 68921.62
  INS 16" DI IN SHALLOWFORD RD 1186391.93
  INS 16"MFG RD/CHEROKEE/FRAZIER 29984.84
  INS 164' 6" IN DAISY ST 16847.66
  INS 2 - 6" GATE VALS HWY 58 15262.01
  INS 2,002' 6" IN LYERLY ST 142853.66
  INS 2,013' 12" BRAINERD RD 690489.3
  INS 2,293' 8" IN KIRKMAN RD 176704.25
  INS 200' 4" DI IN MARYLAND ST 11248.13
  INS 245' 8" IN DUANE RD 37648.65
  INS 250' 4" DI IN BUSH ST. 18170.25
  INS 264' 8" IN PEERLESS ST 17389.31



  INS 273' 6" IN ELMENDORF CIR 14704.94
  INS 273' 8" DI IN MARYLAND ST 18847.2
  INS 3,094' 8" WEST HILLS DR 123676.18
  INS 328' 8" DI IN NEWBY ST 36440.34
  INS 350' 4" DI IN SHADY CIR 22699.03
  INS 382' 6" DI IN E 18TH ST 26638.3
  INS 382' 8" DI IN WATAUGA ST 20172.87
  INS 400' 6" DI IN LOCKSLEY CIR 16188.43
  INS 436' 8"DI DORCHESTER RD 45399.7
  INS 473' 8" DI IN PAGE RD. 46261.33
  INS 528' 6" DI IN OLIVE ST 37625.92
  INS 546' 6" DI IN HUNT AVE 26575.57
  INS 552' 4" DI IN DIXIE CIR 30179.22
  INS 564' 6"DI IN TREWHITT ST 38494.33
  INS 582' 8" DI IN E 3RD ST 44525.07
  INS 6" IN JORDAN DR & LEE PKY 33658.38
  INS 600' 24" DI IN TAMPA ST. 12002.74
  INS 601' 8" IN ARLINGTON AVE 32594.73
  INS 601' 8" IN PAGE RD 54672.27
  INS 618' 8" IN SPRING ST. 58986.94
  INS 635' 8" IN FAXON ST 40778.71
  INS 650' 6" IN OAKWOOD RD 83027.79
  INS 655' 8" IN FLEGAL ST 40058.31
  INS 673' 8" DI IN ADAMS ST 41291.02
  INS 728' 6" CHICKAMAUGA TRAIL 84828.83
  INS 728' 8" IN THOMPSON ST 51649.19
  INS 770' 12" IN RINGGOLD RD. 97229.3
  INS 780'8" TIE-INS BRAINERD RD 280728.11
  INS 8 SERV LATERALS ADAMS ST. 10229.9
  INS 8" DAISY OREAR & APPLING 70608.87
  INS 8" GA TER & S MISSION DR 13552.07
  INS 8" IN AUDUBON & DAUPHIN 67478.89
  INS 8" MAIN 9TH AVE & OTHER 161238.23
  INS 8" MAIN IN MERCER ST 111528.44
  INS 819' 8" DI IN NORTHRUP ST 50526.61
  INS 900' 12" DI RIVERSIDE AVE 138181.17
  INS 910' 6" MAIN IN TAYLOR ST 70656.87
  INS 927' 8" IN SPEARS AVE 68086.99
  INS 983' 6" IN NEWTON ST 107317.95
  INS AIR VACUUM RELIEF VALVE 50597.67
  INS VALVE WHITE OAK TANK 191782.82
  INSTALL 8" VALVE-706 E. BROW RD-LKT 34399.96
  Mains Suck Creek Utility 99553.56
  PRELIM ENG LKT MTN SUPPLY MAINS 1369402.33
  Pur add esmt 4 bluff project 59930.74
  Purchase Esmt @ Bluff of lk ot mtn 167159.82
  RELOC 1,125' 6" ASHLAND TER 140988.34
  RELOC. 6" MAIN IN ASHLAND TER. 44762.51



  RELOCATE 12" MAIN IN W 38TH ST 110732.07
  RELOCATE 8" MAIN IGOU GAP RD 174496.69
  RENEW 2" SERVICES RINGGOLD RD 15717.09
  REPAIR 12" MAIN S CREST RD 23014.93
  TRANS SERVICES/HYDTS MFG RD 190206.1
   
Process Plant - Facilities and Equi Caustic Corr Inhibitor Tank Lining 48408.15
  Caustic Scrubber Containment  20886.18
  East Ridge #6 Motor Starter 15404.13
  LOOKOUT MTN PUMP # 8 41056.49
  Description Not Found 112062.01
  Purchase new current detector(SCD) 20399.2
  Rehab Filter Underdrain Aldrich 1&2 111265.23
  Rep GAC Filt Media Aldrich #6 108497.71
  Rep GAC Filter Media Ald Unit5 104922.52
  Rep GAC Filter Media Ald Unit7 104443.81
  Rep GAC Filter Media Filter #2 39573.95
  Rep GAC Filter Media Filter #3 38886.96
  Rep GAC Filter Media Filter #4 39126.87
  Rep GAC Filter Media Filter #5 38845.01
  Rep GAC Filter Media Filter #6 38870.95
  Repl Cone Valve #18 H.S. 10420.01
  Repl GAC Filter Media Ald Unit #8 109720.36
  Replace bridge to Screen House 14870.12
  Replace Elder Mtn. Pump #1 38642.11
  Replace Filter Media 2 Suck Creek 10897.95
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #1 39275.96
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #13 36845
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #14 37796.52
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #15 37927.46
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #16 36718.35
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #17 36529.98
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #18 36378.38
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #19 36723.84
  Replace GAC Filter Media Filter #20 36291.58
  Replace North End Tank Valves 21845.07
  REPLACE ROOF @HILL CITY STATION 10069.63
  Upgrade Waldens Ridge Pump 1 28909.35
  Walden Rdg #2 Valves Replaced 85228.45
 
PUMPING EQUIPMENT  Winding/Rewind #17 High Svc Motor 25464.13
  INS 1,420'24"TAMPA TO DELMONT 410027.52
  INSTALL 20" GATE VALVE PUMP 19 16184.9
  New Impeller for St.Elmo Lkmtn Stat 9953.37
  New Motor replacement St Elmo #5 11621.17
  Rep pump bowl assm wldn ridg #2 49727.77
  REPLACE MISSION RIDGE #6 MOTOR 10050.17
  REPLACE ROTATING ELEMENT #15 49098.24



   
TANK ADDITION  CONSTRUCTION - JENKINS RD TANK 1418396.5
  INS 16" DI TO JENKINS RD TANK 295977.99
  INS 3,714' 16" IN TYNER RD 961862.04
  PUR SCADA SYS JENKINS RD TANK 12682.09
   
Tank Rehabilitation/Painting Clearwell No 2 Rehabilitation 12816.03
  Elder Mtn Receiving Tank 248998.93
  ENG SERVICES ELDER MOUNTAIN TANK 33673.6
  ENG SERVICES SUCK CREEK TANK 13285.47
  PAINTING & REHAB WHITE OAK TANK 287534.61
  PAINTING ALDRIDGE UNITS 1 & 2 707387.46
  PUR CARBON - ALDRIDGE 1 & 2 44842.3
  PUR UNDERDRAINS ALDRIDGE 1&2 191414.88
   
TREATMENT PLANT Basin 1 sludge collection system 87407.21
  Citico WTP Upgrades Phase 1A 5965967.16
  GAC lease buyout Ald Unit # 1 14173.8
  INS 3 REPLACEMENT VALVES AT CITICO 37746.33
  INS SEWER LINE CITICO STATION 18646.23
  Inst Bell Jnt Clmp on Lo Svc Hdr 18647.76
  Installation of Emergency Generator 146637.66
  Paint Interior Citico Station 74823.84
  PUR & INSTALL RADIO EQUIPMENT 14544.77
  PUR & INSTALL TURBIDIMETERS 88655.15
  PUR 36"GATE VALVES/CITICO 101067.3
  PUR 7 ON LINE CHLORINE ANALYZERS 18849.88
  PUR AIR COND & CONTROLS/ LAB 23330.9
  PUR EXHAUST FAN AT CITICO 36306.01
  Pur GAC FOR ALDRICH 3 & 4 230921.22
  PUR GATE & CONTROLLER 15068.67
  PUR RADIO CONTROLS FOR TANKS 13226.38
  REBUILD NORTH TRAVELING 72379.62
  REPAIR ELECTRICAL, CITICO STATION 18442.8
  REPAIR SOUTH TRAVELING SCREEN 74100.18
  Repl Fence and Inst retaner wall 35781.28
  REPLACE #2 ALDRICH ACTUATORS 172417.95
  REPLACE CITICO BATTERIES 20371.76
  REPLACE CORROSION INHIBITOR 23365.86
  REPLACE FLUORIDE FEED PUMPS 31143.02
  REPLACE MOTOR EAST RIDGE #7 11637.4
  REPLACE MOTOR STARTER 13556.55
  REPLACE ROOF FILTER HOUSE 2 555691.09
  Replace Roof on Chem Bldg 21965.8
  Sludge Collection System Improvemen 81252.33
  TIME & LABOR PROGRAMMING 15798.9

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Linda C. Bridwell  
Other Participating Employees:  Kate Nartey-Quaye, Lance Williams 
 
Question: 

17. Provide copies of all Capital Investment Plans completed or updated since 
January 1, 2000 for or by TAWC. 

 
 
Response: 
 

Please see attached. 

 



7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2012
2012-2014 BP
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014 Total 2015 Total 2016 Total 2017In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

RP PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$720,153 $96,728 $85,933 $88,510 $86,451 $0 $0 $0$362,531$260,894 Mains - NewRP-26-A
$10,312,562 $1,450,000 $1,754,499 $1,754,500 $906,998 $0 $0 $0$4,446,564$4,415,998 Mains - Replaced/RestoredRP-26-B

$1,864,474 $360,274 $159,135 $163,909 $72,036 $0 $0 $0$1,109,121$395,080 Mains - UnscheduledRP-26-C
$3,489,022 $770,000 $500,000 $500,000 $675,980 $0 $0 $0$1,043,042$1,675,980 Mains - RelocatedRP-26-D

$431,169 $38,162 $39,309 $40,487 $42,692 $0 $0 $0$270,519$122,488 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - NewRP-26-E
$1,911,401 $1,090,000 $92,998 $96,000 $89,137 $0 $0 $0$543,266$278,135 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - ReplaceRP-26-F
$6,010,839 $450,000 $624,000 $642,000 $776,639 $0 $0 $0$3,518,201$2,042,639 Services and Laterals - NewRP-26-G
$1,547,190 $382,000 $232,000 $239,000 $106,965 $0 $0 $0$587,225$577,965 Services and Laterals - ReplacedRP-26-H
$4,200,770 $485,000 $500,000 $515,000 $0 $0 $0 $0$2,700,771$1,015,000 Meters - NewRP-26-I
$7,010,358 $777,000 $621,000 $691,000 $735,389 $0 $0 $0$4,185,971$2,047,388 Meters - ReplacedRP-26-J
$1,195,858 $215,775 $118,811 $59,850 $166,624 $0 $0 $0$634,798$345,285 ITS Equipment and SystemsRP-26-K
$1,175,742 $70,000 $70,000 $764,909 $66,379 $0 $0 $0$204,454$901,288 SCADA Equipment and SystemsRP-26-L

$851,501 $80,000 $70,000 $105,000 $143,000 $0 $0 $0$453,501$318,000 Security Equipment and SystemsRP-26-M
$218,587 $20,600 $23,047 $21,800 $21,809 $0 $0 $0$131,331$66,656 Offices and Operations CentersRP-26-N

$2,939,754 $335,000 $376,000 $376,000 $356,552 $0 $0 $0$1,496,202$1,108,552 VehiclesRP-26-O
$406,325 $36,000 $37,600 $38,240 $37,930 $0 $0 $0$256,555$113,770 Tools and EquipmentRP-26-P

$5,782,916 $1,075,883 $742,630 $742,630 $948,276 $0 $0 $0$2,273,497$2,433,536 Process Plant Facilities and EquipmentRP-26-Q
$4,367,977 $870,064 $1,749,000 $709,288 $235,351 $0 $0 $0$804,274$2,693,639 Capitalized Tank Rehabilitation/PaintingRP-26-R

$320,438 $69,469 $69,470 $69,470 $71,379 $0 $0 $0$40,649$210,319 Engineering StudiesRP-26-S

Total for RP PROJECTS: $54,757,037 $25,062,471$21,022,612 $8,671,955 $7,865,432 $7,617,593 $5,539,586 $0 $0 $0

DV PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$2,028,132 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $0 $0($1,471,868)$2,800,000 PROJECTS FUNDED BY OTHERSDV-26

Total for DV PROJECTS: $2,028,132 ($1,471,868)$2,800,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $0 $0

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$750,000 $0 $750,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$750,000Randal Taylor 4/1/2013Metershop Building AdditionsIP-2602-16
$2,896,408 $0 $46,408 $950,000 $950,000 $950,000 $0 $0$0$2,896,408Randal Taylor 12/30/2016Electrical Motor Efficiency EnhanceIP-2602-18

$100,000 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Randal Taylor 12/31/2012NRW Pressure ReductionIP-2602-19
$600,000 $0 $0 $300,000 $300,000 $0 $0 $0$0$600,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2015Interconnects Adjacent Water UDIP-2602-20
$175,000 $175,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Megan L. Tylka 12/31/2012TAW GIS Data Conversion IP-2602-22
$811,665 $32,500 $119,892 $175,014 $240,627 $243,632 $0 $0$0$779,165Randal Taylor 12/31/2016Post Acquisition BD CapExIP-2602-25

$1,077,946 $0 $0 $100,008 $900,250 $77,688 $0 $0$0$1,077,946Randal Taylor 12/31/2016Construct 1.0MG Tank & 2500-16" ERIP-2602-31
$8,819,173 $0 $180,000 $2,278,732 $6,030,441 $330,000 $0 $0$0$8,819,173Kristina E. McGee 8/31/2015Citico Plant Improvements Phase 1BIP-2602-34

$615,674 $410,118 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$205,555$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 6/22/2012Replace Roof, Citico Filter Hse # 2IP-2602-35
$2,100,538 $275,000 $1,800,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$25,538$1,800,000Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/20145933 lf of 20" Ringgold Rd. at I-75IP-2602-4

$600,000 $0 $400,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$600,000John S. Watson 12/31/2014Wastewater Treatm't & Handling ImprIP-2602-6
$250,000 $0 $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$250,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2013Convert ER Reservoir to Pump StoragIP-2602-7

Total for IP PROJECTS: $18,796,404 $231,094$17,572,692 $992,618 $3,546,300 $4,003,754 $8,421,318 $1,601,320 $0 $0
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7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2012
2012-2014 BP
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014 Total 2015 Total 2016 Total 2017In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

CS PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$6,610,575 $2,572,816 $1,151,398 $71,369 $0 $0 $0 $0$2,814,992$1,222,767Athanasios Birbilis 12/31/2014Business TransformationCS-2602-3
$464,985 $250,652 $27,087 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$187,246$27,087Michael S. O'Donnell 12/31/2013Business Transformation - OtherCS-2602-4

Total for CS PROJECTS: $7,075,560 $3,002,238$1,249,854 $2,823,467 $1,178,485 $71,369 $0 $0 $0 $0

Total for 26-Tennessee American Water Co: $82,657,132 $26,823,934$42,645,158 $13,188,040 $13,290,217 $12,392,716 $14,660,904 $2,301,320 $0 $0

Grand Total: $82,657,132 $26,823,934$42,645,158 $13,188,040 $13,290,217 $12,392,716 $14,660,904 $2,301,320 $0 $0

Page 2 of 2 AWBV-010 YR

TAW_R_COCDR1#017Attachment 
Page 2 of 19



7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2011
2011-2016 BP
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2011 Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014 Total 2015 Total 2016In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

RP PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$898,612 $93,910 $96,728 $85,933 $88,510 $91,166 $93,901 $0$348,464$456,238 Mains - NewRP-26-A
$11,730,972 $690,000 $1,450,000 $1,754,500 $1,754,500 $1,754,500 $1,754,500 $0$2,572,972$8,468,000 Mains - Replaced/RestoredRP-26-B
$1,762,144 $154,191 $150,000 $159,135 $163,909 $163,909 $168,826 $0$802,174$805,779 Mains - UnscheduledRP-26-C
$3,839,882 $504,400 $770,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000 $0$565,482$2,770,000 Mains - RelocatedRP-26-D

$558,715 $93,930 $38,162 $39,309 $40,486 $42,797 $50,000 $0$254,031$210,754 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - NewRP-26-E
$990,742 $111,495 $90,000 $93,000 $96,000 $99,000 $102,000 $0$399,246$480,000 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - ReplaceRP-26-F

$6,600,338 $569,271 $450,000 $624,000 $642,000 $661,000 $681,000 $0$2,973,067$3,058,000 Services and Laterals - NewRP-26-G
$1,832,421 $112,800 $382,000 $232,000 $239,000 $246,000 $253,000 $0$367,621$1,352,000 Services and Laterals - ReplacedRP-26-H
$5,302,452 $400,754 $485,000 $500,000 $515,000 $531,000 $547,000 $0$2,323,698$2,578,000 Meters - NewRP-26-I
$7,737,449 $825,001 $777,000 $621,000 $691,000 $355,000 $944,000 $0$3,524,448$3,388,000 Meters - ReplacedRP-26-J

$969,480 $182,450 $215,775 $115,550 $59,850 $54,000 $70,550 $0$271,305$515,725 ITS Equipment and SystemsRP-26-K
$1,329,449 $70,086 $70,000 $70,000 $764,909 $150,000 $70,000 $0$134,454$1,124,909 SCADA Equipment and SystemsRP-26-L

$895,335 $80,000 $80,000 $70,000 $105,000 $130,000 $150,000 $0$280,335$535,000 Security Equipment and SystemsRP-26-M
$195,637 $44,137 $20,600 $23,047 $21,800 $23,000 $23,700 $0$39,352$112,147 Offices and Operations CentersRP-26-N

$3,217,800 $388,220 $335,000 $376,000 $376,000 $376,000 $376,000 $0$990,580$1,839,000 VehiclesRP-26-O
$470,464 $94,000 $36,000 $37,600 $38,240 $40,000 $40,000 $0$184,624$191,840 Tools and EquipmentRP-26-P

$6,173,684 $1,343,742 $721,000 $742,630 $742,630 $750,000 $750,000 $0$1,123,682$3,706,260 Process Plant Facilities and EquipmentRP-26-Q
$6,221,455 $300,000 $870,064 $1,749,000 $709,288 $1,848,000 $435,328 $0$309,775$5,611,680 Capitalized Tank Rehabilitation/PaintingRP-26-R

$361,609 $46,995 $69,470 $69,470 $69,470 $65,554 $0 $0$40,649$273,965 Engineering StudiesRP-26-S

Total for RP PROJECTS: $61,088,640 $17,505,960$37,477,297 $6,105,384 $7,106,799 $7,862,174 $7,617,592 $7,880,926 $7,009,805 $0

DV PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$2,028,132 $864,599 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $0($2,336,467)$3,500,000 PROJECTS FUNDED BY OTHERSDV-26

Total for DV PROJECTS: $2,028,132 ($2,336,467)$3,500,000 $864,599 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $700,000 $0

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Randal Taylor 12/31/2011Dummy Unbudgeted AmountIP-2602-15
$2,896,408 $0 $0 $46,408 $950,000 $950,000 $950,000 $0$0$2,896,408Randal Taylor 12/30/2016Electrical Motor Efficiency EnhanceIP-2602-18

$184,655 $84,655 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$100,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2016NRW Pressure ReductionIP-2602-19
$600,000 $0 $0 $0 $300,000 $300,000 $0 $0$0$600,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2015Interconnects Adjacent Water UDIP-2602-20
$400,000 $0 $350,000 $50,000 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$400,000Megan L. Tylka 12/31/2015TAW GIS Data Conversion IP-2602-22
$129,870 $129,870 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Brian J. Markham 12/31/2011Unallocated Indirect OverheadIP-2602-24
$811,662 $0 $32,500 $119,888 $175,015 $240,626 $243,633 $0$0$811,662Randal Taylor 12/31/2016Post Acquisition BD CapExIP-2602-25
$700,000 $0 $300,000 $400,000 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$700,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2016Install New Hill City PumpsIP-2602-26

$1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $900,000 $0$0$1,000,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2016Install 5,700' of 16"- East BraineIP-2602-29
$1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $900,000 $0$0$1,000,000Randal Taylor 12/31/20165800'-16" Main in Navajo Dr.IP-2602-30
$1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $500,000 $400,000 $0$0$1,000,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2016Construct 1.0MG Tank & 2500-16" ERIP-2602-31
$8,639,173 $0 $0 $0 $2,278,732 $6,030,441 $330,000 $0$0$8,639,173Kristina E. McGee 8/31/2015Citico Plant Improvements Phase 1BIP-2602-34
$2,100,538 $0 $275,000 $1,800,000 $0 $0 $0 $0$25,538$2,075,000Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/20145933 lf of 20" Ringgold Rd. at I-75IP-2602-4

$600,000 $0 $0 $400,000 $200,000 $0 $0 $0$0$600,000John S. Watson 12/31/2014Wastewater Treatm't & Handling ImprIP-2602-6
$250,000 $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$250,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2016Convert ER Reservoir to Pump StoragIP-2602-7
$500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $100,000 $400,000 $0$0$500,000Randal Taylor 12/31/20163000'-24" Tennessee River CrossinIP-2602-8
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7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2011
2011-2016 BP
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2011 Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014 Total 2015 Total 2016In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$900,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $500,000 $0$0$900,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2016Repl Lktout Mtn Pump#4IP-2602-9

Total for IP PROJECTS: $21,712,307 $25,538$21,472,243 $214,526 $1,057,500 $3,066,296 $4,003,747 $8,721,067 $4,623,633 $0

CS PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$6,957,623 $2,515,699 $2,572,816 $1,165,704 $72,400 $0 $0 $0$631,005$3,810,920Athanasios Birbilis 12/31/2014Business TransformationCS-2602-3
$148,297 $73,744 $56,696 $17,857 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$74,553Michael S. O'Donnell 12/31/2013Business Transformation - OtherCS-2602-4

Total for CS PROJECTS: $7,105,920 $631,005$3,885,473 $2,589,443 $2,629,512 $1,183,561 $72,400 $0 $0 $0

Total for 26-Tennessee American Water Co: $91,935,000 $15,826,036$66,335,013 $9,773,951 $11,493,811 $12,812,032 $12,393,739 $17,301,993 $12,333,438 $0

Grand Total: $91,935,000 $15,826,036$66,335,013 $9,773,951 $11,493,811 $12,812,032 $12,393,739 $17,301,993 $12,333,438 $0
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7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2010
2010 Original Budget
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2010 Total 2011 Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014 Total 2015In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

RP PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$722,823 $50,500 $89,133 $79,186 $81,562 $84,009 $0 $0$338,433$333,890 Mains - NewRP-26-A
$4,720,758 $360,000 $749,815 $449,700 $463,190 $477,086 $0 $0$2,220,966$2,139,792 Mains - Replaced/RestoredRP-26-B

$439,215 $56,294 $51,474 $65,983 $67,962 $70,001 $0 $0$127,501$255,420 Mains - UnscheduledRP-26-C
$3,191,579 $441,220 $474,567 $635,445 $654,509 $674,143 $0 $0$311,695$2,438,663 Mains - RelocatedRP-26-D

$472,223 $50,200 $89,133 $39,104 $40,280 $41,486 $0 $0$212,020$210,003 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - NewRP-26-E
$407,610 $78,840 $44,567 $78,209 $80,555 $82,972 $0 $0$42,469$286,302 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - ReplaceRP-26-F

$4,683,850 $675,000 $711,850 $733,206 $755,202 $777,858 $0 $0$1,030,736$2,978,115 Services and Laterals - NewRP-26-G
$680,377 $135,000 $142,370 $78,209 $80,555 $82,974 $0 $0$161,269$384,108 Services and Laterals - ReplacedRP-26-H

$4,142,817 $394,200 $379,653 $611,000 $629,335 $648,215 $0 $0$1,480,415$2,268,203 Meters - NewRP-26-I
$6,324,524 $788,400 $783,035 $669,661 $689,751 $710,443 $0 $0$2,683,234$2,852,890 Meters - ReplacedRP-26-J

$476,457 $40,500 $44,566 $43,992 $45,312 $46,672 $0 $0$255,415$180,542 ITS Equipment and SystemsRP-26-K
$315,994 $59,130 $33,425 $39,104 $40,277 $41,486 $0 $0$102,572$154,292 SCADA Equipment and SystemsRP-26-L
$434,281 $59,130 $33,425 $26,395 $27,187 $28,003 $0 $0$260,141$115,010 Security Equipment and SystemsRP-26-M
$223,176 $78,840 $44,566 $19,552 $20,139 $20,743 $0 $0$39,336$105,000 Offices and Operations CentersRP-26-N

$1,666,242 $442,170 $237,284 $284,484 $293,018 $301,809 $0 $0$107,477$1,116,595 VehiclesRP-26-O
$383,155 $45,000 $94,913 $34,216 $35,243 $36,300 $0 $0$137,482$200,673 Tools and EquipmentRP-26-P

$3,817,245 $630,000 $327,419 $684,325 $704,855 $726,001 $0 $0$744,646$2,442,600 Process Plant Facilities and EquipmentRP-26-Q
$1,492,999 $203,675 $284,740 $233,095 $227,876 $234,711 $0 $0$308,902$980,421 Capitalized Tank Rehabilitation/PaintingRP-26-R

$306,478 $0 $46,955 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $0 $0$34,523$271,955 Engineering StudiesRP-26-S

Total for RP PROJECTS: $34,901,804 $10,599,232$19,714,473 $4,588,100 $4,662,890 $4,879,866 $5,011,807 $5,159,910 $0 $0

DV PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$1,831,661 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0($3,168,340)$4,000,000 PROJECTS FUNDED BY OTHERSDV-26

Total for DV PROJECTS: $1,831,661 ($3,168,340)$4,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0 $0

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$8,919 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$8,919$012/31/2007CHAT-Retirements2602000R
($22,300) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0($22,300)$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/2007CHAT-TDOT Relocations26020205

$38,318 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$38,318$0Randal TaylorCHAT-River Front Pipeline26020303
($205,548) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0($205,548)$0Business Process Efficiency P26020401

($52,939) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0($52,939)$0Randal TaylorConstruct 1.0 MG Tank - Hill26020402
$13,247 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$13,247$0Randal TaylorSecurity: Physical hardening26020403

$15,218,244 $4,700,072 $2,390,060 $6,441,024 $300,000 $0 $0 $0$1,387,088$9,131,084Kristina E. McGee 10/31/2010Citico WTP Improve Phase 1A26020503
$409,273 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$409,273$0Randal TaylorHill City Booster Suction26020601

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Randal TaylorHill City Discharge26020602
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Randal Taylor 12/31/2009NRW Pressure Reduction26020701

$1,640,333 $1,200,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$440,333$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 6/15/2010CHAT-Replace Lkt Mtn Supp Mai26029804
$1,480,335 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$1,480,335$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 3/30/2009Rehab of Aldrich Units #3 and #4IP-2602-10
$2,000,062 $0 $1,000,049 $1,000,014 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$2,000,062Randal Taylor 12/30/2012Metershop Building AdditionsIP-2602-16
$1,000,000 $0 $0 $500,000 $0 $500,000 $0 $0$0$1,000,000Randal Taylor 12/30/2014Electrical Motor Efficiency EnhanceIP-2602-18
$1,262,866 $50,000 $944,205 $82,515 $89,364 $96,782 $0 $0$0$1,212,866Randal Taylor 12/31/2012NRW Pressure ReductionIP-2602-19

$600,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $600,000 $0 $0$0$600,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2014Interconnects Adjacent Water UDIP-2602-20
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7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2010
2010 Original Budget
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2010 Total 2011 Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014 Total 2015In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$3,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000 $2,500,000 $0 $0$0$3,500,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2014Missionary Ridge Storage TankIP-2602-21
$350,000 $0 $0 $0 $350,000 $0 $0 $0$0$350,000Megan L. Tylka 12/31/2014TAW GIS Data Conversion IP-2602-22

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Brian J. Markham 12/31/2009Unallocated Indirect OverheadIP-2602-24
$1,650,000 $50,000 $50,000 $750,000 $750,000 $50,000 $0 $0$0$1,600,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2015Post Acquisition BD CapExIP-2602-25
$1,525,538 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000 $0 $0 $0$25,538$1,500,000Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/20145933 lf of 20" Ringgold Rd. at I-75IP-2602-4

$600,000 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $200,000 $0 $0$0$600,000John S. Watson 12/31/2014Wastewater Treatm't & Handling ImprIP-2602-6
$1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000 $0 $0$0$1,000,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2014Repl Lktout Mtn Pump#4IP-2602-9

2603-TN-Suck Creek (SCUD)

$95,774 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$95,774$0Randal Taylor 12/31/2006CHAT-Suck Creek Utility26030204

2606-TN-Waldens Ridge

$88,588 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$88,588$0Randal TaylorWalden's Ridge Utility26060302

Total for IP PROJECTS: $32,200,709 $3,706,625$22,494,012 $6,000,072 $4,384,314 $8,773,553 $4,389,364 $4,946,782 $0 $0

CS PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$132,653 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$132,653$0Athanasios Birbilis 12/31/2009Business Transformation CPSCS-2602-1
$8,038,963 $2,532,026 $1,704,065 $1,510,721 $1,300,293 $991,858 $0 $0$0$5,506,937Athanasios Birbilis 12/31/2012Business TransformationCS-2602-3

Total for CS PROJECTS: $8,171,617 $132,653$5,506,937 $2,532,026 $1,704,065 $1,510,721 $1,300,293 $991,858 $0 $0

Total for 26-Tennessee American Water Co: $77,105,791 $11,270,171$51,715,423 $14,120,198 $11,751,269 $16,164,139 $11,701,464 $12,098,550 $0 $0

Grand Total: $77,105,791 $11,270,171$51,715,423 $14,120,198 $11,751,269 $16,164,139 $11,701,464 $12,098,550 $0 $0
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7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2009
2009-2014 BP
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2009 Total 2010 Total 2011 Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

RP PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$828,521 $91,428 $100,500 $93,910 $83,430 $85,933 $88,511 $0$284,809$452,284 Mains - NewRP-26-A
$5,022,683 $514,528 $460,000 $790,000 $473,800 $488,014 $502,655 $0$1,793,686$2,714,469 Mains - Replaced/RestoredRP-26-B

$831,098 $65,493 $76,294 $54,233 $69,519 $71,604 $73,753 $0$420,203$345,403 Mains - UnscheduledRP-26-C
$3,498,918 $149,948 $700,000 $500,000 $669,500 $689,585 $710,272 $0$79,613$3,269,357 Mains - RelocatedRP-26-D

$610,441 $90,000 $100,200 $93,910 $41,200 $42,438 $43,709 $0$198,984$321,457 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - NewRP-26-E
$711,379 $86,721 $87,600 $46,955 $82,400 $84,872 $87,418 $0$235,412$389,245 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - ReplaceRP-26-F

$6,027,645 $750,070 $750,000 $750,000 $772,500 $795,675 $819,545 $0$1,389,855$3,887,720 Services and Laterals - NewRP-26-G
$843,303 $80,267 $150,000 $150,000 $82,400 $84,872 $87,420 $0$208,343$554,693 Services and Laterals - ReplacedRP-26-H

$4,680,186 $585,518 $438,000 $400,000 $643,745 $663,062 $682,954 $0$1,266,907$2,827,762 Meters - NewRP-26-I
$6,984,313 $625,061 $876,000 $825,000 $705,550 $726,716 $748,518 $0$2,477,468$3,881,784 Meters - ReplacedRP-26-J

$502,806 $56,381 $45,000 $46,955 $46,350 $47,741 $49,173 $0$211,208$235,218 ITS Equipment and SystemsRP-26-K
$336,853 $40,000 $65,700 $35,216 $41,200 $42,436 $43,709 $0$68,592$228,261 SCADA Equipment and SystemsRP-26-L
$448,576 $30,169 $65,700 $35,216 $27,810 $28,644 $29,504 $0$231,533$186,874 Security Equipment and SystemsRP-26-M
$271,704 $40,000 $87,600 $46,955 $20,600 $21,218 $21,855 $0$33,476$198,227 Offices and Operations CentersRP-26-N

$2,704,961 $200,006 $491,300 $250,000 $299,731 $308,722 $317,984 $0$837,219$1,667,736 VehiclesRP-26-O
$448,909 $50,000 $50,000 $100,000 $36,050 $37,132 $38,246 $0$137,482$261,427 Tools and EquipmentRP-26-P

$4,038,840 $499,990 $700,000 $344,966 $721,000 $742,630 $764,909 $0$265,345$3,273,505 Process Plant Facilities and EquipmentRP-26-Q
$1,781,046 $230,151 $226,305 $300,000 $233,095 $240,088 $247,290 $0$304,117$1,246,778 Capitalized Tank Rehabilitation/PaintingRP-26-R

$306,478 $0 $0 $46,955 $75,000 $75,000 $75,000 $0$34,523$271,955 Engineering StudiesRP-26-S

Total for RP PROJECTS: $40,878,661 $10,478,775$26,214,156 $4,185,730 $5,470,200 $4,910,270 $5,124,879 $5,276,383 $5,432,424 $0

DV PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$6,391,281 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0$391,280$5,000,000 PROJECTS FUNDED BY OTHERSDV-26

Total for DV PROJECTS: $6,391,281 $391,280$5,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $0

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$1,915,372 $188,225 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$1,727,147$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/2010TN DOT Relocations26020501
$15,600,773 $425,495 $4,701,305 $2,490,308 $6,484,329 $300,000 $0 $0$1,199,336$13,975,942Kristina E. McGee 8/31/2010Citico WTP Improve Phase 1A26020503

$1,177,357 $1,100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$77,357$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/1/2009CHAT-Replace Lkt Mtn Supp Mai26029804
$1,480,335 $21,903 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$1,458,432$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 3/30/2009Rehab of Aldrich Units #3 and #4IP-2602-10

($50) ($50) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Randal Taylor 12/31/2011Dummy Unbudgeted AmountIP-2602-15
$2,000,062 $0 $0 $1,000,049 $1,000,014 $0 $0 $0$0$2,000,062Randal Taylor 12/30/2012Metershop Building AdditionsIP-2602-16
$1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $500,000 $0 $500,000 $0$0$1,000,000Randal Taylor 12/30/2014Electrical Motor Efficiency EnhanceIP-2602-18
$1,264,474 $0 $267,900 $996,574 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$1,264,474Randal Taylor 12/31/2012NRW Pressure ReductionIP-2602-19

$600,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $600,000 $0$0$600,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2014Interconnects Adjacent Water UDIP-2602-20
$3,500,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000 $2,500,000 $0$0$3,500,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2014Missionary Ridge Storage TankIP-2602-21

$350,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $350,000 $0 $0$0$350,000Megan L. Tylka 12/31/2013TAW GIS Data Conversion IP-2602-22
$1,856,701 $206,701 $50,000 $50,000 $750,000 $750,000 $50,000 $0$0$1,650,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2015Post Acquisition BD CapExIP-2602-25
$1,525,538 $3,166 $0 $0 $0 $1,500,000 $0 $0$22,372$1,500,000Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/20135933 lf of 20" Ringgold Rd. at I-75IP-2602-4

$600,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $400,000 $200,000 $0$0$600,000John S. Watson 12/31/2014Wastewater Treatm't & Handling ImprIP-2602-6
$100,000 $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$100,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2011Convert ER Reservoir to Pump StoragIP-2602-7
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7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2009
2009-2014 BP
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2009 Total 2010 Total 2011 Total 2012 Total 2013 Total 2014In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$1,000,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,000,000 $0$0$1,000,000Randal Taylor 12/31/2014Repl Lktout Mtn Pump#4IP-2602-9

Total for IP PROJECTS: $33,970,563 $4,484,644$27,540,478 $1,945,440 $5,119,205 $4,536,931 $8,734,343 $4,300,000 $4,850,000 $0

CS PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$157,184 $157,184 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Athanasios Birbilis 12/31/2009Business Transformation CPSCS-2602-1
$8,038,963 $0 $2,532,026 $1,704,065 $1,510,721 $1,300,293 $991,858 $0$0$8,038,963Athanasios Birbilis 12/31/2012Business TransformationCS-2602-3

Total for CS PROJECTS: $8,196,148 $0$8,038,963 $157,184 $2,532,026 $1,704,065 $1,510,721 $1,300,293 $991,858 $0

Total for 26-Tennessee American Water Co: $89,436,652 $15,354,700$66,793,598 $7,288,354 $14,121,431 $12,151,266 $16,369,942 $11,876,676 $12,274,282 $0

Grand Total: $89,436,652 $15,354,700$66,793,598 $7,288,354 $14,121,431 $12,151,266 $16,369,942 $11,876,676 $12,274,282 $0

Page 2 of 2 AWBV-010 YR

TAW_R_COCDR1#017Attachment 
Page 8 of 19



7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2008
2008-2013 BP 
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2008 Total 2009 Total 2010 Total 2011 Total 2012 Total 2013In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

RP PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$1,093,248 $300,315 $226,184 $233,108 $233,570 $0 $0 $0$100,071$692,862 Mains - NewRP-26-A
$8,621,596 $1,261,167 $2,148,748 $2,214,526 $2,218,911 $0 $0 $0$778,244$6,582,185 Mains - Replaced/RestoredRP-26-B

$750,103 $101,441 $113,092 $116,554 $116,785 $0 $0 $0$302,231$346,431 Mains - UnscheduledRP-26-C
$2,469,486 $220,071 $678,552 $699,324 $700,709 $0 $0 $0$170,830$2,078,585 Mains - RelocatedRP-26-D

$973,709 $99,500 $226,184 $233,108 $233,570 $0 $0 $0$181,348$692,862 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - NewRP-26-E
$130,532 $67,185 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$63,347$0 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - ReplaceRP-26-F

$3,603,006 $614,008 $791,644 $815,878 $817,494 $0 $0 $0$563,982$2,425,016 Services and Laterals - NewRP-26-G
$390,031 $119,688 $65,254 $67,252 $67,385 $0 $0 $0$70,452$199,891 Services and Laterals - ReplacedRP-26-H

$2,184,759 $589,936 $339,276 $349,662 $350,354 $0 $0 $0$555,530$1,039,292 Meters - NewRP-26-I
$7,696,633 $1,007,454 $1,696,380 $1,748,310 $1,751,772 $0 $0 $0$1,492,716$5,196,462 Meters - ReplacedRP-26-J

$267,782 $171,500 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$96,282$0 ITS Equipment and SystemsRP-26-K
$375,200 $75,000 $98,000 $101,000 $101,200 $0 $0 $0$0$300,200 SCADA Equipment and SystemsRP-26-L
$248,290 $75,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$173,290$0 Security Equipment and SystemsRP-26-M
$493,660 $80,549 $130,508 $134,503 $134,770 $0 $0 $0$13,330$399,781 Offices and Operations CentersRP-26-N
$980,509 $468,751 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$511,759$0 VehiclesRP-26-O
$867,963 $120,670 $226,184 $233,108 $233,570 $0 $0 $0$54,432$692,862 Tools and EquipmentRP-26-P

$2,070,739 $331,102 $490,000 $505,000 $506,000 $0 $0 $0$238,636$1,501,000 Process Plant Facilities and EquipmentRP-26-Q
$2,765,690 $157,164 $678,552 $699,324 $700,709 $0 $0 $0$529,941$2,078,585 Capitalized Tank Rehabilitation/PaintingRP-26-R

$69,956 $39,443 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$30,513$0 Engineering StudiesRP-26-S

Total for RP PROJECTS: $36,052,891 $5,926,935$24,226,012 $5,899,944 $7,908,558 $8,150,657 $8,166,797 $0 $0 $0

DV PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$2,017,940 $1,837,976 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$179,964$0 PROJECTS FUNDED BY OTHERSDV-26

Total for DV PROJECTS: $2,017,940 $179,964$0 $1,837,976 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$1,918,352 $200,001 $129,746 $140,362 $0 $0 $0 $0$1,448,244$270,108Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/2010TN DOT Relocations26020501
$13,734,364 $1,182,943 $9,398,343 $2,811,306 $0 $0 $0 $0$341,771$12,209,649Kristina E. McGee 3/22/2010Citico WTP Improve Phase 1A26020503

$150,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Randal Taylor 12/31/2009NRW Pressure Reduction26020701
$150,000 $150,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Randal Taylor 12/31/2014Missionary Ridge Storage Tank26020702

$39,515 $30,038 $2,988 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$6,488$2,988Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/1/2009CHAT-Replace Lkt Mtn Supp Mai26029804
$2,137,682 $2,137,682 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/20085933 lf of 20" Ringgold Rd. at I-75IP-2602-4
$5,920,000 $0 $360,000 $2,210,000 $3,350,000 $0 $0 $0$0$5,920,000Kristina E. McGee 12/31/2011Citico WTP Filtration - Phase 2IP-2602-5

Total for IP PROJECTS: $24,049,913 $1,796,503$18,402,746 $3,850,664 $9,891,078 $5,161,668 $3,350,000 $0 $0 $0

Total for 26-Tennessee American Water Co: $62,120,744 $7,903,403$42,628,758 $11,588,584 $17,799,636 $13,312,325 $11,516,797 $0 $0 $0

Grand Total: $62,120,744 $7,903,403$42,628,758 $11,588,584 $17,799,636 $13,312,325 $11,516,797 $0 $0 $0

Page 1 of 1 AWBV-010 YR
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7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2007
Original 2007-2011 Plan (Converted)
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2007 Total 2008 Total 2009 Total 2010 Total 2011 Total 2012In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

RP PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$992,200 $200,000 $191,800 $196,000 $202,000 $202,400 $0 $0$0$792,200 Mains - NewRP-26-A
$9,494,900 $1,969,000 $1,822,100 $1,862,000 $1,919,000 $1,922,800 $0 $0$0$7,525,900 Mains - Replaced/RestoredRP-26-B

$516,100 $120,000 $95,900 $98,000 $101,000 $101,200 $0 $0$0$396,100 Mains - UnscheduledRP-26-C
$2,976,600 $600,000 $575,400 $588,000 $606,000 $607,200 $0 $0$0$2,376,600 Mains - RelocatedRP-26-D

$992,200 $200,000 $191,800 $196,000 $202,000 $202,400 $0 $0$0$792,200 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - NewRP-26-E
$450,500 $54,400 $95,900 $98,000 $101,000 $101,200 $0 $0$0$396,100 Hydrants, Valves, and Manholes - ReplaceRP-26-F

$3,522,700 $750,000 $671,300 $686,000 $707,000 $708,400 $0 $0$0$2,772,700 Services and Laterals - NewRP-26-G
$291,354 $93,300 $47,954 $49,000 $50,500 $50,600 $0 $0$0$198,054 Services and Laterals - ReplacedRP-26-H

$1,488,300 $300,000 $287,700 $294,000 $303,000 $303,600 $0 $0$0$1,188,300 Meters - NewRP-26-I
$7,441,500 $1,500,000 $1,438,500 $1,470,000 $1,515,000 $1,518,000 $0 $0$0$5,941,500 Meters - ReplacedRP-26-J

$496,100 $100,000 $95,900 $98,000 $101,000 $101,200 $0 $0$0$396,100 ITS Equipment and SystemsRP-26-K
$473,600 $77,500 $95,900 $98,000 $101,000 $101,200 $0 $0$0$396,100 SCADA Equipment and SystemsRP-26-L
$502,500 $106,400 $95,900 $98,000 $101,000 $101,200 $0 $0$0$396,100 Security Equipment and SystemsRP-26-M
$496,100 $100,000 $95,900 $98,000 $101,000 $101,200 $0 $0$0$396,100 Offices and Operations CentersRP-26-N

$3,522,700 $750,000 $671,300 $686,000 $707,000 $708,400 $0 $0$0$2,772,700 VehiclesRP-26-O
$952,200 $160,000 $191,800 $196,000 $202,000 $202,400 $0 $0$0$792,200 Tools and EquipmentRP-26-P

$2,480,500 $500,000 $479,500 $490,000 $505,000 $506,000 $0 $0$0$1,980,500 Process Plant Facilities and EquipmentRP-26-Q
$2,976,600 $600,000 $575,400 $588,000 $606,000 $607,200 $0 $0$0$2,376,600 Capitalized Tank Rehabilitation/PaintingRP-26-R

Total for RP PROJECTS: $40,066,654 $0$31,886,054 $8,180,600 $7,719,954 $7,889,000 $8,130,500 $8,146,600 $0 $0

DV PROJECTS

26-Tennessee American Water Co

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$0$0 PROJECTS FUNDED BY OTHERSDV-26

Total for DV PROJECTS: $0 $0$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

IP PROJECTS

2602-TN-Chattanooga

$25,945 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$25,945$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/2007CHAT-TDOT Relocations26020205
$38,336 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$38,336$0Randal TaylorCHAT-River Front Pipeline26020303

($178,174) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0($178,174)$0Business Process Efficiency P26020401
$159,998 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$159,998$0Randal TaylorConstruct 1.0 MG Tank - Hill26020402

$8,601 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$8,601$0Randal TaylorSecurity: Physical hardening26020403
$1,250,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$1,250,000$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/31/2010TN DOT Relocations26020501

$100,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$100,000$0Kristina E. McGee 3/22/2010Citico WTP Improve Phase 1A26020503
$450,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$450,000$0Randal TaylorHill City Booster Suction26020601

$35,001 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$35,001$0Randal TaylorHill City Discharge26020602
$300,731 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$731$0Kate Nartey-Quaye 12/1/2009CHAT-Replace Lkt Mtn Supp Mai26029804

Page 1 of 2 AWBV-010 YR
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7/20/2012FP by Type of Project -- Yearly Totals
26-Tennessee American Water Co

Estimate Type:

Year:
Budget Version:

2007
Original 2007-2011 Plan (Converted)
NET

Overall Total Total FutureTotal Prior5 Year Total Total 2007 Total 2008 Total 2009 Total 2010 Total 2011 Total 2012In Srvc Date
District

Project ManagerFP NameFP Number

FP Type

IP PROJECTS

2606-TN-Waldens Ridge

$100,003 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0$100,003$0Randal TaylorWalden's Ridge Utility26060302

Total for IP PROJECTS: $2,290,441 $1,990,441$0 $300,000 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Total for 26-Tennessee American Water Co: $42,357,095 $1,990,441$31,886,054 $8,480,600 $7,719,954 $7,889,000 $8,130,500 $8,146,600 $0 $0

Grand Total: $42,357,095 $1,990,441$31,886,054 $8,480,600 $7,719,954 $7,889,000 $8,130,500 $8,146,600 $0 $0

Page 2 of 2 AWBV-010 YR
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STRATEGIC CAPITAL EXPENDITURE PLAN

Units = Company/State TN
Revision Date

Status Approved Q3 Reforecast

Comp

Proje
ct 

Code Brief Description of Proposed Expenditures Stage (Pss Plan� 5-ye Prior
Total
2005

Plan Total
2006

Plan Total
2007

Plan Total
2008

Plan Total
2009

Plan Total
2010 Post 2010 Project Total

TN 0080 Mains, Hydrants, Valves, Meters - Deposit/ContributionPIA 5,500,000 1,000,000 1,100,000 1,100,000 1,100,000 1,100,000 1,100,000

TN 0081 Network - Replacement Renewal PIA 12,717,337 1,080,000 1,080,000 2,700,000 2,835,000 2,976,750 3,125,588
TN 0082 Network - Extension PIA 1,000,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
TN 0083 Hydrants - Replacement PIA 464,547 50,000 40,000 98,500 103,425 108,596 114,026
TN 0084 Hydrants - New PIA 750,000 149,999 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000
TN 0085 Services - Replacement PIA 651,867 35,000 70,000 135,000 141,750 148,838 156,279
TN 0086 Services - New PIA 3,900,000 780,001 780,000 780,000 780,000 780,000 780,000
TN 0087 Meters - Replacement PIA 9,100,000 850,000 1,800,000 4,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,300,000
TN 0088 Meters - New PIA 2,450,000 600,000 490,000 490,000 490,000 490,000 490,000
TN 0089 ITS Equipment & Systems PIA 250,000 30,129 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000
TN 0090 Offices and Operations Centers PIA 50,000 75,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000
TN 0091 Vehicles 90,000 12,297 90,000
TN 0092 T l d E i t PIA 460 000 150 000 100 000 90 000 90 000 90 000 90 000

Oct 17, 2005

TN 0092 Tools and Equipment PIA 460,000 150,000 100,000 90,000 90,000 90,000 90,000
TN 0093 Process Plant - Replacement PIA 1,005,000 114,000 50,000 225,000 235,000 245,000 250,000
TN 0094 Process Plant - Additions 500,000 1,811 125,000 125,000 125,000 125,000
TN 0095 Treatment Media Replacement and Process RehabilitaPIA
TN 0096 Tank Rehabilitation / Painting (capitalized) PIA 2,050,000 550,000 550,000 500,000 500,000 500,000
TN 0097 Comprehensive Planning Studies PIA 100,000 100,000

TOTAL RECURRING PROJECTS 41,038,751 5,678,238 6,009,999 10,803,500 7,810,175 7,974,184 8,440,893

SUCK Creek Acquisition
TN 98-04 Replace Lookout Mountain Supply Mains PIA 175,622 3,595 179,217
TN 04-01 STEP Project PIA 2,200,000 398,141 400,000 500,000 1,000,000 400,000 200,000 100,000 2,998,141
TN 04-03 Security: Physical hardening and exterior lighting PNI 650,928 173,673 824,601
TN 02-05 TDOT  - I75, Signal Mt. Rd, Hickory Valley Rd PCA (591) (591)
TN 03-02 Walden's Ridge Utility District Main Extension PIA 214,118 4,000,000 4,214,118
TN 05-01 TDOT Highway Projects - non refundable PNI 2,075,000 200,000 750,000 725,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 2,275,000

05-03 WTP Study, Evaluation PNI 271,000 80,000 271,000 351,000
TN 03-03 River Front Pipeline Project PIA 548,810 961,000 1,509,810
TN Pretreatment Facility Improvements 6,300,000 200,000 550,000 4,500,000 1,050,000 6,300,000
TN B-8 Filter House No 3 Imporvements 5,000,000 200,000 500,000 3,300,000 1,000,000 5,000,000

B-12 WTP Improvments, DBP (Ammoniation) 700,000 70,000 400,000 230,000 700,000
TN 04-02 Construct 1.0 MG Tank - Hill City Pressure Zone PNI 3,431 1,467,000 1,470,431

WTP Tank Truck Containmant New 100,000 100,000 100,000
TN 00-03 East Ridge Zone Storage and Pipline PCA 1,450,000 12,067 50,000 1,450,000 1,512,067

A-5 Convert East Ridge Resv. To Pumped Storage 50,000 50,000 50,000

TN Scenario B  11.21.05.xls 1 7/25/2012

TAW_R_COCDR1#017Attachment 
Page 12 of 19



STRATEGIC CAPITAL EXPENDITURE PLAN

Units = Company/State TN
Revision Date

Status Approved Q3 Reforecast

Comp

Proje
ct 

Code Brief Description of Proposed Expenditures Stage (Pss Plan� 5-ye Prior
Total
2005

Plan Total
2006

Plan Total
2007

Plan Total
2008

Plan Total
2009

Plan Total
2010 Post 2010 Project Total

Oct 17, 2005

B-19 WTP Reliability 1,600,000 1,600,000 1,600,000
B-16 Replace Lookout Mtn. Pump #4, 

TN B-11 Standby Power at Citico Plant 1,500,000 1,500,000 1,500,000
TN B-5 Wastewater Treatment & Handling Improvements
TN Replace Roof, Filter House #2

B-14 Construct 1.25 MG Tank and 1000'-16" Missionary Ridge Zone
TN A-3 Southside Chattanooga Improvements 600,000 600,000 600,000

04-01 Hill City Booster Suction,  506,000 506,000 506,000
B-13 5800'-16" Main in Navajo Dr.
B-17 3000'-24" Tennessee River Crossing

TN B-2 Install 9,100' of 12", South Crest, Wahella & John Ross
TN B-3 Install 2'300' of 12" - Page Road & Meadow Lane 215,000 215,000 215,000
TN B-4 Construct 1.0 MG Tank - Rossville Pressure Zone 2,050,000 50,000 2,000,000 2,050,000
TN B-6 Signal Mountain Interconnection Improvements
TN B 9 I t ll 10 000' f 16" Chi k ATN B-9 Install 10,000' of 16" - Chickamuaga Ave.

B-1 4600'-12"Ringgols St
TN B-10 Install 1,400' of 24" - Tremont, Oliver & Kent Streets 260,000 260,000
TN A-4 Install 5,700' of 16" - East Branierd Road 570,000 570,000
TN Install Main in Jersey Pike & 153
TN
TN Non Budget IP 18,163 18,163
TN

TOTAL INVESTMENT PROJECTS 24,617,000 7,352,840 3,371,000 2,845,000 8,900,000 4,101,000 5,400,000 830,000 34,802,957

65,655,751 13,031,079 9,380,999 13,648,500 16,710,175 ######### 13,840,893

TN Scenario B  11.21.05.xls 2 7/25/2012
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Linda C. Bridwell 
Other Participating Employees:  Kate Nartey-Quaye, Lance Williams 
 
Question: 

18. Please Identify all Plant Additions or Improvements with a total cost greater than $10,000 
that were not fully included in TAWC’s rate base as of June 1, 2012, but which are planned or 
projected to be included in TAWC’s rate base prior to the end of the Attrition Year, listing for 
each the following information: 

Description of 
Plant Addition 
or 
Improvement 

Date 
Projected 
to be 
Initiated 

Date 
Projected 
to be In 
Service 

Projected 
Total 
Cost 

Equipment 
Cost 

Material 
Cost 

Labor 
Cost 

Overhead 
Cost 

       

 
 
Response: 
 
Description of 
Plant Addition 
or 
Improvement 

Date 
Projecte
d to be 
initiated 

Date 
Projected 
to be in 
Service 

Project
ed total 
cost 

Equi
pme
nt 
Cost 

Contractor 
Services 

Material 
Cost 

Compan
y Labor 
Cost 

Overhea
d Cost 

Park Dr 8/1/2012 12/15/2012 $87,897 $0 $61,528 $13,185 $4,395 $8,790
Bliss St. 8/1/2012 12/15/2012 $45,371 $0 $31,760 $6,806 $2,269 $4,537
Walnut St. 
(Rossville) 8/1/2012 12/15/2012 $40,561 $0 $28,393 $6,084 $2,028 $4,056

Eiminate Deadend  
@ Suckcreek  2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $85,933 $0 $60,153 $12,890 $4,297 $8,593
LOVELL AVE 3/1/2012 8/12/2012 $35,000 $0 $24,500 $5,250 $1,750 $3,500
JOYCE AVE 3/1/2012 8/12/2012 $135,000 $0 $94,500 $20,250 $6,750 $13,500
WEST 
ELMWOOD 3/1/2012 8/12/2012 $66,000 $0 $46,200 $9,900 $3,300 $6,600
EAST ELMWOOD 3/1/2012 8/12/2012 $75,000 $0 $52,500 $11,250 $3,750 $7,500
OLIVE ST 3/1/2012 8/12/2012 $37,000 $0 $25,900 $5,550 $1,850 $3,700
ORMAND DR 3/1/2012 8/12/2012 $114,000 $0 $79,800 $17,100 $5,700 $11,400
CROY LN 3/1/2012 8/12/2012 $47,000 $0 $32,900 $7,050 $2,350 $4,700

 



WILLOW ST. @ 
MILNE ST. 6/1/2012 12/12/2012 $16,992 $0 $11,894 $2,549 $850 $1,699
E. CIRCLE DRIVE 6/1/2012 12/12/2012 $160,405 $0 $112,284 $24,061 $8,020 $16,041
HANOVER ST. & 
WINTHROP ST. 6/1/2012 12/12/2012 $69,197 $0 $48,438 $10,380 $3,460 $6,920
E 46TH ST. 6/1/2012 12/12/2012 $50,000 $0 $35,000 $7,500 $2,500 $5,000
HADLEY DR 6/1/2012 9/12/2012 $75,000 $0 $52,500 $11,250 $3,750 $7,500
ELLER RD 6/1/2012 9/12/2012 $75,000 $0 $52,500 $11,250 $3,750 $7,500
HARLEY LN 6/1/2012 9/12/2012 $58,000 $0 $40,600 $8,700 $2,900 $5,800
100 Blk Ochs Hwy 6/1/2012 9/12/2012 $62,000 $0 $43,400 $9,300 $3,100 $6,200
1200 Blk of 
Kathy's Trail 6/1/2012 9/12/2012 $62,000 $0 $43,400 $9,300 $3,100 $6,200
Five Springs Rd 6/1/2012 9/12/2012 $54,000 $0 $37,800 $8,100 $2,700 $5,400
2500 Cummings 
Hwy 6/1/2012 9/12/2012 $24,000 $0 $16,800 $3,600 $1,200 $2,400
CENTER ST 6/1/2012 9/12/2012 $145,000 $0 $101,500 $21,750 $7,250 $14,500
Ridgewood Ave 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $66,000 $0 $46,200 $9,900 $3,300 $6,600
10th Ave 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $70,000 $0 $49,000 $10,500 $3,500 $7,000
E 17th street 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $137,000 $0 $95,900 $20,550 $6,850 $13,700
Glenwood 
Parkway 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $55,802 $0 $39,061 $8,370 $2,790 $5,580
Elder Mtn Rd 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $450,000 $0 $315,000 $67,500 $22,500 $45,000
700 Blk Belvoir 
Ave. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $60,000 $0 $42,000 $9,000 $3,000 $6,000
Clearview Rd 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $38,500 $0 $26,950 $5,775 $1,925 $3,850
4100 blk Mayfair 
Ave. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $56,000 $0 $39,200 $8,400 $2,800 $5,600
3300 Blk Standifer 
Dr. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $117,150 $0 $82,005 $17,573 $5,858 $11,715
1000 Blk 
Gleenwood 
Dr.(service 
transfers) 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $120,000 $0 $84,000 $18,000 $6,000 $12,000
100 Blk Nawaka 
Ave. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $159,600 $0 $111,720 $23,940 $7,980 $15,960
1400 blk W. 54th 
St. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $73,300 $0 $51,310 $10,995 $3,665 $7,330
1700 blk E. 34th 
St. (service 
transfers) 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $125,000 $0 $87,500 $18,750 $6,250 $12,500
1600 Blk Arlington 
Ave. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $112,000 $0 $78,400 $16,800 $5,600 $11,200
4200 Blk Cain 
Ave. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $220,000 $0 $154,000 $33,000 $11,000 $22,000
1500 Blk Vine St. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $47,300 $0 $33,110 $7,095 $2,365 $4,730
5500 Alabama 
Ave. (service 
transfers) 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $135,000 $0 $94,500 $20,250 $6,750 $13,500
Michigan Ave. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $126,000 $0 $88,200 $18,900 $6,300 $12,600
Dower St 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $32,000 $0 $22,400 $4,800 $1,600 $3,200



3600 & 2600 E-
14th Street 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $196,000 $0 $137,200 $29,400 $9,800 $19,600
Lilac Lane 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $220,000 $0 $154,000 $33,000 $11,000 $22,000
Surry Cir 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $23,000 $0 $16,100 $3,450 $1,150 $2,300
Mononow Dr 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $25,000 $0 $17,500 $3,750 $1,250 $2,500
Bishkoko Ave 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $32,000 $0 $22,400 $4,800 $1,600 $3,200
Fagan St. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $126,000 $0 $88,200 $18,900 $6,300 $12,600
Doris St. 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $36,000 $0 $25,200 $5,400 $1,800 $3,600
Cresecent Dr. & 
Park 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $26,235 $0 $18,365 $3,935 $1,312 $2,624
Waheela dr 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $45,000 $0 $31,500 $6,750 $2,250 $4,500
Beech St 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $77,000 $0 $53,900 $11,550 $3,850 $7,700
Shannon St 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $23,000 $0 $16,100 $3,450 $1,150 $2,300
Unknown 
Emergency 
Projects 1/1/2012 12/4/2012 $100,000 $0 $0 $25,000 $65,000 $10,000
Emergency Main 
Projects 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $159,135 $0 $0 $39,784 $103,438 $15,914
Shallowford Road 
from Gunbarrel to 
Jenkins  1/2/2012 9/4/2012 $450,000 $0 $315,000 $67,500 $22,500 $45,000
Jersey Pk offset 
@ Oakwood Dr 3/2/2012 6/21/2012 $40,000 $0 $28,000 $6,000 $2,000 $4,000
SPEARS AVE 
RELOCATE 8" & 
6" MAIN 1/2/2012 7/31/2012 $450,000 $0 $315,000 $67,500 $22,500 $45,000

US-27 - Riverfront 
to Ogiati Bridge 2/1/2012 9/12/2013 $991,000 $0 $693,700 $148,650 $49,550 $99,100
New Fire Hydrants 1/2/2012 12/4/2012 $25,000 $0 $0 $6,250 $16,250 $2,500
New Valves 1/2/2012 12/4/2012 $12,162 $0 $0 $3,041 $7,905 $1,216
New Fire Hydrants 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $29,281 $0 $0 $7,320 $19,033 $2,928
New Valves 2/1/2013 9/12/2013 $10,000 $0 $0 $2,500 $6,500 $1,000
HICKORY ST 24" 
VAL REPLACED 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
WOODWARD 
AVE 16" VAL REP 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
BUCKLEY ST 30" 
VAL 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
ORCHARD KNOB 
16" VAL 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
13TH ST 16" VAL 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
E 27TH ST 24" 
VALVE 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
WHITE OAK 16" 
VAL 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739



MEMORIAL DR 
16" VAL 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
MEMORIAL DR 
E/O LYDON 16" 
REP 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
CENTRAL AVE 
30"VAL 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
CENTAL AVE S/O 
HOOKER 20" VAL 
REP 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
E 38TH ST 24" 
VALVE 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
LAKE AVE 2-16" 
VALVE 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 9/23/2012 $94,783 $0 $66,348 $14,217 $4,739 $9,478
VINE ST N/O 
WIEHL 20"  VAL 
REPLACE 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
VINE ST S/O 
WIEHL 16" VAL 
REPLACE 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
E 5TH ST E/O 
BALDWIN 24" 
VAL REPLAC 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
CENTRAL@PIER
CE 20" VAL 
REPLACEMENT 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
E5TH 
ST@GEORGIA 
20" VAL 
REPLACE 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
E3RD ST W/O 
HIGH ST 16" 
VALVE REP 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
VINE ST @ 
HOUSTON ST 16" 
VAL REP 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
E5TH ST @ 
HOUSTON 20" 
VAL REP 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
HOUSTON ST 
S/O 5TH 20"VAL 
REP 1/2/2012 12/15/2012 $47,391 $0 $33,174 $7,109 $2,370 $4,739
Emergency valve  
replacement as 
needed 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $40,000 $0 $0 $10,000 $26,000 $4,000
Emergency fire 
hydrant 
replacement as 
needed 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $53,000 $0 $0 $13,250 $34,450 $5,300



Installation of 
services as 
needed 1/3/2012 12/12/2012 $220,567 $0 $0 $55,142 $143,368 $22,057
Installation of 
services as 
needed 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $624,000 $0 $0 $156,000 $405,600 $62,400
Emergency 
replacement of 
services as 
required 1/3/2012 12/12/2012 $159,000 $0 $0 $39,750 $103,350 $15,900
Emergency 
replacement of 
services as 
required 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $232,000 $0 $0 $58,000 $150,800 $23,200
Installation of 
meter & setting 
requested by 
customer 1/3/2012 12/12/2012 $240,000 $0 $0 $60,000 $156,000 $24,000
Installation of 
meter & setting 
requested by 
customer 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $500,000 $0 $0 $125,000 $325,000 $50,000
Periodic Meter 
Replacement 
Program 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $514,974 $0 $0 $128,743 $334,733 $51,497
Periodic Meter 
Replacement 
Program 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $621,000 $0 $0 $155,250 $403,650 $62,100
Switches 1/2/2012 12/12/2012 $36,000 $0 $30,600 $0 $1,800 $3,600
Toughbooks 1/2/2012 12/12/2012 $42,000 $0 $35,700 $0 $2,100 $4,200
Routers 1/2/2012 12/12/2012 $10,000 $0 $8,500 $0 $500 $1,000
Computers 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $2,260.5 $0 $1,921 $0 $113 $226
Printers 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $34,980 $0 $29,733 $0 $1,749 $3,498
Switches 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $24,893 $0 $21,159 $0 $1,245 $2,489
UPS 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $15,400 $0 $13,090 $0 $770 $1,540
Toughbooks/Table
ts 1/3/2013 9/12/2013

$30,277.
5 

$0
$25,736 $0 $1,514 $3,028

Bristol 33xx 
replacement with 
Control Wave 1/13/2012 12/12/2012 $65,000 

$0

$55,250 $0 $3,250 $6,500
SCADA HMI 
Hardware & 
Software Upgrade 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $34,000 $0 $28,900 $0 $1,700 $3,400
Replace 4 Bristol 
33XX RTU's 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $36,000 $0 $30,600 $0 $1,800 $3,600
2012 TN Citico 
Door Repl 1/12/2012 6/11/2012

$18,007.
16 $0 $15,306 $0 $900 $1,801

2012 TN Citico IP 
Security Conv 1/13/2012 12/12/2012 $56,547 $0 $48,065 $0 $2,827 $5,655
Whiel Street 
Security System 
Install 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $40,000 $0 $34,000 $0 $2,000 $4,000



IP Video 
Conversion and 
Micro Conversion 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $22,000 $0 $18,700 $0 $1,100 $2,200
Repave 
Distribution 
parking lot 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $123,047 $0 $79,981 $28,301 $2,461 $12,305
Purchase full size 
4x4 pickup truck 
fully equpped - 
Prod 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $30,000 $0 $27,000 $0 $0 $3,000
Purchase full size 
standard pickup 
trucks - Meter 
Shop 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $90,000 $0 $81,000 $0 $0 $9,000
Purchase meter 
maint. service 
truck 4x4 - Meter 
Shop 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $40,000 $0 $36,000 $0 $0 $4,000
Purchase SUV - 
Water Quality 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $25,000 $0 $22,500 $0 $0 $2,500
Purchase utility 
service trucks - 
Distribution 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $100,000 $0 $90,000 $0 $0 $10,000
Purchase mini 
trackhoe - 
Distribution 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $50,000 $0 $45,000 $0 $0 $5,000
Vehicle 1 - 
Metershop 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $136,000 $0 $122,400 $0 $0 $13,600
Vehicle 2 - 
Distribution 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $120,000 $0 $108,000 $0 $0 $12,000
Vehicle 3 - 
Production 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $120,000 $0 $108,000 $0 $0 $12,000
Hammerhead 
Moles 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $10,000 $0 $9,000 $0 $0 $1,000
Tool and Equip 1 - 
Distribution and 
Production 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $30,000 $0 $27,000 $0 $0 $3,000
Rehab Filter 
Underdrain Aldrich 
1&2 1/15/2012 6/16/2012 $367,265 $0 $330,539 $0 $0 $36,727
Replace #2 Plant 
post chemical 
feed vault 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $80,000 $0 $72,000 $0 $0 $8,000
Emergency 
Replacements 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $60,000 $0 $0 $51,000 $3,000 $6,000
Replace Roof 
Restroom Bldg., 
Citico Station 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $23,000 $0 $20,700 $0 $0 $2,300
Replace 2 Check 
Valves Waldon 
Station 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $39,000 $0 $0 $33,150 $1,950 $3,900
Replace Starter E. 
Ridge #6 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $15,000 $0 $0 $12,750 $750 $1,500
Replace Cone 
Valve HS # 18 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $39,000 $0 $0 $33,150 $1,950 $3,900



Replace Cone 
Valve HS # 20 1/15/2012 12/12/2012 $39,000 $0 $0 $33,150 $1,950 $3,900
Replace Cone 
Valve for High 
Service Pumps 17 
& 19 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $25,000 $0 $0 $21,250 $1,250 $2,500
Replace Suction 
Valve on High 
Service Pump 16 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $12,000 $0 $0 $10,200 $600 $1,200
Replace 
starter/pump at 
Cumberland Rd 
Booster with a 
VFD 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $10,000 $0 $0 $8,500 $500 $1,000
Replace Windy 
Hill Booster 
Station  1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $10,000 $0 $9,000 $0 $0 $1,000
Replace generator 
transfer switch at 
ER/MR Station 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $25,000 $0 $0 $21,250 $1,250 $2,500
Replace 
backwash valve 
on Aldrich Unit #1 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $40,000 $0 $0 $34,000 $2,000 $4,000
Replace effluent 
actuators in 2-
House filter 
building 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $100,000 $0 $0 $85,000 $5,000 $10,000
Replace 2-Plant 
chemical injection 
pit 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $100,000 $0 $90,000 $0 $0 $10,000
Replace 30-inch 
High Service line, 
install by-pass to 
insure delivery 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $550,000 $0 $495,000 $0 $0 $55,000
Emergency 
Replacements 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $100,000 $0 $0 $85,000 $5,000 $10,000
Clearwell No 2 
Rehabilitation 3/2/2012 7/14/2012 $770,000 $0 $693,000 $0 $0 $77,000
Suck Creek Tank 
Rehab 9/12/2012 12/15/2012 $200,000 $0 $180,000 $0 $0 $20,000
Rehabilitate and 
Repaint Aldrich 
Units 7 and 8 1/3/2013 9/12/2013

$1,749,0
00 $0 $1,574,100 $0 $0 $174,900

Rehabilitate and 
Repaint Southend 
Tank 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $818,664 $0 $736,798 $0 $0 $81,866
Rehabilitate and 
Repaint Suck 
Creek Tank 1/3/2013 9/12/2013 $246,400 $0 $221,760 $0 $0 $24,640
Install 5933 lf of 
20" Ringgold Rd. 
at I-75 1/2/2008 9/15/2013

$2,075,0
00 $0 $1,452,500 $311,250 $103,750 $207,500

Meter Shop 
Building Additions 4/2/2012 4/15/2013 $750,000 $0 $675,000 $0 $0 $75,000



Wastewater 
Treatm't & 
Handling Impr 9/12/2012 9/15/2013 $400,000 $0 $360,000 $0 $0 $40,000
Convert ER 
Reservoir to Pump 
Storag  9/12/2012  9/15/2013  $250,000  $0  $175,000  $37,500  $12,500  $25,000 

 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers  
Other Participating Employees:  None  
 
Question: 

19. Please Explain changes in process or procedure that have been implemented by 
TAWC since January 1, 2010, to address valve location and operation problems. 

 
Response: 
 

We reviewed our process for field services maintenance and reallocated 
resources by investing in two new valve trucks.  We also allocated two additional 
people whose primary role is the daily operation of these vehicles, increasing the 
number of valves we operate each year.  We are in the process of implementing 
a new Geographic Information System (GIS) and Computerized Maintenance 
Management System (CMMS) with the location and information of our valves that 
will allow for quick access linked to our maps of location details and 
maintenance.  We have identified 23 large valves that need replacing and are in 
the process of replacing them. 

 

 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Kate Nartey-Quaye  
 
Question: 

20. How many valves does TAWC have in its system? 
 
 
Response: 
 
 TAWC has 12,417 valves and 5,099 hydrant valves, which totals 17,516 valves. 
 

 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers  
Other Participating Employees:  Kate Nartey-Quaye 
 
Question: 

21. How many valves has TAWC repaired or replaced since January 1, 2010.   
 
 
Response: 
  

52 valves have been repaired and 62 valves replaced by TAWC since January 1, 
2010. 

 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Deron Allen/Kate Nartey-Quaye 
 
Question: 

22. Provide copies of all Communications to and from Walden’s Ridge Utility District 
since January 1, 2010, about TAWC water service and potential termination of 
the purchase water agreement between Walden’s Ridge Utility District and 
TAWC.   

 
  
 
Response: 
 

Please refer to the response to Item 22 of the Tennessee Regulatory Authority’s 
First Data Request in this proceeding. 

 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Gina Tierney  
 
Question: 

23. Provide a copy of the most recent versions of all agreements between TAWC 
and Walden’s Ridge Utility District that have been in effect since January 1, 
2008. 

 
  
 
Response: 
 
 Please refer to the response to Item 11 of the Consumer Advocate and 

Protection Division’s First data request in this proceeding. 
 

 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Linda Bridwell  
Other Participating Employees: Kate Nartey-Quaye, Lance Williams 
 
Question: 

24. Identify all facilities, including, without limitation, all mains, pumps, storage 
facilities, and control or monitoring equipment, that TAWC utilizes or has utilized 
during the term of any agreement between TAWC and Walden’s Ridge Utility 
District to provide water to Walden’s Ridge Utility District. 

 
  
 
Response: 
 

Facilities that TAW utilizes specifically for providing water to Walden’s Ridge 
Utility District are: 

• 6,783 feet of 12 inch ductile iron pipe 
• 7,388 feet of 16 inch ductile iron pipe 
• 3,153 feet on 16 inch welded steel pipe 
• One booster station consisting of 

o Two Flowserve submerged turbine pumps each powered by GE 
three phase vertical motors 

o SCADA equipment  
• One meter vault with two 8 inch meters 

 
Additionally, the distribution system is interconnected throughout the system to 
maintain pressure, and treatment and storage facilities provide reliability and 
service to all customers, not specifically for Walden’s Ridge Utility District 

 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Linda C. Bridwell 
Other Participating Employees:  Kate Nartey-Quaye, Lance Williams  
 
Question: 

25. Identify all Plant Additions or Improvements added to TAWC’s rate base 
since January 1, 2001 that TAWC utilizes or has utilized during the term of any 
agreement between TAWC and Walden’s Ridge Utility District to provide water to 
Walden’s Ridge Utility District. 

 
  
 
Response: 
 

 

work_order_number description in_service_date completion_date total_cost
449349 Check Valve repl at WaldenRidge bst 5/7/2009 0:00 5/7/2009 0:00 $2,571.08
473595 Replace Walden Ridge #2 motor 11/19/2010 0:00 11/19/2010 0:00 $34,931.91
50020861 ACQUIRE WALDENS RIDGE WATER $10,581.10
50043274 WALDEN'S RIDGE UTILITY DIST. 11/28/2005 0:00 11/28/2005 0:00 $13,500.18
50071498 INS 2,110' 16"DI WALDENS RIDGE 11/16/2005 0:00 11/16/2005 0:00 $214,751.41
50071499 INS 2,530' 12" WALDENS RIDGE 12/2/2003 0:00 12/2/2003 0:00 $186,531.91
50071501 INS 5,505' 16" WALDENS RIDGE 12/2/2005 0:00 12/2/2005 0:00 $492,940.59
50071502 INS 4,445' 12" WALDENS RIDGE 11/18/2005 0:00 11/18/2005 0:00 $283,921.27
50072719 INS FIRE HYDT WALDENS RIDGE 12/2/2005 0:00 12/2/2005 0:00 $296.20
50073560 CONSTR WALDENS RIDGE PUMP STA 12/2/2005 0:00 12/2/2005 0:00 $1,407,166.42
50075835 INS 3 HYDRANTS WALDENS RIDGE 12/2/2003 0:00 12/2/2003 0:00 $0.00
50075837 INS HYDT WALDEN (CHATTANOOGA) 12/2/2003 0:00 12/2/2003 0:00 $0.00
50075848 INS 16" WALDEN UTILITY DIST 12/2/2005 0:00 12/2/2005 0:00 $1,887,368.37
50093994 PURCHASE METER VAULT WALDEN RI 12/2/2003 0:00 12/2/2003 0:00 $46,375.31
555021 Walden Rdg #2 Valves Replaced $85,793.26
560641 Upgrade Waldens Ridge Pump 1 $28,941.26

$4,695,670.27

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Deron E. Allen 
Other Participating Employees:  None 
 
Question: 

26. Explain why TAWC decided to remove all outside directors from its board. 
 
  
 
Response: 
 

The decision to reduce the number of external Board members has been a 
consideration for some time.  External Board members are not required by 
Tennessee law and coordinating times for Board meeting was becoming 
increasingly difficult.  The decision was made to make the Board process easier 
and less complicated for the full Board. 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Deron E. Allen  
Other Participating Employees:  None 
 
Question: 

27. Provide all Documents that address the reason or justification for TAWC’s 
removal of all outside directors from its board.   

 
  
 
Response: 
  
 There are none. 

 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. Verdouw 
Other Participating Employees:  Ed Rex 
 
Question: 

28. Provide all Documents constituting, adopting, approving, referring to, or relating 
to a “distribution system infrastructure charge” or similar tariff rider in any state 
other than Tennessee, as referred to by Mr. VerDouw in his direct testimony 
beginning on page 48.   

 
  
 
Response: 
  
 Attached for those states that have adopted Tariff Riders for a DSIC (or its 

equivalent) and that are affiliates of TAWC are the original Regulatory 
Commission/Authority Orders authorizing the DSIC and also copies of current 
DSIC Tariffs. On May 1, 2012 the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities adopted 
DSIC regulations. It is anticipated New Jersey American Water Company, an 
affiliate of TAWC, will file its initial DSIC rate petition later this year. The response 
to COC-30 provides the applicable state statutes or regulations for all states that 
provide the DSIC (or its equivalent).  
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. Verdouw 
Other Participating Employees:  Ed Rex 
 
 
Question: 

29. Identify all states in which a TAWC Parent or Affiliate or any other investor-
owned utility has requested or recommended approval of a “distribution system 
infrastructure charge” or similar tariff rider, providing in each case the regulatory 
agency, authority, or commission involved, the date of the request, and the 
docket number or reference. 

 
  
 
Response: 
 

Please refer to the attachment. 
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. VerDouw 
Other Participating Employees:  Ed Rex  
 
Question: 

30. Identify any statutory provision authorizing the approval or adoption of a 
“distribution system infrastructure charge” or similar tariff rider in any state in 
which such a charge has been approved or has been sought by a TAWC Parent 
or Affiliate or by any other investor-owned utility.   

 
  
 
Response: 
 

The information requested is publicly available, however, attached please find 
the most recent version that the Company has in its files of the requested 
statutes or regulations.  
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. Verdouw 
Other Participating Employees: Ed Rex 
 
Question: 

31. Provide all Documents constituting, adopting, approving, referring to, or relating 
to a “purchased power and chemicals charge” or similar tariff rider in any state 
other than Tennessee.   

 
  
 
Response: 
 

Both the California and New York regulatory commissions provide revenue 
adjustment tariff riders, referenced as “WRAM/MCBA” and “RPCRC” 
respectively. These tariff riders provide rate adjustments for the over or under 
collection of revenues net of the over or under recovery of water production 
expenses, i.e. power and chemical (if applicable) and purchased water (if 
applicable). Please refer to the attachment.  Attached for California-American 
Water Company (“CAWC”) and Long Island Water Corporation in New York 
(“LIWC”), both affiliates of TAWC, are the applicable portions of the Commission 
rate Orders authorizing the WRAM/MCBA and RPCRC respectively. For CAWC, 
the attached order represents the initial authorization of the WRAM/MCBA for 
one of the company’s districts. Attached also is an example of the current 
WRAM/MCBA tariff. Subsequent Commission orders have authorized 
WRAM/MCBAs for additional CAWC districts. For LIWC, the attached order and 
tariff represent the most recent adoption of the RPCRC. It is believed the RPCRC 
or its equivalent has been in effective for LIWC since the late 1980s. No other 
TAWC affiliate currently has a tariff rider similar to the PPACC proposed by 
TAWC in this proceeding.   
 
Please also see the response to COC-33 which provides the applicable state 
statutes or regulations that provide for the recovery of certain operating costs.  
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. Verdouw 
Other Participating Employees:  Ed Rex 
 
Question: 

32. Identify all states in which a TAWC Parent or Affiliate or any other investor-
owned utility has requested or recommended approval of a “purchased power 
and chemicals charge” or similar tariff rider, providing in each case the regulatory 
agency, authority, or commission involved, the date of the request, and the 
docket number or reference. 

 
  
 
Response: 
 

Please see the attached schedule. 
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. VerDouw 
Other Participating Employees:  Ed Rex 
 
Question: 

33. Identify any statutory provision authorizing the approval or adoption of a 
“purchased power and chemicals charge” or similar tariff rider in any state in 
which such a charge has been approved or has been sought by a TAWC Parent 
or Affiliate or by any other investor-owned utility.   

 
  
 
Response: 
 

The information requested is publicaly available. Having said that, attached 
please find the most recent version that TAW has in its files of the requested 
statutes or regulations for Arizona, Florida, Texas and Wyoming.    
 
In addition, the House in the State of Ohio recently passed H.B. 379 which 
includes provisions for the recovery of costs for chemical feed systems.  This Bill 
will now be taken up by the Ohio Senate.  
 
Lastly, also attached are Regulations for the States of Illinois and New Jersey 
that provide for Tariff Riders for the recovery of changes in purchased water 
costs and purchased sewage treatment and disposal costs. These have been 
provided as they represent examples of regulatory solutions to establishing rates 
for the recovery of operating costs that are similar to purchased power and 
chemicals in that they are large and volatile in nature and generally outside the 
utility’s control.  
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Lew Keathley 
Other Participating Employees:  None 
 
Question: 

34. Provide separate accountings for total purchased power expenses and chemicals 
expenses for each month since October 1, 2009.   

 
Response: 
 

Below are the total purchased power expenses and chemical expenses per 
month since October 1, 2009. 
 

Fuel and Power 
2009 2010 2011 2012    

January      173,045.47      217,388.81      202,712.44 
February      190,834.49      196,987.48      170,064.61 
March      183,087.19      242,745.70      202,084.06 
April      181,445.71      188,713.19      199,955.83 
May      191,632.94      196,473.38      228,590.70 
June      224,051.80      246,747.75      275,804.77 
July      271,516.20      310,762.09 
August      254,696.94      258,778.97 
September      255,456.80      230,875.76 
October      187,308.06       280,686.91      269,782.70 
November      179,605.45       182,045.16      163,385.20 
December      157,022.17       198,646.49      215,985.95 

Chemicals 
2009 2010 2011 2012    

January        71,858.67        83,087.44        79,965.90 
February        66,850.42        62,480.79        64,128.30 
March        52,515.48        93,555.03        68,260.35 
April        69,924.82        90,768.44        72,995.56 
May        87,329.41        76,739.26        81,717.94 

 



June        79,604.10        85,765.37        84,610.66 
July        97,464.14        86,928.76 
August      113,848.06      133,859.88 
September      116,584.48        96,180.87 
October        84,940.92         90,575.96        79,405.47 
November        69,267.10         66,376.96        67,289.85 
December        77,179.36         76,772.81        82,996.06 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Lew Keathley 
Other Participating Employees:  Kevin Rogers, Don Petry  
 
Question: 

35. For each calendar year period commencing January 1, 2006, provide separate 
accountings for increases or decreases from the prior calendar year in purchased 
power expenses and chemicals expenses. 

  
 
Response: 
 

Below are the fuel and power and chemical increases or decreases from the prior 
calendar year since January 1, 2006. 
 

Fuel and Power 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011      

Total Fuel and Power 
  
2,231,924 

  
2,276,874 

  
2,626,285 

  
2,382,233 

  
2,587,146  

  
2,738,627 

Change from Prior Year     643,229       44,949     349,411   (244,052)     204,913      151,481 

Chemicals 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011      

Total Chemical 
      
989,613  

  
1,091,507 

  
1,113,328 

  
1,265,535 

      
989,705  

  
1,039,057 

Change from Prior Year  154,213     101,894       21,821     152,206   (275,829)       49,352 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. VerDouw 
Other Participating Employees:  Ed Rex 
 
Question: 

36. Provide all Documents constituting, adopting, approving, referring to, or relating 
to a “pension tracker” or similar tariff rider in any state other than Tennessee, as 
referred to by Mr. VerDouw in his direct testimony beginning on page 59.   

  
 
Response: 

 
Please see the attachments which relate to American Water companies in the 
states of California (Decision 10-06-038 dated June 24, 2010), Missouri (Case 
No. WR-2007-0216, dated October 4, 2007) and New York (Case No. 91-M-
0890, dated September 7, 1993).  In addition, Ohio American Water Company 
(which was purchased by Aqua Ohio, Inc. on May 1, 2012) had a pension tracker 
approved in Case No. 09-0391-WS-AIR, dated May 5, 2010). 
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Decision 10-06-038  June 24, 2010 

 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
Application of California-American Water 
Company (U210W) for Authorization to 
increase its Revenues for Water Service in 
its Larkfield District by $648,100 or 23.38% 
in the year 2010; and by $140,200 or 4.07% 
in the year 2011 and to increase its 
Revenues for Water Service in its Los 
Angeles District by $7,886,200 or 41.29% in 
the year 2010; and $1,100,000 or 4.09% in 
the year 2011 and to increase its Revenues 
for Water Service in its Sacramento District 
by $17,537,800 or 51.29% in the year 2010; 
and $5,339,800 or 10.25% in the year 2011. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Application 09-01-013 
(Filed January 23, 2009) 

 

 
 
And Related Matters. 
 
 

 
 

Application 09-05-008 
Application 09-07-002 

 

 
 
DECISION ADOPTING THE 2010 AND 2011 REVENUE REQUIREMENT AND 

RATES FOR CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER COMPANY IN THE 

LARKFIELD, LOS ANGELES, AND SACRAMENTO DISTRICTS, AND 

RESOLVING THE DRY CREEK DEVELOPERS SPECIAL FACILITIES FEE 

AND PENSION BALANCING ACCOUNT ISSUES 
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DECISION ADOPTING THE 2010 and 2011 REVENUE REQUIREMENT AND 

RATES FOR CALIFORNIA-AMERICAN WATER COMPANY IN THE 

LARKFIELD, LOS ANGELES, AND SACRAMENTO DISTRICTS, AND 

RESOLVING THE DRY CREEK DEVELOPERS SPECIAL FACILITIES FEE 

AND PENSION BALANCING ACCOUNT ISSUES 

 

1. Summary 

This decision authorizes a revenue requirement for the Larkfield, Los 

Angeles, and Sacramento districts of California-American Water Company.  The 

revenue requirement for the Larkfield District of California-American Water 

Company is $3,079,900, a 7.23% increase for the 12 months beginning July 1, 2010.  

The revenue requirement for the Los Angeles District is $25,850,700, a 26.99% 

increase beginning January 1, 2010.  The revenue requirement for the Sacramento 

District is $45,438,300, a 24.27% increase for the 12 months beginning July 1, 2010.  

The overall increases include the purchased water, purchased power and 

pump taxes expense of $474,500 for the Larkfield District, $8,735,700 for the Los 

Angeles District and $4,498,500 for the Sacramento District.  The costs for 

purchased water, purchased power and pump taxes is a direct pass through to 

customers and was estimated in California-American Water Company’s general 

rate case application, but calculated for this decision based on current costs.  The 

purchased water, purchased power and pump taxes expense accounts for 15.4%, 

33.8% and 9.9% of the overall revenue requirement in the Larkfield, Los Angeles 

and Sacramento districts respectively.     

Under the adopted rates the average residential customer with average 

water use will experience a bill increase of 3.06% in the Larkfield District, 3.99%, 

36.78% and 17.61% in the Los Angeles District sub-systems of Baldwin Hills, 

Duarte and San Marino, respectively, and 19.21% to 21.11% in the Sacramento 

District.  The range of rate increase percentages in the Sacramento District 
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represents the difference between metered and unmetered customers.  The rates 

for all districts will be adjusted for 2011 and 2012 consistent with the existing 

water company rate case plan (Decision 07-05-062). 

This decision adopts the partial settlement, available online at 

http://docs.cpuc.gov/efile/MOTION/111662.pdf, between  

California-American Water Company and the Division of Ratepayer Advocates.  

In addition, this decision adopts California-American Water Company’s 

California Corporate Franchise Tax and the Domestic Production Activity 

Deduction calculation methodologies.  The rates in this decision reflect the 

impacts of  

Decision 10-06-003 issued on June 4, 2010, in response to Cal Am’s petition to 

modify Decision 09-07-021.  This decision also grants California-American Water 

Company’s motion to strike portions of the opening brief of the City of Duarte.   

This proceeding is closed.  

2. Background 

The Commission regulates water service provided by Class A water 

utilities pursuant to Article XII of the California Constitution and the Public 

Utilities Code.1  For Class A water utilities, Pub. Util. Code § 455.2, as 

implemented in Decision (D.) 04-06-018 and updated in D.07-05-062, provides for 

a general rate case proceeding every three years. 

California-American Water Company (Cal Am) is a Class A water 

company with seven districts: Coronado, Felton, Larkfield, Los Angeles, 

                                              
1  A Class A utility is defined as an investor-owned water utility with over 10,000 
service connections. 
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Monterey, Sacramento, and Village.  This general rate case proceeding involves 

the Larkfield, Los Angeles and Sacramento districts. 

The Larkfield Water Company was constructed and granted a certificate of 

public convenience and necessity in 1959.  It was merged into Citizens Utilities 

Company of California (Citizens) in 1995, which was then acquired by American 

Water Works, Inc., Cal Am's parent company, in 2002.2  The Larkfield District 

provides water service to an unincorporated portion of Sonoma County about 

four miles north of the City of Santa Rosa, California.  The service area includes 

the Larkfield and Wikiup subdivisions which lie along the eastern boundary of 

U.S. Highway 101 and the community of Fulton which is located west of  

U.S. Highway 101.  An interconnected distribution system serves the three areas 

of the district which provides water to approximately 2,400 customers.  The mix 

of water provided to Larkfield District customers consists of well water and 

water purchased from the Sonoma County Water Agency.  

There are approximately 28,000 customers in the Los Angeles District.  The 

district has three physically separated subsystems, the largest being San Marino.  

The other two are the neighboring Duarte subsystem and the geographically 

farther Baldwin Hills subsystem.3  The district is served by wells and irrigation 

water utilizing Cal Am’s groundwater rights and by purchases from municipal 

wholesalers.  The San Marino and Duarte subsystems use primarily groundwater 

while the Baldwin Hills subsystem uses approximately 50% purchased water 

                                              
2  The transaction was authorized by the Commission in D.01-09-057. 

3  The San Marino service area is ten miles northeast of downtown Los Angeles in the 
San Gabriel Valley, and the Baldwin Hills service area is centrally located in an 
unincorporated area of Los Angeles County southwest of downtown Los Angeles and 
just a few miles east of the Los Angeles International Airport. 
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from the Metropolitan Water District and the West Basin Municipal Water 

District. 

In 1928 the North Sacramento Light and Water Company was purchased 

by Public Utilities California Corporation.  The name was changed to Citizens 

Utilities Company of California (Citizens) in 1949.  Over the years, through a 

series of mergers and acquisitions Citizens grew to encompass the ten distinct 

water systems that now comprise the Sacramento District.   

In January 2002 Cal Am's parent company, American Water Works, Inc., 

acquired Citizens.  The Sacramento District provides water service to areas north, 

east and south of the City of Sacramento.  It also includes an area west of the City 

of Roseville in Placer County and the smaller communities of Isleton and Walnut 

Grove located southwest of the City of Sacramento.  The ten water systems are 

now operated as one.  The ten systems are Antelope, Arden, Isleton, Lincoln 

Oaks, Parkway, Rosemont, Security, Suburban, Walnut Grove and West Placer.  

The Sacramento District serves almost 58,000 customers.  

3. Procedural Background 

On January 23, 2009, Cal Am filed its general rate case Application  

(A.) 09-01-013.  A protest to the application was timely filed by Mark West 

Community Services Committee on February 13, 2009, and by the Division of 

Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) on January 30, 2009.  A prehearing conference was 

held on March 25, 2009.  By ruling on July 13, 2009, the Administrative Law 

Judge (ALJ) granted motions by the City of Duarte and the City of Bradbury for 

party status.   

On April 23, 2009, the assigned Commissioner and ALJ issued a scoping 

memo setting the procedural schedule for A.09-01-013.  The Commission held 

five public participation hearings, in Windsor, Monrovia, Inglewood, Walnut 
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Grove, and Rancho Cordova on June 4, 8, 9, 10, and 11, 2009, respectively.  There 

were afternoon and evening sessions at all locations except Walnut Grove where 

only an evening session was held.  All public participation hearings were well 

attended, except for Englewood where only one person was present.  The 

discussion was robust, with most speakers expressing concern over rate increases 

in light of the poor economy and its impact on ratepayers.  At the Monrovia 

public participation hearing, in addition to the comments on the size of the rate 

increase, many parties expressed concern over the Los Angeles District’s 

regionalized rate structure for the San Marino, Duarte and Baldwin Hills 

systems.  

An August 10, 2009 ALJ ruling consolidated A.09-01-013 with A.09-05-008, 

the application for an order authorizing the adjustment of the Dry Creek special 

facilities fees.  On August 19, 2009, an ALJ ruling consolidated these proceedings 

with A.09-07-002, Cal Am’s application for a balancing account to track pension 

and other post-retirement benefit costs.    

Evidentiary hearings were scheduled for November 2 – 6, 2009.  Settlement 

negotiations were started on October 20, 2009, and continued through  

November 5, 2009.  At a brief evidentiary hearing on November 6, 2010, the 

parties informed the ALJ that most items had been settled and the parties were 

willing to forego extensive evidentiary hearings, have the witnesses' prepared 

testimony and other exhibits received into the record without cross examination, 

and submit the case on briefs.  The ALJ directed the parties to submit the 

settlement agreement no later than December 4, 2009, in order to maintain the 

proceeding schedule.  Cal Am and DRA requested one week extensions of time 

for submitting the settlement on December 4 and December 11, 2009.  The ALJ 
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granted both requests and set the final deadline for submission of the settlement 

agreement as December 18, 2009.   

On January 19, 2010, opening briefs were filed by Cal Am, DRA, the Mark 

West Area Community Services Committee and the Cities of Duarte and 

Bradbury.  Reply briefs were filed on February 3, 2010.  The case was submitted 

on February 3, 2010.   

4. The Settlement 

On December 18, 2009, Cal Am and DRA filed a joint motion for adoption 

of the settlement agreement addressing most issues in the proceeding.  

The settlement describes in detail the parties’ initial positions, areas of 

disagreement and the final resolution of each item.  Settlement was achieved a 

number of ways; the parties agreed on a particular issue at the outset, new or 

corrected information was provided altering one party’s initial position, or a 

compromise position was agreed upon by the parties.  The settlement includes all 

but two disputed issues relating to taxes; the California Corporate Franchise Tax 

and the Domestic Production Activities Deduction tax calculations.  Those issues 

are discussed and resolved later in the decision.  The following section 

summarizes the final settlement.   

4.1. Number of Customers and Water Production 

Cal Am and DRA agree on the average number of customers in each 

district for each of the years in the rate case cycle.   

Although DRA and Cal Am both use the New Committee Method to 

estimate consumption, DRA disagrees with Cal Am’s application of the 

methodology to calculate sales figures in all three districts.  The parties also 

initially disagreed on how to calculate non-revenue water in the Larkfield District 

and the Duarte system of the Los Angeles District.  Non-revenue water is the 
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difference between production water delivered from various sources in a 

distribution system and the metered water sales.  Ultimately the parties use the 

DRA estimate for Larkfield and agree on 13% non-revenue water for the Duarte 

system of the Los Angeles District.   

The table below presents the parties’ settlement on the number of 

customers and the total water production based on water sales and supply in 

each district for the years 2010 and 2011.     

Table 1 

Year/Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

2010 Customers 2,411 27,800 57,812 

2011 Customers 2,431 27,843 57,942 

2010 Water Production 
in Kccf* 

558.8 10,846.0 20,243.4 

2011 Water Production 
in Kccf 

563.0 10,859.6 20,187.0 

* 100,000 Cubic Feet 

4.2. Revenues 

The parties agree that all metered revenues should be determined based on 

the Commission’s standard rate design.  The parties also agree that the latest 

tariff rates should be used when calculating present rate revenues and the 

present rate revenue figures should be updated for the final tables included in 

this decision to reflect tariff changes authorized since the application was filed.   

The table below presents the parties’ settlement on total present revenues 

for each district.  The table also provides the parties’ positions on proposed 

revenues for 2010, which vary because of the parties’ disagreement on how to 

calculate the California Corporate Franchise Tax and Domestic Production 

Activities Deduction.  The tax calculation issues are discussed later in this 

decision. 
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Table 2 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento  

Settled Present Revenues $2,872,300 $20,356,200 $36,565,300 

Cal Am Proposed Revenues $3,051,000 $23,820,000 $45,720,000 

DRA Proposed Revenues $3,029,000 $23,520,000 $45,080,100 

The settlement recommends that the Commission order Cal Am to file its 

upcoming statewide general rate case, which is due July 1, 2010, under the Rate 

Case Plan, in two phases, with a Phase I addressing revenue requirement and a 

Phase II addressing rate design issues raised in this proceeding.       

The settling parties recommend that in Phase I, the recommended revenue 

requirement phase of Cal Am’s upcoming statewide general rate case, Cal Am 

will report on certain items.  Some of the reportable items were required by  

D.08-11-023 for the Larkfield District and D.08-06-002 for the Los Angeles 

District.   

The reportable items for the Larkfield District are: 

 Consider 5-tier increasing block rates, collect data on  
multi-unit apartment buildings and making  
metered-consumption data on apartment building 
customers available to DRA;  

 Meet and confer to determine data needed to consider 
further conservation rate design proposals for  
non-residential customers; 

 Track billing and usage data for analyzing customer 
response to conservation rates and programs and meet 
regularly to discuss data; 

 Meet to discuss pilot program adjustments if disparate 
impact on ratepayers or shareholders result;  

 Demonstrate due diligence in obtaining least-cost mix for 
water sources; and 
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 Begin monthly billing of customers after notifying the 
Director of Division of Water and Audits, follow applicable 
rules and guidance provided by the Division of Water and 
Audits and notify customers of the billing change. 

Among the reportable items for the Los Angeles District are: 

 Data related to moving the district to monthly billing; 

 Meet and confer to determine data needed to consider 
further conservation rate design proposals for  
non-residential customers; 

 Report on the top 100 residential users in each service area; 

 Feasibility, costs and benefits of water revenue adjustment 
mechanisms focused on conservation impacts; 

 Develop a monitoring and data collection program to 
analyze customer response to conservation rates and 
programs and meet regularly to discuss data; 

 Meet to discuss pilot program adjustments if disparate 
impacts on ratepayers or shareholders result; and 

 Demonstrate due diligence in obtaining least-cost mix for 
water sources. 

In the settlement, the parties recommend that the Commission direct  

Cal Am to include updates and analyses on the above referenced meet and confer 

sessions and data collection in the recommended revenue requirement Phase I of 

the upcoming general rate case.  The parties also recommend that Cal Am be 

required to include in the recommended Phase I any rate design ideas it is 

considering for inclusion in the recommended Phase II.   

The settling parties recommend that the current rate design be maintained 

for this proceeding, but that Cal Am should propose rate design changes based 

on analysis developed between now and the proposed Phase II rate design 

portion of the next general rate case. 
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On April 1, 2010, Cal Am submitted a request to delay filing the rate design 

portion of its upcoming statewide general rate case until the end of the year.  On 

April 13, 2010, the Executive Director granted Cal Am a limited extension to 

August 1, 2010, to serve the rate design portion of its upcoming statewide general 

rate case.  The extension letter stated that the procedure and schedule for 

finalization and consideration of Cal Am's rate design proposal will be addressed 

in the general rate case proceeding.    

4.3. Operating Expenses 

The following table depicts the parties’ settlement on operating expenses 

for each of the districts.  The parties differ on the amount of customer account 

uncollectibles for each district because of the parties’ disagreement on how to 

calculate the California Corporate Franchise Tax and Domestic Production 

Activities Deduction.  The tax calculation issues are discussed in Section 9 of this 

decision and the final uncollectibles amount are calculated based on the method 

adopted in this decision. 

Table 3 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Payroll $322,700 $1,738,900 $3,146,100 

Purchased Water $322,100 $4,494,100 $2,280,000 

Purchased Power $82,900 $2,026,400 $2,218,500 

Water Treatment 
Chemicals 

$34,200 $139,300 $633,700 

Cal Am  
Uncollectibles 

$21,900 $170,700 $327,700 

DRA  
Uncollectibles 

$21,700 $168,600 $323,100 

Misc. Source of  
Supply 

$22,100 $17,100 $179,500 

Misc. Transmission $68,000 $368,800 $484,700 
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and Distribution 

Other Operating 
Expenses  

$61,700 $156,600 $499,200 

4.4. Maintenance Expenses 

The parties agree to a level of tank painting costs for 2010 and also agree 

that Cal Am should file a Tier 2 advice letter for the additional amortization of 

related tank painting expenses completed in 2010.  For other maintenance 

expenses, the parties agree to use the inflation adjusted historical five-year 

average suggested by Cal Am, adjusted downward somewhat as recommended 

by DRA.  The following table includes the maintenance expenses for each district 

for 2010 and 2011.   

Table 4 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

2010 Tank Painting $8,100 $62,800 $126,200 

2011 Tank Painting $8,100 $62,800 $126,200 

2010 Capped Tank Painting Costs $109,000 $846,500 $769,000 

2011 Capped Tank Painting Costs $11,300 $85,800 $77,300 

Other Maintenance Expense $35,800 $568,700 $902,000 

4.5. Administrative and General Expenses 

The following tables depict the parties’ settlement on Administrative and 

General Expense items.  There are multiple items within this expense category 

and in some cases their treatment is based on specific expenses for individual 

districts or shared costs among the districts.  The tables represent the expenses 

according to the method of allocation to the districts.  The pension and benefit, 

and conservation expense items are discussed separately as the settlement 

includes provisions that require individual treatment.   
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Table 5 (Shared Expenses) 

Item Larkfield, Los Angeles, Sacramento 

Consulting Fees $30,000 

Legal Fees $586,500 

Shared Service Center Labor4 $169,400 

Company Labor  $167,300 

Witness Training $17,200 

Miscellaneous5 $301,400 

Cost of Capital Application $137,900 

Table 6 (Individual District Expenses) 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Insurance other than Group $51,500 $328,800 $590,200 

Outside Services $1,800 $36,600 $37,000 

Annual Rate Case Expense $20,100 $217,500 $467,200 

Misc. General Expenses $119,100 $915,000 $1,831,900 

Administrative and General Rents $26,200 $55,100 $23,900 

Other Administrative and General  $3,800 $8,900 $97,100 

                                              
4  The Shared Service Center of American Water Works Service Company provides 
accounting, financial, rate case and other support to the operating and non-operating 
companies within the parent company at cost, based on the time spent to perform the 
requested services. 

5  The miscellaneous expense includes the costs for printing the proposed and final 
application, printing and mailing notices to all customers at an approximate cost of 
$0.75 per customer and fees to publish notices in local newspapers.   
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4.5.1. Employee Pension and Benefits 

The request for pension and benefits balancing accounts in A.09-07-002 

which was consolidated with the general rate case replaces Special Request #9 in 

Cal Am’s original application.  According to the settlement, parties agree that  

Cal Am will establish two balancing accounts per district to track and recover 

variations in pension and other post retirement benefits other than pension.  The 

balancing accounts will be used to track the difference between the level of 

expenses authorized in rates and the actual costs.  Cal Am’s recovery for 

ratemaking purposes is capped at the minimum level of Benefit Plan expense 

calculated according to the Employee Retirement Income Security Act (ERISA) 

minimum funding levels.  For the post retirement benefits other than pension, 

Federal Accounting Standard 106 will be used to calculate the minimum funding 

level.   

The parties agree that for ratemaking purposes, Cal Am should not change 

the method of Benefit Plans’ accounting for a period of five years after the 

establishment of the balancing accounts.  The proposed effective date of the 

balancing accounts is the effective date of this decision and the balancing 

accounts should track only prospective costs accumulated as of the date the 

balancing accounts are effective.  The parties agree that balancing accounts 

should be subject to a reasonableness review and recovered via a separate 

application, an advice letter filing or in a general rate case application.  The 

settlement provides that Cal Am will be allowed recovery only if the amount of 

under or over collection exceeds 2%.  The table below provides the agreed-upon 

total pension and benefit expenses for the three districts.   
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Table 7 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Pension and Benefits $168,400 $812,600 $1,249,500 

4.5.2. Conservation Programs 

Cal Am agrees to specific recommendations of DRA for the conservation 

programs in all three districts.  The recommendations are: 

 A reduced conservation budget; 

 Reduced spending for the weather-based irrigation 
controller Pilot Project; 

 One-way balancing account treatment for all conservation 
programs; and 

 Produce and submit a report on conservation program 
activities to the Division of Water and Audits and provide 
a copy to DRA at the time of Cal Am’s next general rate 
case filing. 

The parties agree that Cal Am should have the flexibility to shift funds 

among programs in each district within the total settled conservation amount for 

each district.  The exception to this provision is Best Management  

Practice 7 – Public Outreach and Education, which would be capped at the settled 

amount for each district.6  If Cal Am’s spending on any program exceeds the 

levels recommended by DRA, then Cal Am will include a detailed explanation 

and justification with documentation for the expenditures in its conservation 

report to the Commission.  The settlement includes specific elements that should 

be included in the conservation report as justification for any excess expenditure.  

                                              
6  The capped annual amounts for Public Outreach and Education for the Larkfield, Los 
Angeles and Sacramento Districts are $2,225, $22,500 $28,550 respectively, for each of 
2010 and 2011. 
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The table below provides the conservation budget for each district for 2010 

and 2011.   

Table 8 

Item/Year Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Conservation Budget 2010 $49,551 $303,439 $474,532 

Conservation Budget 2011 $49,551 $303,439 $474,532 

4.6. Allocated Expenses 

Allocated expenses are those allocated according to the Commission’s 

four-factor allocation methodology because they are not easily, directly 

assignable to a specific operating division.  The parties agree on the allocated 

expenses and the following table summarizes the totals for the three districts. 

Table 9 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Allocated General Office  $193,200 $2,281,800 $4,602,800 

Acquisition Premium $74,600 $683,100 $1,771,700 

4.7. Utility Plant 

4.7.1. Recurring Projects 

Recurring capital expenditure projects are normal expenses required to 

ensure the operational reliability of the water system.  The expenditures include 

mains, valves, pumps, hydrants, tools and office equipment, among other things.  

The parties agree to a five-year historical average for the Sacramento District and 

specific dollar amounts for each project in the Larkfield District.  The parties did 

not differ on the expenditure amounts for the Los Angeles District's recurring 

projects.  The parties also agree that the total dollar amount for each district may 

be used flexibly within each district and among the projects.  The cost of the 

individual recurring projects is contained in Section H of the settlement.  The 
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following table provides the total recurring project dollar amounts for each 

district for 2009, 2010 and 2011.   

Table 10 

Item/Year Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Recurring Projects 2009 $293,870 $3,224,754 $3,143,313 

Recurring Projects 2010 $517,400 $2,723,086 $5,808,523 

Recurring Projects 2011 $468,602 $2,320,725 $6,667,939 

4.7.2. Larkfield District Investment Projects 

Cal Am requested major capital improvements for 2010-2011 in its 

Larkfield District related to its source of supply facilities, and its transmission 

and distribution main pipeline network.  Cal Am withdrew two of its original 

capital improvement project requests for the Larkfield District with the intent of 

including them in the next general rate case.  The table below provides the total 

dollar amount for each capital improvement project included in the settlement 

for the Larkfield District.  Two projects include specific recommendations and are 

discussed individually.   

Table 11 

Item Amount 

Installation of 6” Main – Wikiup $173,429 

Water Treatment Plant Drainage Improvements  $110,000 

Water Treatment Plant Production Improvements  $221,936 

Faught Road Well $147,082 

Well #6 $211,237 
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4.7.2.1. Faught Road Well 

The parties agree the Larkfield District has a water supply deficit and the 

Faught Road Well is needed.  The parties agree that the prior expenditure of 

$147,082 (included in Table 9) for this project should be treated as Construction 

Work in Progress.  Also part of the settlement is an agreement that Cal Am may 

seek recovery of costs beyond the $147,082 once the project is used and useful, 

via Tier 3 advice letter or in its next general rate case filing.   

The parties further recommend that the Commission approve a developer 

special facilities fee in the Larkfield District for the Faught Road Well.  The 

precise amount would be determined using actual costs divided by the actual 

number of customers served.  The daily pumping capacity of the Faught Road 

Well is divided by 300 gallons per day (which is the assumed usage of Larkfield 

residents) to arrive at the number of customers served.  The actual total cost 

would be divided among the number of customers served.  The current estimate, 

subject to change, is $3,426 per customer.     

4.7.2.2. Well #6 

The parties agree that the $211,237 associated with Well #6 (see Table 11) is 

specifically related to the monitoring well.  The monitoring well currently 

provides useful information regarding the status of the aquifer, water quality and 

engineering evaluation for a future groundwater production well.  The parties 

agree to recovery for a portion of the land where the monitoring well is located 

and the cost of the preliminary engineering, permitting and construction of the 

monitoring well would be allowed into rate base in 2009.  DRA states that its 

agreement to allow recovery of certain costs associated with the monitoring well 

are not to be interpreted as approval of the need for a future production well.  
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The parties agree to defer the issue of construction of Well #6 until such time as 

Cal Am can justify the need for an additional well.   

4.7.3. Los Angeles District Investment Projects 

Cal Am originally requested funding for 20 major capital improvement 

projects in its Los Angeles District.  For 15 of the projects, the parties’ positions 

on need, cost and schedule of the projects did not differ.  Cal Am subsequently 

withdrew its request for one capital project and parties reached settlement on the 

costs associated with Cal Am’s four remaining capital project proposals.  The 

table below provides the total dollar amount for each capital improvement 

project included in the settlement for the Los Angeles District.  Three projects 

include specific recommendations and are discussed individually.   

Table 12 

Item Amount 

2,100 Feet of Main in Shenandoah Ave. 2009 $527,555 

Install 10, 100 Feet of 8” Main in Danford Reservoir Gradient $1,246,192 

Patton Transmission Main 2009 – 2012 $4,176,738 

Patton Well and Treatment Facility 2009 – 2010 $2,880,865 

Fireflow Improvement 2010 – 2011 $868,534 

Pump Equipment Improvement 2009  $186,300 

San Marino – Richardson Well Rehabilitation 2009 – 2011 $1,384,000 

Duarte – Buena Vista Well Rehabilitation 2009 – 2010 $1,177,889 

San Marino – Oak Knoll Circle Well Rehabilitation 2010-2011 $261,000 

Duarte – Lemon Domestic Reservoir Improvement 2011 $240,000 

Baldwin Hills – 1600 Feet of 12” Main in Angeles Vista Blvd.   $51,012 

Baldwin Hills – 1400 Feet of 8” Main in Slauson Ave. $482,726 

Duarte – 1700 Feet of 8” Main in Oak Shade, Mt. Olive Drive and $560,874 
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Spring Point Road 2010 – 2011 

Duarte – 650 Feet of 8” Main in Pops Road 2010 – 2011 $246,728 

Duarte – 2200 Feet of 8” Main in South Greenback, East Conata St. 
and South Fieldview Ave. 2010 – 2011 

$714,804 

Duarte – 2700 Feet of 8” Main in South Broderick, South Calmia Road 
and South El Toro 2010 

$33,923 

San Marino – 2000 Feet of 8” Main in Del Mar Blvd. 2009 $59,333 

Los Angeles – Purchase Portable Emergency Generator 2009 – 2011 $158,714 

Baldwin Hills – Olympiad Booster Station Upgrade 2009 – 2011 $2,365,000 

4.7.3.1. Danford Reservoir Gradient 

DRA originally recommended capping the amount at the level authorized 

in the prior general rate case for advice letter recovery.  Cal Am asserts that the 

total cost of the Danford Main project is not capped by the prior advice letter 

authorization because the cap referred only to the total amount included as part 

of the 2008 costs and that the increased construction cost is attributable to factors 

outside Cal Am's control.   

4.7.3.2. Patton Transmission Main 

DRA recommended capping recovery at the original figure authorized in 

the prior general rate case decision, but Cal Am asserted that the cost increases 

were due to circumstances outside its control.  The parties agree to place 

$2,135,000 into rate base in 2009.  The figure represents the original advice letter 

cap from the 2006 general rate case settlement.  They agree that the remaining 

balance should be recognized and placed into rate base in three equal amounts of 

$680,579 in 2010, 2011 and 2012, timing that coincides with the annual step rate 

increases.  The phase-in of costs, with no accrued interest, is agreed by the parties 

to be fair and reasonable in light of the significant cost increase concerns raised 

by DRA.  
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Cal Am commits to work more closely with DRA in the future on large 

scale projects where additional costs may be incurred.  DRA agrees that the main 

was completed and placed into service in June 2009.    

4.7.3.3. Patton Well and Treatment Facility 

DRA originally recommended adjusting the plant balance to reflect the 

authorized memorandum account cap from the prior general rate case decision.  

Cal Am asserts that the scope and size of the treatment facility could not be 

determined before the well was constructed and completed and water quality 

testing could be undertaken.  For this reason, Cal Am claims the cost overruns 

are attributable to factors beyond Cal Am's control.     

The parties agree to place $1,642,486 into rate base in 2009 with the 

remaining amount recognized and placed into rate base when the project 

becomes used and useful for utility services upon filing a Tier 3 advice letter.   

This arrangement is agreed by the parties to be fair and reasonable in light 

of the significant cost increase concerns raised by DRA.  

Cal Am commits to work more closely with DRA in the future on large 

scale projects where additional costs may be incurred.  The parties accept that the 

Patton Well project will most likely be completed and placed into service during 

the summer of 2010.     

4.7.4. Sacramento District Investment Projects 

Cal Am originally requested 30 major capital improvement projects in its 

Sacramento District.  For 19 of the projects the parties’ original positions on need 

and cost of the projects did not differ.  Cal Am subsequently withdrew its request 

for five capital projects and agreed to include two others in its next general rate 

case.  One of Cal Am’s withdrawn requests is the Walerga Tank and Booster 

Project.  Cal Am also withdrew its request made in A.09-05-008, which sought an 
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adjustment to the Dry Creek Developer’s Special Facilities Fee related to the 

Walerga project and was consolidated with this proceeding.  The parties reached 

settlement on the costs associated with the four remaining capital project 

requests.  The table below provides the total dollar amount for each capital 

improvement project included in the settlement for the Sacramento District.  Two 

projects include specific recommendations and are discussed individually.   

Table 13 

Item Amount 

Elverta Road Bridge Water Main Replacement $306,867 

Well Rehabilitation 2009 $250,170 

Parkway Purchased Water $1,000,000 

Standby Power for Various Well Stations $191,955 

Distribution Monitoring System Improvement $771,720 

Walnut Grove Permanent Sewer Connections $125,000 

Interconnection Suburban Water Dist. – Arden $500,000 

Crowder Lane Control System Upgrades – West Placer $54,849 

Antelope Road Widening $19,533 

Elverta Tank and Booster $127,742 

Parkway Small Main and Backyard Main Replacements $1,153,003 

Suburban Distribution System Supply Improvement $5,149,394 

Cook Riolo Tank and Booster – Antelope $3,899,055 

Sacramento Small Main and Backyard Main Replacements $2,832,371 

Walnut Grove Well 1 Rehabilitation $100,000 

Sacramento Meter Conversions through 2011 $21,940,195 

Well Rehabilitation 2010 and 2011 $1,196,625 

Mather Tank Study $50,000 
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2009 – 2011 Sacramento Water Treatment Plant Improvements $2,176,582 

Suburban 12” Pipeline on Bradshaw $300,000 

Sacramento SCADA* Upgrades $768,750 

Sacramento Standby Generators $242,000 

Jackson Well – Construct Jackson Booster Station Tank $6,610,920 

*Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 

4.7.4.1. Sacramento Meter Conversions 

The parties agree on the cost (included in Table 13 above), the number of 

meters to be installed (approximately 13,545) and the average unit cost per meter 

($1,200).  The parties agree that cost increases of 20 percent or more above the 

settlement-established unit cost will require consultation with and review by 

DRA. 

4.7.4.2. Jackson Booster Station Tank 

The parties agree on the need, the cost estimate and the work completion 

schedule for this project.  The parties also agree that the entire cost requested by 

Cal Am for this project should be included in rate base (less developer funding of 

$867,633) and that it should be allowed to earn the full rate of return beginning in 

2009.   

The parties further recommend that the Commission approve a developer 

special facilities fee in the Rosemont Service Area of the Sacramento District 

specifically related to the Jackson Booster Station Tank.  The precise amount 

would be determined using actual costs divided by the number of customers 

served by the project.  The daily pumping capacity of the Jackson Booster Station 

Tank (2,160,000 gallons) is divided by 503 (the assumed gallons per day used by 

Rosemont low-density residential customers) to arrive at the number of 
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customers served, which is estimated to be 4,294.  The current estimated cost per 

customer, subject to change, is $1,808.7   

4.7.5. Retirements 

The parties agree that retirements should be based on Cal Am’s proposed 

percent of plant addition methodology.  The table below provides the  

agreed-upon plant retirement figures for all three districts for 2010 and 2011.   

Table 14 

Year/Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

2010 Retirements ($15,600) ($169,800) ($170,800) 

2011 Retirements ($16,800) ($281,100) ($187,500) 

4.7.6. Weighted Plant Factor 

For the weighted plant factor, the parties agree to use factors that include 

actual data through December 2008 for all three districts.  The table below 

summarizes the results. 

Table 15 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

% Plant Weighting Factor 44.67% 37.98% 42.17% 

4.8. Depreciation Reserve 

The depreciation reserve includes annual accrual, contribution 

depreciation, retirements and weighted average depreciation factor.  The parties 

agree on the forecasted levels of plant additions and, therefore, agree to the 

forecasted level for annual accrual.  There was no dispute between the parties as 

                                              
7  The cost per customer is based on the total cost of the project ($7,765,967), not the 
amount agreed upon in the settlement.  The figure in Table 13 ($6,610,920) is the balance 
of the project costs that have not already been recovered.     
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to the contribution depreciation and the settled retirements figures were based on 

applying the same methodology used in forecasting plant additions.  The 

retirement figures are summarized in Table 14 above.  For the weighted average 

depreciation factor, the parties agree to use the actual data through  

December 2008.  The table below summarizes, for all three districts, the annual 

accrual and contribution depreciation for 2010 and 2011, and the weighted 

average depreciation factor.    

Table 16 

Item/Year Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Annual Accrual 2010 $470,600 $2,724,400 $8,496,700 

Annual Accrual 2011 $480,700 $2,766,900 $9,205,100 

Contribution Depreciation 2010 $8,400 $203,300 $278,300 

Contribution Depreciation 2011 $9,300 $206,100 $295,900 

Weighted Aver. Depreciation Factor  58.39% 58.50% 50.61% 

4.9. Rate Base 

Rate base includes working cash operational, working cash capital, 

advances and contributions, and deferred taxes.  There were no issues between 

the parties regarding the figures for working cash operational.  The parties agree 

on the calculation for working cash capital and there was no dispute regarding 

the amounts for advances and contributions.  The parties also agree on the 

calculation of deferred taxes as the result of their agreement on plant additions 

summarized earlier.  The table below summarizes the elements of rate base for all 

three districts for 2010 and 2011.   
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Table 17 

Item/Year Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Working Cash Operational 2010 $34,400 $188,900 $921,900 

Working Cash Operational 2011 $124,000 $190,100 $1,502,200 

Working Cash Capital 2010 $208,300 $906,800 $4,126,800 

Working Cash Capital 2011 $212,800 $1,006,700 $4,378,500 

Advances and Contributions 2010 ($2,521,900) ($3,806,300) ($42,280,700) 

Advances and Contributions 2011 ($2,441,000) ($3,712,300) ($44,705,900) 

Deferred Taxes 2010 ($654,700) ($3,625,900) ($775,200) 

Deferred Taxes 2011 ($681,900) ($3,811,800) ($1,688,600) 

4.10. Depreciation Expense 

Because of the full settlement on the proposed plant additions, the parties 

agree on the level of depreciation expense for ratemaking purposes.  The table 

below lists the agreed-upon depreciation expense for all three districts. 

Table 18 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Depreciation Expense $470,600 $2,724,400 $8,496,700 

4.11. Taxes Other Than Income 

Taxes other than income are comprised of payroll taxes, property taxes and 

franchise fees.  The parties agree on the amount of payroll taxes for each district 

based on their agreement as to total payroll expense, summarized in Table 3 

above.   

The parties agree to the level of property taxes based on their agreement 

on projected plant additions for each district, contained in Tables 10, 11, 12, and 

13 above.  The final agreement on utility plant resolved initial differences in 

property tax amounts.  The property taxes are forecasted based on a historical 
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ratio of recorded taxes to net plant, less customer contributions and advances.  

Cal Am applied the historical ratio to projected net plant, less customer advances 

and contributions.  This calculation is similar to that used by county tax 

authorities and ultimately agreed to by DRA.      

Cal Am did not include franchise fees in its revenue requirement request 

for Larkfield or Los Angeles.  For the Larkfield District franchise fees, the parties 

agree that the franchise fee should be collected as a special surcharge and 

condition of the tariffs.  The parties were unable to reach agreement on the 

franchise fees for Sacramento, which are subject to the resolution of remaining 

income tax calculations that are discussed separately in Section 9 of this decision.  

The table below summarizes the agreement between the parties for payroll 

taxes and property taxes for all three districts. 

Table 19 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

Payroll Taxes $24,000 $123,100 $231,400 

Property Taxes $109,600 $606,100 $1,546,600 

4.12. Income Taxes 

The income taxes include state and federal income taxes.  Parties were 

unable to reach agreement on the federal income taxes due to disagreement on 

how to calculate the California Corporate Franchise Tax deduction and the 

Domestic Production Activities Deduction.  The tax calculations are discussed in 

Section 9 of this decision.   

Parties were able to reach agreement on the present state income taxes as 

they are not affected by the tax issues that remain in dispute.  The table below 

summarizes the settled present state income tax figures for all three districts.   
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Table 20 

Item Larkfield Los Angeles Sacramento 

State Income  

Taxes - Present 

$27,300 $6,500 $9,600 

4.13. Net to Gross Multiplier for the Los Angeles 

District 

The parties agree to adopt DRA’s proposal of 1.6589 for a net to gross 

multiplier for the Los Angeles District.   

4.14. Special Requests 

Cal Am submitted a number of special requests in its original application.  

Cal Am’s special request for a balancing account for pension and benefits was 

withdrawn due to Cal Am filing an application on that item which was 

consolidated with the general rate case.  Some of the special requests were 

withdrawn altogether when the application was supplemented.  The remaining 

special requests are discussed below.   

4.14.1. Rate Design 

The parties agree to extend the conservation rate design programs 

including the Water Revenue Adjustment Mechanism and Modified Cost 

Balancing Accounts for the Larkfield and Los Angeles Districts as set forth in 

D.08-11-023 and D.08-06-002.  The parties also agree to shift $55,000, which is 

equal to one half of the non-revenue water costs generated by the Duarte 

irrigation system, from the revenue collected from all Los Angeles District 

customers to the portion of the revenue requirement collected specifically from 

irrigation customers.   

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 30 of 355



A.09-01-013 et al.  ALJ/LRR/oma   
 
 

 - 29 - 

4.14.2. Continuance of Los Angeles Distribution 

System Infrastructure Surcharge Pilot 

Program 

The parties agree that the Distribution System Infrastructure Surcharge 

should be continued in the Los Angeles District, and that the tariff should be 

changed to allow the extension.  The parties also agree to continue the current 7% 

general rate case cap and 4% quarterly cap.  The proposed Distribution System 

Infrastructure Surcharge Tariff is Attachment 1 to the settlement and 

incorporates new annual and case limits and new construction project totals that 

are also included in the settlement.    

4.14.3. Water Quality Memorandum Account 

The parties recommend that the Commission approve a memorandum 

account specifically for tracking the costs associated with Cal Am’s compliance 

with new federal Ground Water Rules.  The parties also agree that Cal Am’s 

request for recovery (a Tier 3 advice letter) should include written justification to 

substantiate that the costs are incremental costs, not costs already covered within 

base rates.   

4.14.4. Larkfield Franchise Fee 

Cal Am does not currently pay a franchise fee to Sonoma County for 

operating the Larkfield District, but it expects to do so in the future.  DRA does 

not dispute this.  Cal Am originally sought a special request to allow the fees to 

be tracked in a memorandum account.  The parties ultimately agreed that a 

memorandum account is unnecessary, but that Cal Am should be authorized to 

change its tariffs to allow collection of a special condition franchise fee as a 

surcharge on all customer bills in the Larkfield District.   
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4.14.5. After Hours Reconnection Fee 

The parties agree that Cal Am’s after-hours reconnection charges should be 

increased from $15.00 to $50.00 for the Los Angeles District.  The after-hours 

reconnection charges appear in Tariff Rule 11.C.(1).   

4.14.6. Water Contamination Cost Memorandum 

Account 

Cal Am proposed memorandum accounts for all three districts to track 

increased costs associated with providing clean water when contamination 

occurs and for its efforts to pursue responsible parties.  DRA agreed with the 

proposal for the Sacramento District in which litigation is underway, but 

opposed establishing a memorandum account for the Larkfield and Los Angeles 

districts until litigation is underway in those districts.  Cal Am ultimately agreed 

with DRA’s position, but points out that a memorandum account for the 

Raymond Basin in the Los Angeles district was previously approved by the 

Commission in D.07-08-030.  

4.14.7. Recovery of Balances of all 

Memorandum and Balancing Accounts 

The parties agreed that DRA will perform reasonableness reviews before 

January 1, 2011, for conservation balancing accounts,8 credit card memorandum 

accounts,9 expense balancing accounts for purchased water and power and pump 

taxes,10 and revenue true up11 for all three districts.  The parties also agree that 

                                              
8  Balancing accounts authorized by D.08-05-010. 

9  Memorandum accounts authorized by Advice Letter 640-A. 

10  Expense balancing account authorized by D.03-06-072. 

11  Authorized by Advice Letter 699. 
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DRA will perform a reasonableness review for the Santa Rosa Groundwater 

Study in the Larkfield District.12        

4.15. Condominium Flat Rates 

The parties agree that meters will be installed by December 31, 2010, for all 

customers in condominium-type complexes who pay a flat rate designed to 

reflect both indoor and outdoor water use as well as a metered rate via 

homeowners’ association dues for outdoor water use.  Customers for whom a 

meter is not installed by December 31, 2010, will be converted to a new flat rate 

that is half of the rate authorized in this agreement for lots of 4,500 square feet or 

less.   

5. Additional Settled Issues 

5.1. Process Improvements 

Cal Am commits to establishing a more effective and possibly less formal 

manner to communicate and share information and to exchange information 

earlier in the rate case process.  Cal Am also agrees to solicit input from and 

involve the other parties, specifically the Cities of Duarte and Bradbury, more in 

the deliberations in the upcoming statewide general rate case.  

5.2. Cost Overruns 

The parties agree that Cal Am should provide quarterly updates to DRA 

on how certain projects are progressing.  This will allow Cal Am to keep DRA 

informed of developing issues.  The parties also agree that Cal Am will provide a 

project cost variance report in its next general rate case for any capital investment 

projects over $100,000 that exceed the authorized budget by 10% or more.   

                                              
12  Authorized by D.05-09-020. 
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5.3. Duarte /Bradbury Irrigation System 

The parties agree to seek long term solutions addressing the issues of costs, 

the irrigation tariff, non-revenue water and system infrastructure in the next 

general rate case.  The parties acknowledge that the related items included in this 

settlement are not permanent solutions for the issues. 

5.4. Regular Briefings 

Cal Am agrees to establish a regular briefing schedule with DRA and the 

Division of Water and Audits on all of the items included in this section.   

6. Other Parties’ Positions on the Settlement 

Only Cal Am and DRA were signatories to the settlement agreement.  The 

Mark West Area Community Services Committee and the Cities of Duarte and 

Bradbury participated in initial settlement meetings, but ultimately did not sign 

the settlement agreement.  Only the Cities of Duarte and Bradbury filed 

responses in opposition to the joint motion by Cal Am and DRA for adoption of 

the settlement agreement.   

The Mark West Area Community Services Committee expressed concern 

over the settlement process, and the perceived exclusion of the parties whose 

interests were more discrete than Cal Am and DRA.  Cal Am represents the 

shareholders and DRA represents the ratepayers as a whole, while the Mark 

West Area Community Services Committee and the Cities of Duarte and 

Bradbury necessarily represent the specific interests of their respective residents 

who are Cal Am customers.  Although all-party settlements are not required, a 

process that provides all parties an opportunity to participate in the settlement 

process is.  However, it is essential that all parties put forth the effort to be 

included as well as inclusive in their approach to settlement negotiations.  
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Cal Am has stated its intention to establish a more effective and less formal 

manner to exchange information and to solicit more input from and involve the 

other parties, specifically the Cities of Duarte and Bradbury, in the deliberations 

in the upcoming statewide general rate case.  If this commitment is met future 

settlement negotiations should address the concerns expressed by the Mark West 

Area Community Services Committee and the Cities of Duarte and Bradbury 

regarding the settlement process.  If there are problems with the process, the 

Commission expects parties to notify the assigned ALJ in a timely manner.   

6.1. The Mark West Area Community Services 

Committee 

The Mark West Area Community Services Committee recommends 

rescinding D.86-05-064 because it places the maximum number of rate tiers at 

three although the settlement approved in D.08-11-023 required Cal Am to 

consider five tiers in the next general rate case, which is A.09-01-013, this 

proceeding.  Cal Am asked for more time to consider the five-tier rate design and 

has agreed in the present settlement to consider a five-tier rate design in its next 

general rate case due to be filed July 1, 2010.  Cal Am sought and was granted 

approval by the Commission's Executive Director to submit its rate design 

proposal in its upcoming rate case by August 1, 2010.  It is not necessary to 

rescind D.86-05-064, as recommended by the Mark West Area Community 

Services Committee, in order for Cal Am to consider a five-tier rate design.   

D.08-11-023 already orders Cal Am to do so.   

The Mark West Area Community Services Committee also expresses 

concern about the source capacity calculation in the Larkfield District which is 
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based on the recently revised General Order 103-A.13  The revised calculations for 

supply capacity in General Order 103-A result in a larger supply deficit for the 

Larkfield District, although the number of customers in the Larkfield District has 

not increased.  The scope of this proceeding does not include a review of General 

Order 103-A.  The source capacity was calculated according to the general order 

in effect during the proceeding, as is required.   

The Mark West Area Community Services Committee also commented on 

Cal Am’s request for construction of the Faught Road Well and Well #6 in the 

Larkfield District and the resolution of these issues in the settlement agreement.  

The Mark West Area Community Services Committee incorrectly characterized 

the settlement reached on these two projects.  The settlement proposes allowing 

only $147,082 of prior expenditures on the Faught Road Well to be treated as 

Construction Work in Progress and seeks approval of a special facilities fee to 

recover the remaining costs from new customers.  As to Well #6, the settlement 

only allows recovery of certain expenditures related to the monitoring well 

constructed in 2006 and defers the issue of the new well until such time as Cal 

Am can justify the need.   

6.2. The Cities of Duarte and Bradbury 

The City of Duarte filed an opening brief and response in opposition to the 

joint motion for adoption of the settlement agreement.  The City of Bradbury 

filed a response that joined, and adopted by reference, the City of Duarte's 

response and opening brief.   

                                              
13  General Order 103-A, which replaced General Order 103, was issued on  
September 10, 2009.   
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The City of Duarte expressed concern with two main areas of the 

settlement: the proposed percentage of non-revenue water for the Duarte System, 

and cost overruns for the Danford Reservoir Gradient Main and the Patton 

Transmission Main, Well and Treatment facility projects in the Los Angeles 

District.  The City of Duarte asserts that the settled upon percentage of  

non-revenue water for the Duarte system is arbitrary and that the cause of the 

loss should be addressed prior to imposition of a significant rate increase.  The 

settlement specifically commits to addressing the non-revenue water and other 

issues in the Duarte system in the next general rate case which is to be filed on 

July 1, 2010.   

Regarding the increased cost of certain projects within the Los Angeles 

District, the City of Duarte recommends that recovery be capped at the level 

authorized in the prior general rate case.  The explanation of the settlement on 

these projects is discussed in Section 4 of this decision.  We are satisfied with the 

settlement treatment of these issues.   

7. Standard of Review for Settlements 

Prior to adopting any settlement, the Commission must be convinced that 

the parties had a sound and thorough understanding of the application and of all 

the underlying assumptions and data included in the record.  This level of 

understanding of the application and development of an adequate record is 

necessary to meet the requirements for considering any settlement.  The 

requirements are set forth in Article 12 of the Commission’s Rules,14 which 

provides in pertinent part: 

                                              
14  All referenced Rules are to the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure 
(http://docs.cpuc.ca.gov/published/RULES _PRAC_PROC/70731.htm).   
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(a) Parties may…propose settlements on the resolution of any 
material issue of law or fact or on a mutually agreeable 
outcome to the proceeding.  Settlements need not be joined 
by all parties; however, settlements in applications must be 
signed by the applicant…. 

The motion shall contain a statement of the factual and 
legal consideration adequate to advise the Commission of 
the scope of the settlement and of the grounds on which 
adoption is urged.  Resolution shall be limited to the issues 
in that proceeding and shall not extend to substantive 
issues which may come before the Commission in other or 
future proceedings… 

(b) Prior to signing any settlement, the settling parties shall 
convene at least one conference with notice and 
opportunity to participate provided to all parties for the 
purpose of discussing settlements in the proceeding…. 

(c) Settlements should ordinarily not include deadlines for 
Commission approval… 

(d) The Commission will not approve settlements, whether 
contested or uncontested, unless the settlement is 
reasonable in light of the whole record, consistent with law, 
and in the public interest. 

In short, the settlement must comport with Rule 12.1(d), which requires a 

settlement be “reasonable in light of the whole record, consistent with the law, 

and in the public interest.”  We address below whether the settlement meets 

these three requirements. The Commission also takes into consideration a  

long-standing policy favoring settlements.  This policy reduces litigation 

expenses, conserves scarce Commission resources and allows parties to craft their 

own solutions reducing the risk of unacceptable outcomes if litigated.15   

                                              
15  D.05-03-022, at 7-8. 
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This is the standard of review for this settlement.  Cal Am and DRA are the 

only parties to the settlement.  The Cities of Duarte and Bradbury filed responses 

in opposition to the settlement.  Cal Am filed an application and submitted 

testimony explaining its request for rate increases in detail.  DRA provided its 

analysis of the application and the Mark West Area Community Services 

Committee served testimony.  All parties agreed to forego evidentiary hearings, 

but their witnesses' testimony was received into the record and the parties filed 

opening and reply briefs.  The settlement indicates that most of the differences 

were resolved by use of more recent data, or clarified information, or ultimately 

through compromise positions between the parties.  The settlement does not 

violate any statute, Commission decision or rule.  Thus, the settlement is 

consistent with law. 

Cal Am represents the interests of its shareholders.  DRA represents the 

interests of Cal Am’s ratepayers.  Thus, the settling parties fairly represent the 

affected interests.  The Cities of Duarte and Bradbury and the Mark West Area 

Community Services Committee are parties to this proceeding and are also 

ratepayers.  The Cities of Duarte and Bradbury and the Mark West Area 

Community Services Committee have expressed their concerns regarding certain 

portions of the settlement.  As proposed in the settlement and discussed in 

Section 6 above, we find that the settlement adequately addresses the concerns of 

the Mark West Area Community Services Committee and the Cities of Duarte 

and Bradbury.  Therefore, the settlement is reasonable in light of the whole 

record. 

The settlement results in rates sufficient to provide adequate reliable 

service to customers at reasonable rates while providing Cal Am with the 

opportunity to earn a reasonable return.  The settlement provides the 
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Commission with sufficient information to carry out its future regulatory 

obligations with respect to the parties and their interests.  Thus, the settlement is 

also in the public interest.   

As discussed in the preceding paragraphs, the settlement has met the 

standard of review for settlements in that it is reasonable in light of the whole 

record, consistent with the law and in the public interest.  Therefore, the 

settlement is adopted.  

8. Burden of Proof under Statute and Rate Case Plan 

The applicant, Cal Am, bears the burden of proving that its proposed rate 

increases are “justified.”  Pursuant to § 454(a), before implementing a rate 

increase, Cal Am must make a “showing before the Commission,” and the 

Commission must find that the proposed increase is “justified.” 

In adopting the revised Rate Case Plan, the Commission further articulated 

the required showing for a water utility’s General Rate Case:  “The utility’s 

application for a rate increase must identify, explain, and justify the proposed 

increase.”  Specifically, the application must include testimony, with supporting 

analysis and documentation, describing the components of the utility’s proposed 

increase, e.g., results of operations, and plant in service.  All significant changes 

from the last adopted and recorded amounts must be explained, and all 

forecasted amounts must include an explanation of the forecasting method. 

In considering each remaining disputed issue, we evaluate whether  

Cal Am’s showing meets our standards for justifying a rate increase.  As set out 

below, we resolve the two remaining issues in dispute. 

9. Disputed Issues 

Cal Am and DRA disagree over how to calculate the California Corporate 

Franchise Tax and Cal Am’s Domestic Production Activities Deduction for use 
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when determining Cal Am’s Federal Income Tax expense.  DRA’s testimony 

initially pointed out discrepancies in how Cal Am calculated both the California 

Corporate Franchise tax and the Domestic Production Activities Deduction.  

Some of the disputed items related to the tax calculations were corrected in the 

settlement.  The following sections discuss the remaining tax items in dispute.   

9.1. California Corporate Franchise Tax 

Cal Am and DRA disagree on the method to calculate the California 

Corporate Franchise Tax deduction for federal income tax purposes.  The issue is 

whether the California Corporate Franchise Tax deduction calculations should be 

based on the prior or current year. 

DRA states that changes made in September 2000 to the California 

Revenue and Taxation Code allow more timely and accurate calculations of the 

California Corporate Franchise Tax deduction.  For that reason, DRA 

recommends that the California Corporate Franchise Tax deduction be based on 

the current year, rather than the methodology adopted in D.89-11-058.   

Cal Am states that the method adopted by the Commission in D.89-11-058, 

which uses the prior year’s California Corporate Franchise Tax deduction as an 

estimate for the current year, should continue to be used.  Cal Am states that no 

change to how the California Corporate Franchise Tax deduction is calculated 

should occur without a specific proceeding, especially since it is a long-standing 

practice that impacts other water utilities.     

The long-standing methodology implemented by D.89-11-058, and cited by 

Cal Am as the basis for its calculations, was developed and used because it was 

the best method to estimate the California Corporate Franchise Tax deduction at 

the time.  However, the 2000 revision to the California Revenue and Taxation 

Code § 23151(f)(2) now states: 
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“… for taxable years beginning on or after January 1, 2000, the 
tax imposed under this section shall be a tax according to or 
measured by net income, to be computed at the rate of  
8.4 percent upon the basis of the net income for that taxable 
year…” 

The taxable year for the California Corporate Franchise Tax is defined by  

§ 23041 as “…the fiscal year for which the tax is payable.” 

Although DRA’s argument that changes to the California Revenue and 

Taxation Code allow for more accurate California Corporate Franchise Tax 

estimates has merit, in its opening comments on the proposed decision Cal Am 

notes that this proceeding involves only three of Cal Am’s seven districts.  Any 

changes to the current methodology would result in inconsistent tax calculations 

among Cal Am’s various districts.  For that reason we adopt Cal Am’s position, 

but require that in the upcoming statewide general rate case, Cal Am provide 

comparison information on the amount of California Corporate Franchise Tax 

estimated for each year in its previous three general rate cases and the actual 

amount of California Corporate Franchise taxes paid for the same time period.  

The deadline for receipt of the comparison information will be determined by the 

assigned ALJ.    

9.2. Domestic Production Activities Deduction 

The calculation of the Domestic Production Activities Deduction is 

governed by Internal Revenue Service Code Section 199 (Section 199).16   

Section 199 allows a deduction equal to 9% of the lesser of (a) the qualified 

                                              
16  Section 199 of the Internal Revenue Service Code was added by Section 102 of the 
American Jobs Creation Act of 2004, and amended by Section 403(a) of the Gulf 
Opportunity Zone Act of 2005 and Section 514 of the Tax Increase Prevention and 
Reconciliation Act of 2005.   
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production activities income of the taxpayer for the taxable year, or (b) taxable 

income for the taxable year.  The domestic production activities deduction 

reduces Cal Am’s federal income tax based on qualifying production activities 

income.  The qualifying production activities income is the excess of the 

taxpayer's domestic production gross receipts for the tax year divided by the cost 

of goods sold, other expenses, losses or deductions which are allocable to the 

domestic production gross receipts.    

Internal Revenue Code § 1.199-1(b)(2)(d) provides that a reasonable 

method of allocation “…includes whether the taxpayer uses the most accurate 

information available; the relationship between the gross receipts and the method 

used; the accuracy of the method chosen as compared with other methods, etc.  If 

the taxpayer has the information readily available and can, without undue 

burden or expense, specifically identify whether the gross receipts derived from 

an item are domestic production gross receipts, the taxpayer must use that 

specific identification to determine domestic production gross receipts.”  Internal 

Revenue Code § 1.199-3(1) also provides that, “…potable water production 

activities include acquisition, collection, and storage of raw water (untreated 

water), transportation of raw water to a water treatment facility and treatment of 

raw water at such facility.  Gross receipts attributable to any of these activities are 

included in domestic production gross receipts. 

Internal Revenue Code § 1.199-4(iii) states that “Gross receipts from 

storage of potable water after completion of treatment of potable water, as well as 

gross receipts attributable to the transmission and distribution of potable water 

are non-domestic production gross receipts. 

One difference between Cal Am’s and DRA’s calculation of the domestic 

production gross receipts is that Cal Am includes water purchased and later 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 43 of 355



A.09-01-013 et al.  ALJ/LRR/oma   
 
 

 - 42 - 

resold and water produced (pumped) in its total domestic production gross 

receipts.  The domestic production gross receipts are a primary element for the 

calculation of the Domestic Production Activities Deduction.  DRA’s calculation 

excludes purchased water from the domestic production gross receipts and 

includes only water produced by Cal Am.   

Cal Am’s calculation of domestic production gross receipts relies on 

physical plant assets rather than qualifying production activities.  DRA’s 

calculation uses the ratio between the volume of produced water (a qualified 

production activity) to the total water volume (produced and purchased water).  

DRA asserts that its methodology is reasonable because the qualified production 

activity income is proportional to the qualified production activities, meaning 

that the more water pumped, the higher the allocated production volume.  DRA 

claims this methodology complies with the Internal Revenue Service guidelines 

because its calculation of the Domestic Production Activities Deduction is based 

on the income generated by the estimated qualified production activities, such as 

producing water, not plant assets as proposed by Cal Am.   

Cal Am’s approach for calculating the Domestic Productions Activities 

Deduction is the methodology currently used by all of its districts.  As previously 

discussed, any changes to Cal Am’s tax calculation methodology would apply to 

only three of Cal Am’s seven districts and result in inconsistent treatment among 

the districts.  For that reason we adopt Cal Am’s current methodology and refer 

the issue to Cal Am’s statewide general rate case where any adopted changes will 

affect all districts equally.    

10. Recovery of Balance in Water Quality Memorandum Account 

As provided in the settlement, we authorize Cal Am to file a Tier 1 advice 

letter to establish a water quality memorandum account to track the costs 
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associated with Cal Am’s compliance with new federal Ground Water Rules.  A 

memorandum account allows a utility to track costs arising from events that were 

not reasonably foreseen in the utility’s last general rate case.  By tracking these 

costs in a memorandum account, the utility preserves the right to seek recovery 

of these costs at a later date without raising retroactive ratemaking issues.   

Unless specified otherwise, the Commission’s authorization of a 

memorandum account does not mean that the Commission has decided that the 

types of costs to be recorded in the memorandum account should be recoverable 

in addition to rates that have been otherwise authorized, e.g., in a general rate 

case.  Instead the utility must demonstrate that it is appropriate for ratepayers to 

pay for those categories of costs in addition to otherwise authorized rates, the 

utility acted prudently when it incurred those costs, and the level of costs is 

reasonable.  Thus, Cal Am is reminded that just because the Commission has 

authorized a memorandum account does not mean that recovery of the costs in 

the memorandum account from ratepayers is appropriate.    

11. Cal Am’s Motion to Strike Portions of the City of Duarte’s 

Opening Brief 

On February 3, 2010, Cal Am filed a motion to have portions of the City of 

Duarte’s opening brief stricken from the record arguing it constitutes improperly 

introduced new testimony.      

In its opening brief, filed on January 19, 2010, the City of Duarte 

recommends that the Commission establish an Audit Report for the Duarte 

distribution system and develop a construction and finance plan to implement 

any recommendation from such a report.17  The recommendations were not part 

                                              
17  City of Duarte opening brief, at 8, ln. 10-24. 
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of testimony entered into the record by the City of Duarte and as such, no party 

had an opportunity to cross examine sponsoring witnesses or to comment on the 

proposals.  In addition, the City of Duarte’s opening brief did not include any 

analysis supporting the recommendations.  

Rule 13.8(d) of the Rules of Practice and Procedure provides: 

Direct testimony in addition to the prepared testimony 
previously served,…will not be accepted into evidence unless 
the sponsoring party shows good cause why the additional 
testimony could not have been served with the prepared 
testimony or should otherwise be admitted…. 

The City of Duarte included no explanation why the additional testimony 

could not have been served as prepared testimony.  For this reason Cal Am’s 

motion to strike lines 10 through 24 of page 8 of the City of Duarte’s opening 

brief, is granted.   

12. Rate Impact of Cal Am’s Petition to Modify  

D.09-07-021 

On October 7, 2009, Cal Am filed a petition for modification of D.09-07-021 

regarding Cal Am’s general office allocation methodology applied to all  

non-regulated operations.  On June 4, 2010, the Commission issued D.10-06-003, 

granting Cal Am’s petition for modification which resulted in changes to the 

general office allocation methodology that affects all Cal Am’s districts.  The rates 

adopted in this proceeding for the Larkfield, Los Angeles and Sacramento 

districts reflect the impact of D.10-06-003 

13. Comments on Proposed Decision 

The proposed decision of ALJ Linda A. Rochester in this matter was mailed 

to the parties in accordance with § 311 of the Public Utilities Code and comments 

are allowed pursuant to Rule 14.3 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure.  Opening comments were filed by Cal Am, Mark West Community 
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Services Committee, and the Cities of Bradbury and Duarte on  

June 14, 2010, and reply comments were filed by Cal Am and DRA on June 21, 

2010.  All comments were considered and changes were made as appropriate.  

Specifically, significant substantive changes were made to Sections 1, 4.14.1, 9.1 

and 9.2, and Ordering Paragraphs 3, 12, and 13.   

14. Assignment of Proceeding 

John A. Bohn is the assigned Commissioner and Linda A. Rochester is the 

assigned ALJ in this proceeding. 

Findings of Fact 

1. Cal Am and DRA are the only parties to the settlement.   

2. Cal Am provided an application and exhibits that explained its request for 

a rate increase in detail.  

3. DRA provided an analysis of the application indicating that it agreed with 

some of Cal Am’s estimates and disagreed with others.  

4. The overall settlement results lie between the initial positions of Cal Am 

and DRA and the settlement resolves some issues raised by other parties.   

5. The settlement does not violate any statute or Commission decision or rule.   

6. Cal Am represents the interest of its shareholders. 

7. DRA represents the interests of ratepayers.  

8. The settlement results in rates sufficient to provide adequate reliable 

service to customers at reasonable rates while providing Cal Am with the 

opportunity to earn a reasonable return.   

9. The settlement provides the Commission with sufficient information to 

carry out its future regulatory obligations with respect to the parties and their 

interests. 
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10. The parties recommend that the Commission phase Cal Am's next general 

rate case, with Phase I considering revenue requirement updates and analyses on 

the meet and confer sessions and data collection referenced in the settlement.  

The parties also recommend that Cal Am be required to include in Phase I, any 

ideas it is considering for inclusion in a second Phase II addressing rate design.  

The extension letter stated that the procedure and schedule for finalization and 

consideration of Cal Am's rate design proposal will be addressed in the general 

rate case proceeding.  

11. On April 13, 2010, the Executive Director granted Cal Am a limited 

extension to August 1, 2010, to submit its rate design proposal in its upcoming 

statewide general rate case.  

12. In past general rate cases, because more accurate information was not 

available, an estimate was used to calculate test year California Corporate 

Franchise Tax for federal income tax purposes.   

13. Changes to California Revenue and Taxation Code may provide more 

timely and accurate information for the California Corporate Franchise Tax 

calculation.   

14. Any changes to the methodology used to calculate Cal Am’s California 

Corporate Franchise Tax adopted in this decision would apply to only three of 

Cal Am’s seven districts, and result in inconsistent tax calculations among the 

districts.  A review of the California Corporate Franchise Tax is more 

appropriately undertaken in Cal Am’s upcoming statewide general rate case due 

to be filed July 1, 2010 . 

15. Any changes to the methodology used to calculate the Domestic 

Production Activities Deduction adopted in this decision would apply to only 
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three of Cal Am’s seven districts and result in inconsistent tax calculations among 

the districts.     

16. A review of the calculation of the Domestic Production Activities 

Deduction is more appropriately undertaken in Cal Am’s upcoming statewide 

general rate case due to be filed July 1, 2010.  

17. When a utility seeks recovery of costs tracked in a memorandum account, 

the utility must also demonstrate that the costs are not covered by other 

authorized rates, it is appropriate for ratepayers to pay for those categories of 

costs in addition to otherwise authorized rates, the utility acted prudently when 

it incurred those costs, and the level of costs is reasonable.    

18. D.10-06-003 has been issued in Cal Am’s petition to modify D.09-07-021, 

which impacts the rates in this proceeding. 

Conclusions of Law 

1. Rule 12.1(d) provides that the Commission will not approve settlements, 

whether contested or uncontested, unless the settlement is reasonable in light of 

the whole record, consistent with law, and in the public interest.   

2. The settlement is reasonable in light of the whole record. 

3. The settlement is consistent with law.   

4. The settlement is in the public interest.  

5. The settlement should be adopted.  

6. The Executive Director's extension to August 1, 2010, for Cal Am to submit 

its rate design proposal in its upcoming statewide general rate case should be 

affirmed. 

7. Cal Am’s methodology for calculation of the California Corporate 

Franchise Tax should be adopted.  The issue of whether to revise Cal Am’s 
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methodology for calculation of the California Corporate Franchise Tax should be 

undertaken in Cal Am’s statewide general rate case to be filed July 1, 2010.    

8. In its statewide general rate case, Cal Am should provide comparison 

information regarding the amount of California Corporate Franchise Tax 

estimated in its previous three general rate cases and the actual amount of 

California Corporate Franchise Tax paid for the same time periods.    

9. Cal Am’s methodology for calculation of the Domestic Production 

Activities Deduction should be adopted.  The issue of whether to revise Cal Am’s 

methodology for calculating the Domestic Production Activities Deduction 

should be undertaken in Cal Am’s statewide general rate case, due to be filed 

July 1, 2010.   

10. Authorization for a memorandum account to track costs associated with 

Cal Am’s compliance with new federal Ground Water Rules should be granted.  

11. The final rates adopted in this proceeding should reflect the impact of 

D.10-06-003, the Commission’s decision in Cal Am’s petition to modify  

D.09-07-021, which was issued on June 4, 2010. 

 

O R D E R  

 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The joint motion of California-American Water Company and the Division 

of Ratepayer Advocates to approve the settlement is granted, to the extent set 

forth in this Order. 

2. California-American Water Company is authorized to file a Tier 2 advice 

letter no later than October 15, 2010, to request recovery of the additional 
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amortization of costs related to expenses for tank painting completed in 2010.  

The effective date for the annual Step rate increase shall be January 2011.  

3. California-American Water Company is authorized to file by Tier 1 advice 

letter the revised tariff schedules attached to this order as Attachments A, B, and 

C, and to concurrently cancel its present schedules for such service.  This filing 

shall be subject to approval by the Commission’s Division of Water and Audits.  

The effective date of the revised schedule shall be no earlier than July 1, 2010, and 

shall apply only to service rendered on or after the effective date for the Larkfield 

and Sacramento districts.  For the Los Angeles District, the effective date of the 

revised schedule shall be January 1, 2010, and California-American Water 

Company is authorized to file a Tier I advice letter to recover the difference 

between the interim and final rates from its Los Angeles Districts customers.   

4. For escalation years 2011 and 2012, California-American Water Company 

shall file Tier 2 advice letters in conformance with General Order 96-B proposing 

new revenue requirements and corresponding revised tariff schedules for each 

district and rate procedures set forth in the Commission’s Rate Case Plan 

(Decision 07-05-062) for Class A Water Utilities and shall include appropriate 

supporting workpapers.  The revised tariff schedules shall take effect no earlier 

than July 1, 2011 and July 1, 2012, respectively and shall apply to service 

rendered on and after their effective dates.  The proposed, revised revenue 

requirements and rates shall be reviewed by the Commission’s Division of Water 

and Audits.  The Division of Water and Audits shall inform the Commission if it 

finds that the revised rates do not conform to the Rate Case Plan, this order, or 

other Commission decisions, and if so, reject the filing.     

5. California-American Water Company shall file its 2010 statewide general 

rate case no later than July 1, 2010, but may omit its rate design proposal.  
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California-American Water Company shall serve its rate design proposal in its 

2010 statewide general rate case no later than August 1, 2010.  

6. California-American Water Company shall include in its 2010 statewide 

general rate case application, updates and analyses on the meet and confer 

sessions and data collection referenced in the settlement.  California-American 

Water Company shall include in its 2010 statewide general rate case application, 

any ideas it is considering for inclusion in its rate design proposal.   

7. California-American Water Company is authorized to file a Tier 1 advice 

letter to establish a balancing account for each district to track and recover 

variations in pension expenses.  The balancing accounts shall be used to track the 

difference between the level of expenses authorized in rates and the actual costs.  

Cal Am’s recovery for ratemaking purposes shall be capped at the minimum 

level of Benefit Plan expense calculated according to the Employee Retirement 

Income Security Act minimum funding levels.  The effective date of the balancing 

accounts shall be the effective date of this decision and the balancing accounts 

shall track only costs incurred on or after the effective date of the balancing 

accounts. 

8. California-American Water Company is authorized to file a Tier 1 advice 

letter to establish a balancing account for each district to track and recover 

variations in post retirement benefits other than pension.  The balancing accounts 

shall be used to track the difference between the level of post retirement benefits 

other than pension expenses authorized in rates and the actual minimum costs 

calculated according Federal Accounting Standard 106.  The effective date of the 

balancing accounts shall be the effective date of this decision and the balancing 

accounts shall track only costs incurred on or after the effective date of the 

balancing accounts.  
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9. California-American Water Company is authorized to file a Tier 3 advice 

letter to seek recovery of any costs beyond $147,082 for the Faught Road Well 

once the project is used and useful.  

10. California-American Water Company is authorized to file a Tier 2 advice 

letter to establish a developer special facilities fee in the Larkfield District for the 

Faught Road Well.  The precise amount of the fee shall be determined using 

actual costs divided by the number of customers served.   

11. California-American Water Company is authorized to file a Tier 2 advice 

letter to establish a developer special facilities fee in the Rosemont Service Area 

of the Sacramento District specifically related to the Jackson Booster Station Tank.  

The precise amount of the fee shall be determined using actual costs divided by 

the number of customers served.  

12. In its statewide general rate case, to be filed July 1, 2010,  

California-American Water Company shall provide comparison information 

regarding the amount of California Corporate Franchise Tax estimated in its 

previous three general rate cases and the actual amount paid for the same time 

period.  The schedule for submitting the information shall be determined by the 

assigned Administrative Law Judge.   

13. A review of California-American Water Company’s calculation 

methodology for the Domestic Production Activities Deduction shall be 

undertaken in its statewide general rate case, to be filed July 1, 2010.  The 

schedule shall be determined by the assigned Administrative Law Judge.     

14. California-American Water Company is authorized to file a Tier 1 advice 

letter to establish a memorandum account specifically for tracking the costs 

associated with Cal Am’s compliance with new federal Ground Water Rules.  

California-American Water Company is authorized to file a Tier 3 advice letter to 
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request recovery of those costs.  The Tier 3 advice letter shall include written 

justification to substantiate that the costs are incremental costs, not costs already 

covered within base rates.  Authorization of the memorandum account does not 

guarantee recovery of expenses booked to this memorandum account that have 

been otherwise authorized in rates or are imprudent or unreasonable.    

15. California-American Water Company’s application is granted only to the 

extent specified in this decision and is otherwise denied. 

16. The rates adopted in this decision reflect the impact of Decision  

(D.) 10-06-003, the Commission’s decision in California-American Water 

Company’s petition to modify D.09-07-021, which was issued on June 4, 2010. 

17. Application (A.) 09-01-013, A.09-05-008, and A.09-07-002 are closed. 

This order is effective today. 

Dated June 24, 2010, at San Francisco, California.  

 

 

      MICHAEL R. PEEVEY 
                             President 

DIAN M. GRUENEICH 
JOHN A. BOHN 
TIMOTHY ALAN SIMON 
NANCY E. RYAN 
                  Commissioners 
  
 Rochester Attachment A 
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 Rochester Attachment C 
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CASE 91-M-0890 - In the Matter of the Development of a Statement 
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Ratemaking Treatment for Pensions and 
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STATEMENT OF POLICY AND ORDER CONCERNING THE 
ACCOUNTING AND RATEMAKING TREATMENT FOR PENSIONS 

AND POSTRETIREMENT BENEFITS OTHER THAN PENSIONS 

(Issued and Effective: September 7, 1993) 

I. INTRODUCTION 

On March 19, 1992, we issued a Notice Soliciting 

Comments (Notice) which contained a staff proposal regarding the 

accounting and ratemaking treatment to be applied to three major 

and interrelated accounting pronouncements issued by the 
1 Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB). These three 

Standards are: 

1. The FASB is the private sector's independent rulemaking body_ 
for the accounting profession. Although the Securities and 
Exchange Commission (SEC) has statutory authority to 
establish financial and reporting standards, the FASB's 
standards are officially recognized as authoritative by the 
SEC and the American Institute of Certified Public 
Accountants. 
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Statement of Financial Accounting Standards (SFAS) 
No. 87 - "Employers' Accounting for Pensions" 

SFAS No. 88 - "Employers' Accounting for Settlements and 
Curtailments of Defined Benefits Pension Plans and for 
Termination Benefits" 

SFAS No. 106 - "Employers' Ac£ounting for Postretirement 
Benefits Other Than Pensions" 

Although the first two pronouncements were generally 

effective in 1987,2 we awaited the FASB's issuance of an 

Exposure Draft on the accounting for Postretirement Benefits 

Other Than Pensions (OPEB) in the summer of 1989, before 

beginning the process of developing a generic Statement of Policy 

on these interrelated accounting principles. All three Standards 

deal with the complex issues of accounting for, and measurement 

of, employers' cost of employee benefits received after 

retirement, but earned during the employees' working career. 

Since pensions and OPEBs are both forms of deferred compensation, 

and since the pronouncements are complementary, we are addressing 

their accounting/ratemaking treatment in one Statement of Policy 

(Policy) • 

1. SFAS No. 106 is generally effective for fiscal years 
beginning.in 1993. However, it is not mandatory until fiscal 
years beginning after December 15, 1994 for employers who 
have less than 500 plan participants and are non-public 
enterprises. The Statement of Policy recognizes this delay 
feature for the small companies. 

2. On S~ptember 22, 1987, we issued an Order authorizing 
companies to adopt the provisions of SFAS No. 87 if done in 
the context of a rate proceeding. Companies could adopt SFAS 
No. 87 outside a rate proceeding, but only if the differences 
between pension expense, as calculated under SFAS No. 87, and 
current rate allowances were deferred for Commission 
disposition. 

-2-
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II. Overview 

After a careful review of all comments submitted in 

response to the Notice,l we are adopting all three accounting 

Standards, with some- revisions to the provisions specified in the 

Notice, for accounting and ratemaking purposes effective with 

this Order and retroactive to January 1, 1993. All affected 

companies must have their regulatory accounting records in 

compliance with this Policy by October 1, 1993. 

The Statement of policy2 shall be followed in all 

instances for regulatory accounting and ratemaking purposes 

unless particular circumstances demonstrate it to be 

I 
inappropriate or unwarranted. Before special treatment will be 

allowed, the party seeking divergent treatment must: 

(1) demonstrate that the cost or other impact of implementing the 

contested provision(s) would be an unjustifiable burden on its 

New York utility ratepayers, and (2) submit an alternative plan 

that fulfills the objectives of the Policy. 

In the broadest sense, the Policy merges two, sometimes 

competing, objectives into a comprehensive accountingjratemaking 

strategy: it blends a desire to recognize generally accepted 

accounting principles (GAAP) in Commission rate decisions (when 

1. Thirty parties responded to Staff's proposal1 25 
jurisdictional utilities, 2 of the "Big Six" accounting firms 
and 3 Intervenors who often participate in rate cases (the -
New York State Consumer Protection Board (CPB), Multiple 
Intervenors, and Federal Executive Agencies). A list of the 
respondents is attached as Appendix B. 

2. Attached as Appendix A. 

-3-
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they do not conflict with our regulatory objectives) with the 

need to introduce accounting changes into rates in a smooth and 

efficient manner. 

In summary, the Policy accomplishes the following 

primary objectives: 

o adopts the three GAAP pronouncements for accounting and 
ratemaking purposes. For SFAS Nos. 87 and 88, it 
utilizes some options of the new accounting rules to 
recognize pension gains (and losses) faster than most 
companies heretofore have chosen to do. It also 
preserves other pension savings and, together with 
pension gains, directs their use to mitigate increases 
in future OPEB rate allowances. 

o adopts recognition of OPEB costs in rates as they are 
earned by employees (accrual accounting). This 
constitutes a switch from the current pay-as-you-go 
(cash basis) practice. 

o moderates the rate impact of adopting accrual accounting 
for OPEB through the use of a phase-in plan and a long­
term amortization of the obligation that has built up in 
the past. 

III. Major Provisions of the Statement of Policy 

The Policy accomplishes its main objectives through the 

following features: 

o mitigates the substantial rate impacts related to 
adopting SFAS No. 106 by: 

00 establishing a rate phase-in plan for OPEB that 
allows five-years for rate allowances to reach the 
full annual SFAS No. 106 expense level; 

00 amortizing over 20 years the OPEB liability that 
has built up over approximately the last 2 decades 
(the transition obligation); 

00 rededicating excess pension plan assets (where 
available) to begin funding future OPEB 
liabili ties; 

-4-
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00 amortizing previously unrecognized pension gains 
(where available); and 

00 preserving pension expense reductions (past and 
future) occasioned by the adoption of SFAS No. 87. 

o complies with GAAP by adopting accrual accounting fer 
OPEB and establishing a rate phase-in plan that conforms 
with FASB guidelines. 

o is consistent with the accounting and ratemaking 
treatment for pensions and OPEBs adopted by both the 
Federal Communications commission (FCC) and the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). 

o helps staff monitor OPEB costs by istablishing 
additional reporting requirements, and both requires 
implementation of cost containment measures for OPEB and 
allows for incentives if companies reduce annual costs. 

o safeguards customers from inaccurate actuarial and 
health care cost assumptions, as well as reduced OPEB 
costs in the event a national hea~th care program is 
implemented, by requiring utilities to defer the 
difference between actual costs and rate allowances for 
OPEB and dedicating OPEB allowances exclusively for that 
purpose. 

o calls for a re-examination in approximately 5-7 years of 
the accountin9/ratemaking impacts on companies and the 
results of the Policy's provisions on pension and OPEB 
funding and expense levels. 

1. Along with other Annual Report changes for 1993, new 
schedules containing additional reporting requirements for 
pensions/OPEB will be considered at a later Commission 
session. 

-5-
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IV. Responses to the Notice - Specific Issues 

A. Use of SFAS No. 87 For Rate Purposes 

All parties, except New Rochelle, agree that SFAS No. 87 

should be adopted for rate purposes. l New-Rochelle proposes 

that the tax contribution method be retained 2 and argues that, 

since it funds only the minimum amount required by ERISA3 and 

IRS regulations, the amount is not excessive and its fund balance 

has not approached the Full Funding Limitations established in 

the tax regulations. 

SFAS No. 87 provides a more objective tool for measuring 

and evaluating pension expense than the current accounting method 

does. The tax contribution method espoused by New Rochelle is 

less desirable under current circumstances because the Federal 

Internal Revenue Code (IRC) specifies only the minimum and 

maximum amounts that must/may be funded. This standard is too 

broad and leaves the company with wide discretion as to the 

amount it will expense and fund. This situation is exacerbated 

by the fact that the IRC also allows actuaries to chose anyone 

of several methods to determine the range of funding. As a 

1. TOS Telecom (Edwards, Oriskany Falls & Port Byron Telephone 
Companies)' noted that its employee pension plan is a defined 
contribution plan (OCP) and that this type of plan was not 
specifically addressed in the Notice. Although the Notice 
focused on defined benefit pension plans, it is also 
applicable to DCPs, as is the Policy adopted herein. 

2. Under this method the amount allowed in rates for pensions 
generally equals the amount the utility deposits in a 
dedicated external pension trust. 

3. Employee Retirement Income Security Act, enacted.September 2, 
1974. 
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result, the funding level calculated under the tax contribution 

method is extremely subjective. 

SFAS No. 87 provides a superior method for quantifying 

and apportioning pension costs among current and future 

customers. Therefore, we adopt SFAS No. 87 for accounting and 
-

rate purposes, subject to the restrictions and other provisions 

described below and detailed in the attached Statement of Policy. 

B. Rate Treatment for Prior Deferrals of SFAS No. 87 Amounts 

By our September 22, 1987 order we directed all Class A 

and B utilities that adopt SFAS No. 87 before issuance of a final 

Statement of Policy to defer the difference between the allowance 

in current rates for pension costs and costs recorded according 

to SFAS No. 87, unless the change is made in the context of a 

rate proceeding. Several utilities request guidance as to how 

the balance of the deferrals created by that order will be 

treated for rate purposes. 

The disposition of these deferrals will be determined on 

a case-by-case basis. Companies should propose a disposition of 

SFAS No. 87 amounts deferred in accordance with the September 22, 

1987 order in the same rate filing in which they address recovery 

of the effects of adopting SFAS No. 106. 1 ~Companies c,tpat do not 

~ile for recovery of the costs covered by this Policy by June 1, 

1995, must submit an accounting/ratemaking plan to the Commission 

1. This is addressed in Section III,C,2 of the attached 
Statement of Policy. 
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proposing a disposition of these deferred SFAS No. 87 balances by 

September I, 1995. 

C. Use of SFAS No. 106 for Rate Purposes 

All commenting utilities and the two CPA firms favor the 
-

adoption of SFAS No. 106 for rate purposes, however, the three 

Intervenor parties oppose its adoption. The major arguments in 

opposition are: 

1. Pay-As-You-Go (PAYGO) is less costly than accrual 
accounting. 

2. Adoption of SFAS No. 106 is not required by GAAP 
because SFAS No. 71 allows regulated utilities to 
use different accounting if the same treatment is 
fOllowed for ratemaking. 

3. The accrual approach will cause intergenerational 
inequity since customers will pay the costs of 
employees that are currently providing service and 
also pay the costs of employees who provided 
services in the past. 

1. PAYGO is Less Costly 

While the PAYGO approach may produce lower rates in the 

short-run, it creates offsetting long-term rate impacts. 

Continued use of PAYGO would inevitably result in future 

customers being required to bear a disproportionately high 

percentage of the total costs. 

The Intervenors' "present valueH-analyses are flawed 

because they contain inconsistent assumptions for the discount 

rates and fund earnings rates. These assumptions are critical 

because they help quantify future liabilities on the one hand and 

fund earnings on the other. These assumptions, as used in the 

-8-
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SFAS No. 106 calculations, must be based on consistent and 

interrelated economic circumstances in order to produce valid 

results. When these components are made consistent and then 

applied to the PAYGO proponents' studies, the results show the 

total impact of PAYGO and accrual, in the long run, to be 

equivalent. Thus, taking into account the time value of money, 

accrual accounting (assuming funding) is no more costly than 

PAYGO in real terms. Further, accrual accounting (i.e., SFAS No. 

106) achieves an objective PAYGO cannot match -- it evens out 

OPEB costs over different periods of time and thus provides a 

fair and systematic cost allocation among current and future 

utility customers. 

2. SFAS No. 71 Permits Utilities to Stay on PAYGO 

SFAS No. 
1 . 

71 (paragraph 9), permits deferral of current 

expenses so long as there is a corresponding understanding and 

commitment by the regulator that the "regulatory asset" thus 

created has a reasonable probability of recovery in future rate 

allowances. The Intervenors recommend continued use of PAYGO for 

rates indefinitely and the establishment of a regulatory asset 

for all differences between the OPEB costs determined under PAYGO 

and SFAS No. 106. 

The issue of establishing a regulatory asset for the 

differences between SFAS NO. 106 costs and PAYGO rate allowances 

1. Statement of Financial Accounting Standards No. 71 -
"Ac90unting for the Effects of certain Types of Regulation," 
issued in December 1982. 
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was reviewed extensively by the EITF.l On January 21, 1993, the 

EITF reached a consensus agreement that 

" a regulatory asset related to SFAS No. 106 costs 
should not be recorded by the regulator if the regulator 
continues to include OPEB costs in rates on a PAYGO 
basis." 

Thus, the EITF rejected PAYGO as an acceptable treatment 

for rate regulated entities primarily because the regulatory body 

could not provide assurance the resulting long-term regulatory 

asset would actually be recovered in the future. The EITF also 

adopted several other provisions that apply only to rate­

regulated entities for SFAS No. 106 costs. Our Statement of 

Policy complies with all provisions of the EITF's ruling. 

3. Intergenerational Equity 

The inequity referred to by the Intervenors pertains to 

the benefits earned in the past that have not yet been recognized 

or paid. The cost of these benefits is commonly referred to as 

"prior service costs." In accordance with one of the options in 

SFAS No. 106, the Notice proposes that this amount be amortized 

over a minimum of 20 years as part of the annual OPEB accrual. 

The extent of the intergenerational inequity is 

overstated by the Intervenor parties since the majority of prior 

service costs are applicable to employees currently in, and 

1. The Emerging Issues Task Force (EITF) of the FASB was formed 
in 1984 to provide timely financial accounting and reporting 
guidance on new, often narrow, business transactions. A 
consensus reached by the EITF is a source of GAAP. 
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expected to remain in, the companies' workforces for a number of 

years. The customers who will pay for the prior service costs, 

if SFAS No. 106 is used, are either the same customers who 

received the services of the employees to whom the liability 

relates, or are closer in time to when the service was rendered 

than future customers will be. 

Conclusion 

SFAS No. 106 provides a superior method for quantifying 

and apportioning OPEB costs among current and future customers. 

We therefore adopt SFAS No. 106. for accounting and rate purposes, 

effective with this Order, and retroactive to January 1, 1993, 

subject to the restrictions and other provisions detailed in the 

attached Statement of Policy. 

D. Phase-in Proposal - OPEB 

The two CPA Firms strongly'support the phase-in plan, 

characterizing it as a reasonable and practical approach to 

soften the rate impacts. Twelve utilities find the proposed 

phase-in acceptable. However, three of these utilities think the 

minimum rate of phase-in (.25% of operating revenues) is too low 

and/or the maximum length of the phase-in should be shortened to 

4 years. NYT, on the other hand, expresses concern that the 

Notice's target rate of phase-in (i.e., 1% of operating revenues) 

may be too large for some companies. NYT also proposes that, in 

order to maintain" consistency, the phase-in should be at the 

incremental rate of 20% each year for 5 years. 
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Nine utilities oppose phasing-in the revenue requirement 

impact, reasoning that: 

1. the Phase-in violates the expense recognition required by 
SFAS No. 106; 

2. a phase-in is unne.cessary except in extreme cases; 

3. staff's plan will leave the New York State utility 
industry in noncompliance with other states which adopt 
SFAS No. 106 without restrictions; 

4. the required deferrals may never be recovered, especially 
in view of the increasing competitive nature of the 
electric, gas and telecommunications industries; and 

5. the phase-in method is inherently arbitrary, subjective 
and does not allow a company's true cost to be reflected 
in its prices. 

The three intervenor parties oppose the phase-in 

proposal consistent with their overall objection to adopting SFAS 

No. 106 for rate purposes. MI also states that if SFAS No. 106 

is adopted, the first part of the proposed phase-in should be 

accomplished over 10 years rather than the 5 years proposed in 

the Notice. 

The significant rate impact caused by the adoption of 

SFAS No. 106 argues strongly for some form of phase-in plan. 

Moreover, the FASB, through the EITF, has decided that for rate 

regulated entities the additional cost of adopting SFAS No. 106 

should be recognized in rates within about five years of the 

utiiity's adoption of SFAS No. 106, with any cost deferrals from 

the phase-in period being recovered within approximately 20 years 

from adoption of the Standard. 

We concur with the Notice that a phase-in plan is needed 

to mitigate the impact on customer bills and to allow for a 
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smooth transition from the PAYGO method. We adopt the phase-in 

plan proposed in the Notice with the modification that the 

maximum amortization period for the phase-in related deferrals 

will be extended from the proposed 10·years to the 20 years 

allowed by the EITF.l 

Arguments that a phase-in plan for SFAS No. 106 is 

unnecessary, except in extreme cases, are unfounded. The plan 

calls for each utility's implementation of this Policy to be 

examined on a case-by-case basis. We may shorten or ignore the 

proposed phase-in if we conclude such action is appropriate given 

the circumstances of a particular utility, the impact on 

customers and rates, or other valid reasons. The case-by-case 

review also answers the concerns of those companies which 

criticized the rate of phase-in as either too fast or slow. We 

will base the phase-in within the revenue benchmark ranges 

proposed in the Notice on an as needed basis. 

The argument that the proposed plan will result in 

inconsistencies among New York state utilities and between New 

York utilities and those of other states is incorrect given the 

EITF's ruling and the almost universal adoption of that 

accounting plan. Moreover, it is not uncommon to have a variety 

of rate plans, all slightly different, for similar items of 

expense (~, Demand Side Management costs). Despite the varied 

ratemaking approaches we may apply, they are all implemented in 

1. The phase-in plan contained in the Notice predates the EITF's 
ruling. 
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accordance with our regulatory objectives and, in this instance, 

pension and OPEB rate elements will be guided by the detailed 

provisions of the Policy. 

The concern that the pension and OPEB deferrals may 

never be recovered because of competition or deregulation is 

speculative at this time and for the near future. Moreover, 

under a deregulated framework, the recovery of such deferrals 

would be just one of many issues. Should we acquire the 

necessary legislative authority to deregulate an industry, or a 

portion thereof, we would review the proper rate treatment of all 

regulatory assets and liabilities in the context of a global 

deregulation plan. 

Finally, claims that the deferral accounting is 

"arbitrary" and "subjective" are also misplaced. The deferrals 

in question are in strict compliance with the parameters outlined 

by the EITF and they constitute a reasonable ratemaking approach, 

considering the major rate impact OPEB poses. 

E. Restriction on Selection of Options 

SFAS Nos. 87 and 106 provide options that allow 

employers latitude when determining pensionjOPEB costs. Staff 

thoroughly analyzed these options in order to determine how they 

could best meet our regulatory objectives and their 

recommendations were presented in the Notice. Most of the 

utilities and the CPA firms generally argue that the accounting 

Standards should be adopted in their entirety and that the 
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features embodied in the Standards should be left exclusively to 

management. 

It is clearly proper to limit the application of GAAP 

pronouncements in our ratemaking practi"ces when they conflict 

with our regulatory objectives. In the instant case, some of the 

options available in the Standards for calculating the level of 

component costs could produce results that would be contrary to 

our objectives of intergenerational equity and of mitigating rate 

impacts. Further, our restriction of these options for 

ratemaking purposes does not violate any provision of SFAS Nos. 

87, 88 or 106. 

The restriction that raised the strongest objection was 

the proposal to prohibit the use of the "corridor approach" to 

recognize certain pension/OPEB gains and losses. As a hedge 

against volatility in the year-over-year level of expense, both 

SFAS Nos. 87 and 106 allow employers the option to delay 

recognition of certain gains/losses. The most conservative 

method allowed by SFAS Nos. 87 and 106 for recognizing these 

delayed gains and losses, and the one universally adopted by New 

York utilities, is the "corridor approach." However, since 

companies may use any method of recognition that would cause a 

more rapid recognition of these gains and. losses than would the 

corridor approach, employers have significant leeway in the 

period over which these gains and losses may be recognized. 

-15-

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 71 of 355



CASE 9l-M-0890 

The "corridor approach" allows employers to accumulate 

gains/losses until they reach a threshold~l once this level is 

reached, the amount in excess of this corridor is amortized over 

a period of approximately 20 years. The Notice proposed to 

prohibit the "corridor approach" and to require instead that the 

annual pension/OPEB expense calculation reflect a lO-year 

amortization of the total amount of gains and losses, without any 

threshold level. 

Commentors argue for retaining the "corridor approach" 

stating that it is a sound mechanism for mitigating the potential 

volatility in rates that could result from the SFAS Nos. 87 and 

106 expense calculations and from the effects of stock market 

fluctuations on the value of pension and OPEB fund assets. 

While extreme volatility of pension and OPEBexpense is 

undesirable for rate purposes, using the "corridor approach" for 

recognizing gains/losses is an overly conservative mechanism that 

does not comport with our ratemaking objectives in this 

instance. 2 We therefore adopt the Notice's proposed lO-year 

amortization plan for gains/losses and reject the "corridor 

1. 10% of the greater of (1) the market-related value of plan 
assets, or 2) the projected benefit obligation. 

2. For example, Con Edison's 1991 corr,idor could contain a net 
gain or loss of $300 million. 
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,approach" for ratemaking purposes. 1 We will review this 

decision in the reexamination phase of this Policy, scheduled in 

5-7 years.2 

The 10-year amortization plan retains some of the 

averaging benefits of the "corridor approach," thereby reducing 
. 

volatility, yet recognizes all gains and losses over a reasonable 

period of time. Additionally, the elimination of the corridor 

will not impose unwarranted burdens on companies, and we view the 

lO-year amortization plan as an improvement in the determination 

of pension and OPEB expense for rate purposes. 

The Notice contains numerous technical provisions 

concerning the adoption and implementation into rates of SFAS 

Nos. 87, 88, and 106. We adopt all those provisions to the 

extent they are not modified by the following: 

1. companies which initially adopt SFAS No. 87 on or after 
January 1, 1993 should amor,tize the transition asset/ 
obligation over the periods(s) specified in the Policy; 

2. the Notice's proposal to reguire the use of a three year 
market-related value for valuing pension/OPEBplan 
assets is not adopted; and 

3. companies which: 

1. The Notice stated (Appendix A, page 18) that any gains or 
losses should be placed in a deferred account and amortized. 
This is incorrect. No deferral account should be used since 
the amounts will not yet have been recognized on the 
company's books. The Notice should have stated that l/lOth 
of the gains and losses should be recognized as part of the 
annual pension expense calculation. The unrecognized portion 
of these gains and losses will not be included in the 
rate base calculation. 

2. We agree with the Notice's recommendation to review the 
Policy after a reasonable period of time has elapsed and 
after all parties have gained sufficient experience. We 
conclude the review should be made in 5-7 years. 
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a. on the basis of an established history of amending 
their pension/OPEB plans, shorten the amortization 
period of prior service costs arising from plan 
amendments, or 

b. change the method used to select an assumption or 
determine the value of plan assets or liabilities, 
or 

c. select a different option, where there is a choice, 

must file notification with the Director of the Office 
of Accounting and Finance within 30 days of enacting the 
change(s). However, such notification is not necessary 
if the cumulative impact on pension and OPEB expense, 
when combined, is less than .05% of the company's common 
equity and less than $5 million. 

F. Proposed Deferrals 

.Due to the unique nature of pension and OPEB costs, the 

Notice contains provisions requiring the use of deferral 

accounting procedures, at least through the 5-7 year review. The 

objectives of these provisions are to: 

1. protect against inaccurate pension/OPEB projections 
until sufficient experience is gained to assure 
their accuracy; and 

2. monitor pension/OPEB rate allowances that have yet 
to be paid out as benefits or deposited into an 
external pension/OPEB trust(s). 

Several commentors question the propriety and need for 

deferral accounting claiming pension/OPEB expense projections are 

no different than other expense forecasts used in setting rates. 

They also argue that, if deferral accounting must be adopted, 

rate base should be adjusted for the deferred balance, rather 

than accruing a noncash return, and such treatment should be 

applied equally to both negative and positive deferral balances. 
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Deferral accounting procedures are needed at least 

during the 5-71 year review period to facilitate a smooth and 

complete implementation of the phase-in plan and to preserve the 

impact of the discontinuance of the "corridor approach.,,2 

Moreover, employers will be reviewing and revising pension/OPEB 
. 

expense levels often for assumption changes, plan amendments and 

for the effects of implementing this Policy. Deferral accounting 

will mitigate the volatility in rate and expense differences 

during the transition period. 

Finally, in the event a national health care program is 

implemented in the near future, OPEB rate allowances may be 

considerably different from actual costs; deferral accounting 

will buffer these differences and protect all parties from 

unforeseen consequences. 

The amount of pension/OPEB rate allowances not deposited 

into an external fund (or paid out in benefits expense) will be 

accounted for using the internal reserve method. Some commentors 

argue that these amounts (net of their tax effect) should be 

deducted from rate base. As stated in the Notice, we considered 

applying rate base treatment for this item but opted for accruing 

a carrying charge. The carrying charge method matches the timing 

1. The amount deferred during the 5-year phase-in, which 
constitutes the difference between the rate allowances and 
actual expense that has not been fully recovered, is likely 
to require deferral beyond the 5-7 year review period. 

2. This latter feature is especially important for companies 
which do not file rate proceedings as described in Section 
III,C,2 of the Policy Statement. 
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of the interest accrual on funds with the actual 

receipt/disbursement of those funds. The rate base method cannot 

provide this degree of accuracy because of regulatory lag. 

Moreover, complicated Internal Revenue Code provisions will 

determine the amount of pension/OPEB contributions that can 

legally be made to the external trust arrangements. The 

availability of cash and alternative investment opportunities 

will also affect the actual level of funding. Since the level of 

contributions may be difficult to predict during the 

implementation phase and thereafter, accruing a carrying-charge 

on the amounts not deposited into an external fund (or paid out 

in benefits expense) provides a more accurate method of 

compensating parties f.or the time value of money. 

We do not expect companies to deposit in external funds 

more than they receive in rates. Therefore, the accrual of 

carrying-charges will be allowed only on credit balances in the 

pension and OPEB internal reserves. Companies seeking to accrue 

a carrying-charge on debit balances must petition for Commission 

authority or seek such approval in a rate proceeding. 

G. Funding 

The Notice proposed to require companies to deposit rate 

allowances for OPEB into tax-effective, external trust fUnd(s) to 

the maximum extent they so qualify. The Notice also listed three 

conditions that would have to be met for such contributions to be 

judged "tax-effective." Since there are currently few external 

,trust fund arrangements for OPEB that qualify as "tax-effective," 
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the Notice proposed that any portion of the OPEB rate allowance 

not deposited into "tax-effective" external funds would be 

retained by the company and could be used for regulated utility 

purposes. The amounts so retained would be accounted for as an 

internal reserve (similar to depreciation and decommissioning 

reserves) • 

About one third of the commenting utilities objected to 

this requirement claiming that it unnecessarily encumbered their 

flexibility to effectively manage their OPEB funding assets. Of 

particular concern was the effect this definition of "tax-

effective" would have on their ability to fund the OPEB plans of 

management and other nonunion employees. The commentors claimed 

the requirement would preclude the use of VEBA trusts l for these 

employees since, unlike "collectively bargained" VEBAS,2 the 

income earned on VEBA trusts for non-union and management 

employees is taxed when earned. 

The objective of prioritizing tax-effective funding was 

to obtain the most efficient funding vehicles available, not to 

bias OPEB funding of union employees over that of management or 

1. Voluntary Employees' Benefit Association (VEBA) trusts are 
external OPEB trust funds for which cash contributions are 
tax deductible under Internal Revenue Code (IRC) Section 
501(c)(9). However, they must meet strict requirements 
specified in the IRC. 

2. VEBAs established for a company's current and retired 
employees who are employed (or were employed immediately 
before retiring) under a collectively bargained labor 
agreement. 
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nonunion employees·. In view of the limited number of tax-

advantage vehicles available for funding OPEB, we are deleting 

two of the conditions listed in the Notice's definition of "tax-

effective," as that term applies to OPEB funding, and retaining 

only the condition that contributions must qualify for a federal 

income tax deduction in the tax year the deposit is made. 

The Notice proposed the same restrictions on pension 

fund contributions as those provided on OPEB contributions. 

However, for pensions, there are currently sufficient funding 

vehicles available that meet all three conditions in the Notice's 

definition of "tax-effective." Therefore, there is no need to 

revise this requirement for pensions. 

H. Settlements and curtailments 

The Notice proposed several main provisions dealing with 

the settlement/curtailment of pension/OPEB plan benefits. The 

major provisions require companies to: 

1. follow SFAS No. 88 and the applicable prov~s~ons of 
SFAS No. 106 to determine gains or losses from the 
settlement or curtailment of employee pension and 
OPEB plans and the granting of termination benefits; 

2. notify the Director of the Office of Accounting and 
Finance prior to consummation of any such 
transaction(s); 

3. defer all gains from settlements, curtailments, etc. 
on the utility's books for future Commission 
disposition; and 

4. file a petition with the Commission if they wish to 
defer a loss for future rate recognition. 

Most commentors either agreed or did not respond to 

these proposals. However, NYT argued for equal treatment for 
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both gains and losses and noted that advance notification may not 

be feasible or practical as the transaction may be part of 

negotiations with employee labor unions. RTC argued that 

settlements only reduce the current pension or OPEB expense, not 

the ultimate liability. 

Experience shows that settlements can reduce the 

ultimate pension/OPEB liability.l There will be instances where 

a settlement of all or part of the benefit plan is appropriate 

and others where it will not. Utilities should periodically 

investigate the economic advantages of settling portions of their 

pension/OPEB liabilities. 

In some situations it may not be possible for the 

utility to notify the Director of the Office of Accounting and 

Finance in advance of the transaction. Thus the written 

notification procedures are changed to ..... filed within 30 days 

of the transaction." 

The Notice's asymmetric treatment of gains and losses 

arising from pension/OPEB settlements/curtailments is appropriate 

because utilities have no incentive to defer gains since 

shareholders would be the primary beneficiaries of such 

transactions. Moreover, pension fund assets have been funded 

primarily (if not exclusively) with ratepayer provided funds, and 

since large amounts of market and actuarial gains have been 

1. For example, in 1989 a jurisdictional company settled part of 
its pension plan by purchasing annuities. In doing so the 
company recognized a material gain and the company was no 
longer liable for the payment of pension benefits to the 
affected retirees. 
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excluded from the pension expense calculations, it is equitable 

that pension gains realized from settlements/curtailments be 

preserved for ratepayers. 

on the other hand, a company that incurs a loss in-a 

settlement/curtailment transaction should be required to 

demonstrate how the transaction is in the ratepayers' interest. 

Having different accounting treatment for such gains and losses 

does not disadvantage companies; rather it adds a regulatory step 

to the approval process. However, such authorization will be 

considered only for material amounts and only if the company 

submits a petition within 60 days of the transaction proposing 

the accounting and ratemaking treatment to be applied to the net 

loss.l 

I. Early Retirement Savings 

Early retirement programs allow utilities to trim their 

labor force and to reduce payroll costs. Among other things, 

however, these programs shift the cost of providing fringe 

benefits for the early retiree from a current operating cost to 

the OPEB fund. In the current ratemaking process, companies 

retain the savings from avoided salaries/wages and fringe 

1. The petition must contain a detailed derivation of the net 
loss, including the derivation of all of the annual costs an9 
savings, both direct and indirect for both pensions and OPES, 
related to, or generated by, the action that gave rise to the 
loss. Such amounts shall be quantified for the period of 
time commencing with the inception of the action or incident 
and ending with the projected date of company's next rate 
change. 
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benefits until the next rate proceed,ing. Meanwhile, increased 

annual pension and OPEB costs are thrust upon future customers. 

The Notice tried to correct for this cost shifting by 

requiring companies to defer the savings from avoided fringe 

benefit costs related to the early retirees until the early 

t " t h b " d" t 1 re 1remen save een recogn1ze 1n ra es. The captured 

savings would be used to help defray the related OPEB costs which 

commence being paid from the OPEB fund(s) immediately upon the 

employee's retirement. However, in order to prevent establishing 

a disincentive to this type of cost containment program, the 

Notice did not target wage and salary savings for capture. 

Several utilities misunderstood this and thought we were 

proposing to capture all of the savings while not providing for 

.~ecovery of the associated costs. 

In instances where the company is not requesting to 

defer for subsequent recovery the costs it has/will incur as a 

result of a broad based early retirement program, the capture of 

the limited amount of savings, as proposed, is appropriate. 2 

However, since broad based early retirement programs may give 

rise to a loss in the short-term, but over the long-term result 

in a significant net savings, the company may wish to seek 

deferral and subsequent recovery of its costs. In instances 

1. Notice, page 5 

2. The "savings" subject to this capture shall be an amount 
equal to the revenue requirement reduction applicable to the 
OPEB (i. e. health care coverage, life insurance, and 
prescription drug plan(s), etc,.) of those employees electing 
early retirement. ' 
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where the early retirement program can be shown to be in the best 

interests of the ratepayers, companies may petition for recovery 

of significant program costs. Upon petition, early retirement 

amounts (both costs and savings) will be accorded appropriate 

deferral accounting treatment, with recovery decided in 

subsequent proceedings pursuant to our conventional standards of 

prudence. 1 

Such petitions are to be filed with the Commission 

within 60 days of the consummation of the transaction and must 

demonstrate the transaction is in the ratepayers' best interests. 

The petition should quantify all costs and savings (both direct 

and indirect) to be incurred/realized as a result of the early 

retirement program from its inception to the projected effective 

date of company's next rate change; or beyond that date if 

ratepayers are receiving long-term benefits from the action. 

Such petition may include a proposal for the sharing of the net 

savings resulting from the early retirement program. 

J. Use of Pension Surpluses to Offset OPEB Expenses 

Jurisdictional utilities were requested to comment on 

the feasibility of using excess pension fund assets that may 

1. See Case 90-E-0775, Consolidated Edison Company of N.Y., 
Inc., et al., Order Accepting Contracts for Filing and 
Denying Petition (Issued December 10, 1990), p. 8; Case 
27563, Long Island Lighting Company, Opinion and Order 
Determining Prudent Cos.ts, Opinion No. 85 23 (Issued 
December 16, 1985). 
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exist to mitigate the rate impact of adopting SFAS No. 106. 

Fifteen utilities, plus CPB and MI, responded. 

The responding utilities oppose the use of pension 

assets to fund OPEB, contending the pension liability is 

continuous and that all money in the fund must be used for 

pension purposes. They claim the proposal would merely result in 

the transfer of assets from pensions to other employee benefit 

costs and will not produce any long-term benefit. They infer 

that the proposal is an attempt to avoid, or artificially reduce, 

rate allowances for OPEB. They also pointed out, as did the 

Notice, that the legal restrictions associated with pension fund 

withdrawals, VEBAs, and Section 401(h) transfers may encumber the 

use of pension funds for OPEB purposes. l 

CPB proposes that excess pension assets be used to 

reduce rates rather than being shifted to cover "highly uncertain 

OPEB costs." MI supports the concept of using excess pension 

assets for OPEB but argues that SFAS No. 106 should not be used 

for rate purposes. 

Reducing the long-run cost of employee benefits is not 

the intent behind the proposal to transfer excess pension funds 

to OPEB (where a transfer is both practical and legally 

permissible). Nor is the intent of the proposal to ignore OPEB 

in rates. Rather, it is intended to strike some balance between 

a retiree benefit fund that is over funded and a retiree benefit 

1. Like VEBA's, Section 401(h) transfers are one of the few 
types of tax deductible vehicles available, but they also are 
subject to strict federal requirements. ' 
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fund that is dramatically underfunded. Because the pension funds 

of some of our jurisdictional companies are considerably in 

excess of their current accumulated obligations, it is logical to 

apportion some of this excess to OPEB, if possible. 

In the first rate filing submitted after this Policy is 

issued, jurisdictional companies should describe their efforts to 

allocate pension plan assets in excess of pension benefits 

obligations to tax-effectively fund SFAS No. 106 related 

liabilities. The filings are to include all particulars related 

to such assignments, such as amounts, dates, investment vehicles 

used, tax effects, etc. Companies electing not to assign excess 

pension plan assets are to provide a complete explanation of this 

decision in the rate proceeding wherein they implement the 

provisions of this policy.l 

K. Implementation Plans - Rate Recovery 

The Notice provided several methods whereby companies 

could file to implement the Statement of Policy in rates. There 

were no comments opposing the implementation methods proposed. 

However, the date for filing the implementation plan is modified, 

and another modification is necessary for situations where 

companies will not be >filing for a rate change by the terminal 

date(s) established by the Policy. 

1. Due to strict federal requirements covering these vehicles 
and options, they may not be a reasonable option for a 
particular utility. Thus, we are not requiring they be made 
but they must be given consideration. 
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The date for submitting an implementation plan is 

changed from "the date SFAS No. 106 is adopted" to "June 1, 1995" 

for companies which must adopt SFAS No. 106 in 1993. This change 

provides time for companies to develop a well conceived 

ratemaking plan and to gather employee actuarial and demographic 

data. l Although the deadline for filing a rate plan is 

extended, the deferral and carrying-charge requirements described 

in the Policy must be applied for regulatory accounting purposes 

commencing January 1, 19932 (January 1, 1995 for companies that 

meet the requirements for the delayed implementation). 

Companies with pending rate proceedings, may amend their 

filings to include the effects of implementing the provisions of 

this new Statement of Policy no later than filing of Briefs on 

Exception. 

Single-issue rate filings for the purposes of 

implementing SFAS No. 106 will not be accepted. Companies which 

1. This will leave approximately 3 years to effectuate the OPEB 
phase-in. 

2. Some companies adopted SFAS No. 87 for regulatory accounting 
purposes prior to January 1, 1993 in accordance with our 
September 22, 1987 order. Deferrals made prior to January 1, 
1993 in accordance with that order are to remain segregated 
from deferrals made in accordance with this Policy. If this 
previous deferral, net of any portion which has been accorded 
rate base treatment, has a credit balance, a carrying-charge 
shall be accrued on the net balance at a rate, and in the 
manner, described in Section III,A,7 of the Policy. If the 
net balance is a debit amount, no interest shall be accrued.--

For companies which keep their books and records on a fiscal 
year basis, these deferral and carrying-charge accrual 
requirements, as they apply to OPEB, are effective commencing 
with the company's first fiscal year beginning after 
December 15, 1992. 
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are not required to adopt SPAS No. 106 until fiscal years 

beginning after December 15, 1994 will have until January 1, 1996 

to file a rate and accounting plan. 

If a company does not file for a rate change-within the 

time limits specified in the Statement of Policy, the company 

shall cease to qualify for recording a regulatory asset for the 

impact of SPAS No. 106. In such a case, all deferrals of SPAS 

No. 106 costs that have been established in anticipation of rate 

recovery are to be charged to current period income by the end of 

the latest authorized filing period. 

L. Actions to Control OPEB Costs 

The Notice proposed that all utilities be required to 

take certain actions to control OPEB costs. Most of the 

responding utilities indicated they have been taking the actions 

outlined and that no further requirements need to be imposed. 

Some company commentors believe the decision to initiate cost 

reductions in their OPEB programs should be left to management 

and should not be directed by the Commission. 

The recommendations contained in the Notice do not force 

companies to implement any particular action or meddle in 

management prerogatives. All utilities, including those that 

adopt SPAS No. 106 without requesting rate treatment, are to 

demonstrate in their first rate case following adoption of SPAS 

No. 106 that they have taken the actions to control OPEBthat are 

listed in Section III,C,4 of the Policy. 
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M. OPEB Cost Control Incentives 

Utilities normally have a financial incentive to control 

costs between rate changes because they are allowed to retain 

some/all of the savings achieved beyond the rate allowance 

granted for the costs. However, the deferral mechanisms adopted 

herein, although necessary under the circumstances, will capture 

any efficiencies gained through effective management of the 

program. Since OPEB is a significant expense, utilities should 

have incentives to minimize program costs consistent with 

workforce morale and productivity objectives. 

The specific incentives will be based on results that 

can be clearly demonstrated and supported and on the following 

considerations: the level of effort involved, ingenuity shown, 

the long-term nature of the savings, the amount of the annual 

savings achieved relative to the annual cost, and other pertinent 

factors identified by the utility. 

N. plans Which Cover More Than Jurisdictional Utility Employees 

Many consolidated corporate structures cause 

jurisdictional companies' employees to be participants in 

pension/OPEB plans that cover regulated, non-regulated, and/or 

out-of-state employees. l The diverse population covered by 

these consolidated plans and the multi-jurisdictional arenas with 

1. Jurisdictional utilities in this category include Central 
Hudson, O&R, NFG, Alltel, AT&T-NY, GTE New York, TOS TELCOM, 
NYSTA, NYT, RTC, Jamaica, Long Island Water, New Rochelle, 
NY-American and Spring Valley. 
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their multiple regulatory or statutory requirements could cause 

administrative problems, if the various authorities have 

inconsistent standards. Because the Notice proposed restrictions 

on certain SFAS No. 87 and SFAS No. 106 provisions for ratemaking 

purposes, some respondents with consolidated employee benefit 

plans claim this would cause a need for additional accounting 

records and actuarial studies. This, they argue, would increase 

costs ultimately borne by New York ratepayers. They propose, 

instead, that SFAS Nos. 87, 88, and 106 be adopted without any 

restrictions. 

Our accounting and ratemaking decisions strive to avoid 

duplicate or unnecessary recordkeeping and to minimize ratemaking 

conflicts with other authorities that have complementary 

responsibilities. In this instance some conflict appears 

unavoidable because of the competing interests involved and what 

may be different price setting philosophies. To achieve the 

regulatory objectives outlined herein, the commentors' proposal 

to eliminate all restrictions is rejected. However, if a 

jurisdictional company which participates in a consolidated group 

pension/OPEB plan with non-jurisdictional affiliates can 

demonstrate severe hardship or inequity as a direct result of our 

Statement of Policy, we will consider a waiver of the identified, 

onerous provision(s). Any such filing must clearly explain the 

conflict, justify the exemption sought, and provide an 
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alternative proposal that clearly satisfies the objectives of the 

Statement of pOlicy.l 

In a related matter, the Notice proposed prohibiting the 

commingling of OPES monies provided by New York Stateratepaye-rs 

with funds from other affiliates in a consolidated group. This 

segregation of New York funds is intended to provide added 

protection from non-jurisdictional affiliates realizing any 

financial or other advantage from the steady flow and 

availability of ratepayer money.2 

Accordingly, all funds granted for SFAS No. 106 costs, 

plus any pension related or other funds or credits the company 

transfers or is otherwise directed to use for OPES purposes, are 

to be used exclusively for the payment of trustee fees, 

associated income taxes (if any), and for the cost of 

postretirement benefits paid to or for employees who have worked 

at and for the jurisdictional company for the qualifying 

period(s) and under the qualifying conditions. When an external 

1. On December 18, 1992 New York Telephone Company (NYT) filed 
an accounting plan that included full adoption of SFAS Nos. 
87, 88 and 106. We will address this request in a separate 
proceeding. In the interim, NYT may record its pension and 
OPES costs in accordance with the provisions of its proposed 
plan, subject to future reversal and reconciliation, and in 
accord with our final decision in that proceeding. 

AT&T Communications of New York, Inc. may request 
exemption because it is subject to a reduced form of 
regulation. However, it must request for exemption from the 
specific provisions it believes are not applicable. 

2. Consolidated pension plans and pension funds already exist 
and therefore cannot be treated similarly without substantial 
administrative and Treasury Department compli9ations. 
Therefore, existing pension funds are exempt from this 
prohibition on commingling. 
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fund is established for the deposit of these funds, no 

corporation, affiliate, subsidiary, partnership, etc. other than 

the jurisdictional company is to be allowed to have control over, 

access to, or the authority to withdraw funds from such account. 

CONCLUSION 

SFAS Nos. 87, 88 and 106 provide a superior method for 

determining pension and OPEB expense for rate purposes. For the 

most part our accounting and ratemaking objectives are compatible 

with those of the FASB. However, certain restrictions need to be 

applied to the newly adopted Accounting Statements so that their 

implementation in rates meets our regulatory objectives. Also, 

many difficult assumptions and subjective estimates are 

necessitated by the Statements. Thus, full deferral of rate 

allowance variations is being instituted to protect companies and 

ratepayers from potential volatility, at least until the 5-7 year 

review is completed. 

Since the impact of SFAS No. 106 on rates will be 

material, we are adopting various rate mechanisms, including a 

phase-in plan and the use of excess pension fund assets, to 

temper its impact. Finally, utilities should strive to control 

their OPEB costs to the greatest extent possible. To encourage 

cost containment we have outlined a plan that allows 

companies to share in the savings realized from such efforts. 
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The Commission Orders: 

1. The attached Statement of Policy concerning the 

accounting and ratemaking treatment for pensions and 

postretirement benefits other than pensions is adopted for all 

jurisdictional utilities that are subject to the Uniform Systems 

of Accounts, effective with this Order, and retroactive to 

January 1, 1993. 

2. This proceeding is continued. 

(SIGNED) 

-35-

By the Commission, 

JOHN J. KELLIHER 
Secretary 
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- STATEMENT OF POLICY CONCERNING THE ACCOUNTING AND 
RATEMAKING TREATMENT FOR PENSIONS AND POSTRETIREMENT 

BENEFITS OTHER THAN PENSIONS 

I. Introduction 

Appendix A 
Page 1 of 20 

TMs Statement of Policy is provided to efficiently and effectively 

implement our new policy for the accounting and rate treatment for pensions 

and postretirement benefits other than pensions (OPEB). Our new policy is 

rooted in the following three interrelated pronouncements issued by the 

Financial Accounting Standards Board. 

o Statement of Financial Accounting Standards (SFAS) No. 87 -
"Employers' Accounting for Pensions" 

o SFAS No. 88 - "Employers' Accounting for Settlements and Curtailments 
of Defined Benefits Pension Plans and for Termination Benefits" 

o SFAS No. 106 - "Employers' Accounting for Postretirement Benefits 
Other Than Pensions" 

This Statement of Policy (Policy) shall be followed in all instances 

unless particular circumstances demonstrate it to be inappropriate. However, 

before special treatment will be granted, a utility must make a strong and 

clear showing why the Policy should not apply in its particular case and/or 

how it would cause undue financial or operational harm if adhered to. 

Due to the unique nature of the subject matter, the results of this 

Policy will be reviewed in five to seven years. Jurisdictional utilities and 

other int~rested parties will be invited to participate and provide staff 

with any relevant information and comments. 

II. General Policy 

SFAS Nos. 87, 88"and 106, subject to certain restrictions, shall be used 

for accounting and ratemaking purposes for all applicable transactions as of 
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January 1, 1993. 1 For SFAS No. 106 this effective date applies only to 

employers who have more than 500 benefit plan participants in the aggregate, 

or are public enterprises. 2 Absent special permission, all other entities 

shall not use SFAS No. 106 until fiscal years beginning after 

December 15, 1994. 

III. Provisions 

A. Pensions 

1. Unless otherwise provided, the provisions of this Policy for pensions 

shall be reflected in rates at the same time as the provisions for 

OPEB are reflected in rates. The requirements for OPEB are provided 

below. 

2. Commencing January 1, 1993, companies shall defer the difference 

. between 1} the rate allowances3 for pensions, less any pension rate 

allowance the company is directed to use for OPEB purposes, and 2} 

1. For companies which keep their regulatory books and records on a fiscal year 
basis, the applicable date, as it applies to SFAS No. 106, shall be the 
beginning of the company's first fiscal year beginning after December 15, 
1992. For SFAS Nos. 87 and 88, the date will remain January 1, 1993. 

2. A public enterprise is defined in SFAS No. 87 as an enterprise (a) whose debt 
or equity securities are traded in a public market, either on a stock exchange 
or in the over-the-counter market (including securities quoted only locally or 
regionally), or (b) whose financial statements are filed with a regulatory 
agency in preparation for the sale of any class of securities. 

3. For the purpose of determining the level of deferrals required by this . 
Statement of Policy for both pensions and OPEB, "rate allowance" for electric, 
gas and water companies shall be calculated by the following formula: 

proJected expense allowed in last rate proceeding 
projected sales (e.g. Kwh, Therm, or Gallons) X actual sales 

For telephone companies it. shall be the amount allowed in the company's last 
rate proceeding. 
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pension expense determined as required by this Statement of Policy. 1 

3. Companies which initially adopt SF AS No. 87 on or after January 1, 

1993 are to amortize the transition amount over the average remaining 

2 service period of its employees, or 15 years, whichever is longer. 

4. Commencing January 1, 1993, all companies are to recognize, as part 

of their SFAS No. 87 expense calculation, all gains or losses 

described in Paragraph 29 of SFAS No. 87, except those not yet 

reflected in the market-related value of plan assets (if the company 

uses that method to value plan assets), over a 10-year period 

calculated on a vintage year basis. For those companies which have 

already adopted SFAS No. 87 for regulatory accounting and ratemaking 

purposes, these gains or losses accumulated and unrecognized as of 

January 1, 1993 are to be considered one vintage year. 

5. By Order dated September 22, 1987, we authorized utilities to adopt 

SFAS No. 81 before the effective date of this Policy if the 

accounting change was made in the context of a rate proceeding or if 

the company deferred the impact of the change. Companies are to 

propose a disposition of SFAS No. 81 amounts deferred in accordance 

with the 1987 Order in the same rate filing in which they address 

recovery of the effects of adopting SFAS No. 106.3 Companies which 

do not file for recovery of the costs covered by this Policy by 

1. For the purpose of calculating this -deferra*., both the "rate allowance" and 
"pension expense" shall only include the amount charged to expense accounts 
(i.e., not charged to construction, depreciation expense and rate base 
allowance related to capitalized pension costs. 

2. The "transition amount" is the unrecognized net asset or obligation at the 
date SF AS No. 87 is adopted. 

3. This is addressed in Section III,C,2. 
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June 1, 1995, must submit an accounting/ratemaking plan to the 

Commission proposing a disposition of these deferred SFAS No. 87 

balances by September 1, 1995. 

Deferrals made prior to January 1, 1993 in accordance with our 

September 22" 1987 order are to remain segregated from deferrals made 

in accordance with Sections III,A,2 and III,A,7 herein. If the 

deferral made in accordance with the September 22, 1987 order, net of 

any portion which has been accorded rate base treatment in a rate 

proceeding, has a credit balance, interest shall be accrued on that 

net balance at a rate, and in the manner, described in Section 

III,A,7 herein. If the net balance is a debit amount no interest 

shall be accrued. 

6. Starting with the company's first proceeding in which SFAS No. 106 is 

considered for rates, the company must report on its efforts to 

allocate pension plan assets in ·excess of pension benefit obligations 

to fund OPES related liabilities on a tax-effective basis. 1 This 

must include all particulars related to such assignments including, 

but not limited to, amounts, dates, investment vehicles used, tax 

effects, etc. Companies electing not to assign excess pension plan 

assets must provide a complete explanation of such decisions, All 

subsequent rate filings shall update this data, until the requirement 

is rescinded by the Director of the Office of Accounting and Finance 

either on a case-by-case or generic basis. 

7. All companies shall make maximum use of tax-effective external 

1. The prescribed procedures for implementing SFAS No. 106 into rates are 
described below. 
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1 funding vehicles for deposits of pension funds. Commencing 

January 1, 1993, an amount of the recorded pension liability 

equivalent to the following shall be classified as (transferred to) 

an internal reserveaccount: 2 

1. the pension rate allowance~3 plus 

2. the actual am~unt of pension costs that are charged to 
construction, less 

3. any pension related funds or credits the company is directed 
to use for OPES purposes. 

The funds represented by the internal reserve may be commingled 

with other utility funds and used for regulated utility purposes 

until such time as the funds are used for payment of pension 

benefits, deposited into an external pension trust(s}, or the 

Commission orders some other disposition. 

For rate purposes, the pension internal reserve shall not be used 

1. For the purpose of this Policy, "tax-effective funding vehicle" for pensions 
is defined as an externally held pension dedicated account or trust 
arrangement (trust) that: 1) will allow payments to the trust to qualify as a 
current federal income tax deduction, 2) the income earned on the fund balance 
accumulates tax free, and 3} the employee is not taxed until the benefit is 
actually received or not taxed at all. This definition differs from that used 
for OPES funding. 

2. These entries shall be made no less than monthly and, except for the amounts 
representing actual charges to construction, shall be based upon amounts that 
are proportional, and on an annual basis equal, to the annual test period 
allowances. 

3. For the purpose of this calculation the "rate allowance" shall only include. 
the amount charged to expense accounts (i.e., not charged to construction, 
depreciation expense and rate base allowance related to capitalized pension 
costs) • 

4. The portion of pension costs allocated to capital accounts shall be included 
in the internal reserve since such costs earn a return by virtue of their 
inclusion in rate base or construction work in progress and through the rate 
allowance for depreciation accruals. 
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to reduce rate base unless otherwise directed by the Commission. 1 

Instead, interest is to be accrued monthly on amounts recorded in the 

reserve (net of its tax effects) at the company's latest authorized 

pretax rate of return. Such interest shall be recorded in a separate 

subaccount in the internal reserve and interest shall be compounded 

2 thereon on a monthly basis using the same pretax rate of return. 

If the cumulative net-of-tax balance in this reserve (including 

accrued interest) is a debit, no accrual of interest is to be made 

for that month. 3 Companies shall apply deferred income tax 

accounting for the difference between book and tax treatment of SFAS 

No. 87 costs, in accordance with the Commission's Statement of Policy 

on SFAS No. 109. 4 

8. The assumed discount rate used to determine pension and OPEB expense 

must be based on the rates of return currently available on high-

quality bonds, and other mar'ket.indicators which are of similar 

duration and risk, whose cash flows match the timing and amount of 

the expected benefit payments. If settlement of the obligation with 

a third-party insurer is possible, the rate of return inherent in the 

amount at which the obligation can be settled is relevant in 

1. However, for the purpose of calculating the company's earnings base vs. 
capitalization adjustment in rate proceedings, the amount in the internal 
reserve may be added to the company's capitalization. 

2. The cumulative interest balance less its related deferred tax. 

3. A debit balance can occur only when management, at its discretion, decides to 
make contributions in excess of rate allowances or if it accrues a negative 
pension expense. In rate proceedings companies may seek prospective interest 
accruals or rate base treatment for debit balances. 

4. SFAS No. 109, Accounting For Income Taxes , Case 92-M-l005. An interim Policy 
Statement was issued January 15, 1993 in. this case. 
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determining the discount rate, but should not be a major factor 

unless settlement is imminent. 

~. If a company shortens the amortization period for prior years service 

costs based on the contention that "it has a history of plan 

amendments," it must file notification with the Director of the 

Office of Accounting and Finance within 30 days of enacting the 

change(s). However, such notification is not necessary if the 

cumulative impact on annual pension and OPEB expense, when combined, 

is less than 0.05~ of the company's common equity and less than $5 

million. 

10. If a utility 1) changes the method or manner in which it selects an 

assumption or determines the value of plan assets or liabilities or 

2) selects a different option, where there is a choice, it is not an 

accounting change subject to Section 48 of the Commission's Rules of 

Procedure. However, it must file a notification with the Director of 

the Office of Accounting and Finance explaining the particulars 

within 30 days of enacting the change(s) if the cumulative impact on 

annual pension and OPEB expense, when combined, is 0.05~ of the 

company's common equity or $5 million, whichever is less. 

B. SFAS No. 88 - Settlements/Curtailments/Terminations & Termination 

Benefits 

1. If a company settles, curtails, or terminates an employee pension 

plan, it is to notify the Director of the Office of Accounting and-

Finance in writing within 30 days of the transaction. The written 
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notice is to provide a full explanation and justification for the 

transaction and an estimate of its rate effects. 

2. SFAS No. 88 shall be used to compute the gain or loss from all 

transactions covered by that statement. Companies are required to 

defer, for Commission disposition, any gains related to th~ 

settlement or curtailment of pension benefits and the termination of 

pension plans. Within 30 days of the completion of such transactions 

companies must file with the Commission for disposition of such gains 

in the same manner as prescribed for Pension Costs in Section III, B, 1 

above. 

Any losses incurred due to the settlement/curtailment of pension 

benefits and terminated pension plans, or the granting or provision 

of special or contractual termination benefits, are not deferrable or 

recoverable in rates without Commission authorization. Granting of 

such authorization will be cons.idered only for material amounts and 

only if the company files with the Commission a petition ~equesting 

such authorization within 60 days of the transaction. Such petition 

shall propose the accounting and ratemaking treatment to be applied 

to the net loss. The petition must fully support the quantification 

and derivation of all of the annual costs and savings, both direct 

and indirect for both pensions and OPEB, related to, or generated by, 

the action(s) that gave rise to the loss. Such amounts shall be 

quantified for the period of time commencing with the inception of 

the action or incident, and ending with the projected date of the 

company's next rate change. 

3. The granting of a broad based early retirement program may give rise 

to a loss in the Short-term, but over the long-term result in 
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significant net savings. In such instances companies may petition, 

as described immediately above, for recovery of significant program 

costs. Upon petition, early retirement amounts (both costs and 

savings) will be accorded appropriate deferral accounting treatment, 

with recovery decided in subsequent proceedings pursuant to our 

conventional standards of prudence. 1 

Any such petition must demonstrate the transaction is in the best 

interests of ratepayers and must fully support the quantification and 

derivation of all of the annual costs and savings, both direct and 

indirect, for both pensions and OPEB, to be incurred/realized as a 

result'of the early retirement program from its inception to the 

projected date of company's next rate change filing; and permissible 

beyond if ratepayers are receiving long-term benefits from the 

action. Such petition may include a proposal for the sharing of the 

net savings resulting from the early retirement program. 

C. OPEB 

1. Phase-In 

a. The full annual level of prudently incurred OPEB expense will be 

recognized in rates using SFAS No. 106 within approximately five 

years from the date of adoption of SFAS No. 106 for accounting 

purposes. The rate phase-in may take place in steps. 

1. See Case 90-E-0775, Consolidated Edison Company of N.Y., Inc., et al., Order 
Accepting Contracts for Filing and Denying Petition (Issued December 10, 
1990), p. 8; Case 27563, Long Island Lighting Company, Opinion and Order 
Determining Prudent Costs, Opinion No. 85-23 (Issued December 16, 1985). 

I 
i 
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b. Differenaes between 1) the rate allowance 1 for OPEB expense, 

plus any pension related or other funds or credits the company is 

directed to use for OPEB purposes, and 2) OPEB expense determined 

as required herein, may be deferred for future recovery. 2 These 

deferrals shall be recovered within approximately 20 years of the 

date SFAS No. 106 is adopted for accounting purposes. 

c. The peraentage inarease in rates scheduled under this recovery 

plan for each future year shall be no greater than the percentage 

increase in rates scheduled under the plan for each immediately 

preceeding year. A recovery plan based on a straight-line basis 

phase-in may be allowed. 

d. For regulatory accounting and ratemaking purposes, the transition 

obligation must be amortized over the company's employees' 

average remaining service period, or 20 years, whichever is 

longer. 

e. All companies are to recognize, as part of their SFAS No. 106 

expense calculation, all gains or losses described in Paragraph 

56 of SFAS No. 106, except those not yet reflected in the market-

related value of plan assets (if the company uses that method to 

1. For the purpose of calculating this deferral, both the "rate allowance" and 
"OPEB expense" shaLf only include the amount charged to expense accounts 
(i.e., not charged to construction, depreciation expense and rate base 
allowance related to capitalized OPEB costs). 

2. This deferral may commence January 1, 1993 for companies which adopt SFAS No. 
106 effective that date. For companies which keep their books and records on 
a fiscal year basis, this deferral may commence with the company's first 
fiscal year beginning after December 15, 1992. However, until the effects of 
adopting SFAS No. 106 are reflected in rates, companies may record this 
regulatory asset only to the extent that such deferral will not result in the 
company earning in excess of its last allowed rate of return. This 
requirement (deferral allowed only to the extent that it will not result in 
excess earnings) does not apply to companies whose earnings are subject to 
company/ratepayer sharing" provisions approved by this Commission. 
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value plan assets), over a 10-year period calculated on a vintage 

year basis. This method for recognizing gains and losses shall 

be effective at the date SFAS No. 106 is adopted for accounting 

purposes. 

2. Rate Recovery 

a. Companies with rate proceedings pending should amend such filings 

to include the effects of implementing the provisions of this 

Statement of Policy prior to the filing of Briefs on Exceptions. 

b. Companies may reflect the impact of this Statement of Policy in 

staged rate filings already approved by the Commission. 

c. Companies not covered by paragraphs 2.a. or 2.b. immediately 

above have until June 1, 1995 to file with the Commission rate 

changes to recover the effects of adopting SFAS No. 106 and SFAS 

No. 87 1 (if not already adopted). Such filings shall encompass 

a general rate change whereby all elements of cost are presented 

and considered. Single-issue rate filings for the purposes of 

implementing SFAS No. 106 into rates shall not be accepted. 

Companies that are not required to adopt SFAS No. 106 until 

fiscal years beginning after December 15, 1994 have one year from 

that effective date to file such rate plans. 

d. If a company does not reflect' the provisons of this Statement of 

Policy in rates within the guidelines provided in Sections 

III,C,2,a, b, and c above, it no longer qualifies for recording 

1. Filings.made in accordance with Sections III,C,2,a, b, and/or c are to include 
any SFAS No. 87 deferrals made in accordance with our September 22, 1987 Order 
concerning adoption of SFAS No. 87 (see Section III,A,5 herein). 
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an OPEB related regulatory asset as allowed by Sections III,C,l,b 

and III,C,2.e. 

Accumulated balances of deferred SFAS No. 106 costs on the 

books of companies which fail to meet the above prescribed filing 

requirements must be written-off by a charge to the income 

statement by the end of the latest of these allowed filing 

periods and no future OPEB costs may be recorded as regulatory 

assets until the company comes into compliance with the filing 

requirements or special permission is granted. 

e. If there is no phase-in of SFAS No. 106 costs, or the phase-in is 

completed, the difference between 1) the rate allowance for OPEB, 

plus any pension related or other funds or credits the company is 

directed to use for OPEB purposes, and 2) the actual OPEB expense 

determined as required herein (less related productivity 

adjustments, disallowances,. incentives, etc.) shall be deferred 

in a separate account. 1 Future disposition of such amounts will 

be at the discretion of the Commission. 

f. If a company shortens the amortization period for prior years 

service costs based on the contention that "it has a history of 

plan amendments," it must file notification with the Director of 

the Office of Accounting and Finance explaining all the 

particulars within 30 days of enacting the change(s). However, 

such notification is not necessary if the cumulative impact on 

t. For the purpose of calculating this deferral, both the "rate allowance" and 
"OPEB expense" shall only include the amount charged to expense accounts 
(i.e., not charged to construction, depreciation expense and rate base 
allowance related to capitalized OPEB costs). 
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annual pension and OPEB expense, when combined, is less than 

0.05~ of the company's common equity and less than $5 million. 

g. If a utility 1) changes the method or manner in which it selects 

an assumption or determines the value of plan assets or 

liabilities or 2) selects a different option, where there is a 

choice, it is not an accounting change subject to Section 48 of 

the Commission's Rules of Procedure. However, it must be 

reported to the Director of the Office of Accounting and Finance 

within 30 days of enacting the change(s) if the cumulative impact 

on annual pension and OPEB expense, when combined (if similar or 

related changes are applicable to both), is 0.05~ of the 

company's common equity or $5 million, whichever is less. 

3. Funding 

a. External Funding 

(1) Companies are required,to make the maximum use of tax­

effective funding vehicles1 for rate allowances2 received 

for OPEB unless such funding is economically unjustified in 

view of factors other than the difference in earnings rates 

for the internal reserve vs. the external trust. Deposits 

to such trust(s) shall be made no less than quarterly, in 

1. For the purpose of this Policy, "tax effect funding vehicle" for OPEB is 
defined as an externally held OPEB dedicated account or trust arrangement 
(trust) that will allow payments to the trust to qualify for a current federal 
income tax deduction. This definition differs from that used for pension 
funding. 

2. For purposes of determining the level of deferrals required by this Policy for 
OPEB"calculation of the OPEB rate allowance shall be consistent with the 
method defined in the footnotes to Section III,A,2 herein, plus any pension 
related or other funds or credits the company is directed to use for OPEB 
purposes. 
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amounts that are proportional, and on an annual basis equal, 

to the annual test period allowances that qualify for tax-

effective deposits. 

The trust must provide that any disbursements are 

limited to 1) the cost of postretirement benefits paid ~o, 

or for, employees who have worked at and for the 

jurisdictional company for the qualifying period(s) and 

under the qualifying conditions and 2) payments for expenses 

of the trust. 1 The trustee must be independent of the 

company and authorized to make only those investments that 

are consistent with sound investment policies for trusts of 

this nature. 

(2) For all external OPEB trusts, no corporation, affiliate, 

subsidiary, partnership, etc., other than the jurisdictional 

company shall have con~rol over, access to, or the authority 

to withdraw funds from such account. 

(3) Companies must establish OPEB plans separate from other 

corporations', affiliates', subsidiaries', partnerships'. 

etc., planes), if such separation is necessary to adhere to 

the provisions of Sections III,C,3,a,(1) and/or 

III,C,3,a,(2) above and to qualify for income tax deductions 

or other t~x advantages authorized for, or available to, 

similar qualified external trust arrangements. 

1. The limitations and safeguards detailed in Sections III,C.3,a,(1), (2), and 
(3) are equally applicable to pension fund assets transferred to the OPEB 
trust. 
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b. Internal Funding 

( 1) 1 Commencing January 1, 1993, an amount of the recorded OPEB 

liability equivalent to the following shall be class'ified as 

(transferred to) an internal reserve account: 2 

1. the OPEB rate allowance,3 plus 

2. the actual amijunt of OPEB costs that are charged to 
construction, plus 

3. any pension related or other funds or credits the 
company is directed to use for OPEB purposes. 

The funds represented by the internal reserve may be 

commingled with other utility funds and used for regulated 

utility purposes until such time as the funds are used for 

payment of OPEB benefits, deposited into an external OPEB 

trust(s), or the Commission orders some other disposition. 

For rate purposes, the OPEB internal reserve shall not 

be used to reduce rate.base unless otherwise directed by the 

1. Or the company's effective date of adoption of SFAS No. 106, if that date is 
later than January 1, 1993. 

2. These entries shall be made no less than monthly and, except for the amounts 
representing actual charges to construction, shall be based upon amounts that 
are proportional, and on an annual basis equal, to the annual test period 
allowances. 

3. For the purpose of" this calculation the "rate allowance" shall only include:· 
the amount charged to expense accounts (i.e., not charged to construction, 
depreciation expense and rate base allowance related to capitalized pension 
costs) . 

4. The portion of the liability ~pplicable to capital accounts shall be included 
in the internal reserve since such costs earn a return by virtue of their 
inclusion in rate base or construction work in progress and through the rate 
allowance for depreciation accruals. 
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Commission. 1 Instead, interest is to be accrued monthly on 

amounts recorded in the reserve (net of its tax effects) at 

the company's latest authorized pretax rate of return. Such 

interest shall be recorded in a separate subaccount in the 

internal reserve and interest shall be compounded thereon2 

on a monthly basis using the same pretax rate of return. If 

the cumulative net-of-tax balance in this reserve (including 

accrued interest) is a debit, no accrual of interest is to 

be made for that month. 3 Companies shall apply deferred 

income tax accounting for the difference between book and 

tax treatment of SFAS No. 106 costs, in accordance with the 

Commission's Statement of Policy on SFAS No. 109. 4 

(2) Should circumstances change and additional tax-effective 

external funding vehicles become available or economically 

justified, companies may deposit amounts represented by the 

internal reserve, including accrued interest, into such 

arrangements without Commission approval. A complete 

explanation of such transactions shall be reported to the 

Director of the Office of Accounting and Finance within 30 

1. However, for the purpose of calculating the company's earnings base vs. 
capitalization adjustment in rate proceedings, the amount in the internal 
reserve may be added to the company's capitalization. 

2. The cumulative interest balance less its related deferred tax. 

3. A debit balance can occur only when management, at its discretion, decides to 
make contributions in excess of rate allowances. In rate proceedings 
companies may seek prospective interest accruals or rate base treatment for 
debit balances. 

4. SFAS No. 109, Accounting for Income Taxes, is being developed in Case 92-M-
1005. An interim Policy Statement was issued January 15, 1993 in that case. 
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days of such transfer. The external trust and any funds 

deposited into that trust must meet the requirements 

described herein. 

(3) If a company or its parent (if an affiliate) institutes a 

broad based early retirement program, the jurisdictional 

company's revenue requirement reductions (net of associated 

increases to retiree costs) applicable to the health care 

coverage, life insurance, and prescription drug plan(s) of 

those employees electing early retirement shall be credited 

to a separate subaccount of the OPEB Internal Reserve 

1 Account. This accounting shall commence when the early 

retirees become eligible to receive benefits from the 

company's postretirement benefit plan(s), shall be recorded 

monthly, and shall end when the savings resulting from the 

early retirement program are recognized in rates or 

otherwise disposed of by the Commission. Interest shall be 

accrued monthly and in the same manner, and at the same 

rate, as is done for the rest of the internal fund. 

Deferred tax accounting shall apply, as necessary. Recovery 

of the costs associated with early retirement programs is 

addressed in Section III,D below. 

4. Rate Case Documentation and Minimum Cost Control Requirements 

At a minimum, companies must establish a continuing program to 

analyze, at least annually, the.feasibility of changes to plan 

1. The corresponding debit is to be made to the OPEB expense account. The 
savings are not to be reduced by the cost of fringe benefits applicable to 
employ!!es hired to replace any of the early retirees. 
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benefits, plan design, plan administration, funding, computer and 

claims processing systems, and other appropriate areas to reduce the 

overall cost of OPES benefits. In every rate change proceeding, and 

for each OPES plan, the company must report the status of its 

program, the initiatives considered and rejected, and the initiatives 

taken, to reduce/control costs since its last rate proceeding. 

Estimates of the effects of these initiatives (both those taken and 

those rejected) on the overall cost of the plan(s), the annual cost 

benefits, and impacts on current revenue requirement must be 

provided. A detailed description of any plan amendments, with 

estimates of their rate impact(s), must also be provided • . 
In the first rate proceeding filed following the issuance of this 

Statement of Policy, companies must provide: 

a. a complete description of the features and provisions of ~he 

postretirement benefits plans other than pensions, such as the 

benefits covered, deductibles, co-pay provisons, 

threshold/limitations, eligible participants in addition to the 

retiree, etc. 

b. the formal written provisions of the plants) as they are 

established in the official corporate rules, regulations, 

employee collective bargaining agreements, employee 

pension/welfare pamphlets distributed describing such benefits, 

etc. 

c. an analysis clearly showing how the company's postretirement 

plants) compare with those of other New York State utilities and 

at least three non-regulated enterprises' plans with regards to 

features, benefits, cost per employee, cost per benefit, total 
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transition obligation, service costs, number of employees covered 

by the plans, and number of retirees covered by the plans. 

If this analysis shows that the subject utility's planes} is 

more costly than those of the other employers Shown, a detailed 

explanation must be provided explaining the difference and 

substantiating why the costlier benefits are justified. 

d. An analysis clearly showing that the company's retiree benefit 

planes} are part of a comprehensive employee compensation and 

benefit package that is reasonable and necessary to attract and 

maintain a reliable and competent workforce. 

5. Cost Control Incentives 

As this policy requires deferral of all differences between 

actual OPEB costs and associated rate allowances (at least during the 

period of review), any savings the company may achieve through its 

cost control efforts are automatically captured for ratepayers. To 

provide a financial incentive to minimize OPEB costs, we will 

consider allowing companies·to retain a portion of actual savings 

aChieved from non-mandated OPEB cost control measures. Accordingly, 

before the Commission rules on the review of this Policy in about 5-1 

years, utilities may propose an incentive arrangement consistent with 

productivity and workforce morale objectives. Such requests, which 

preferably should be made within the context of a rate proceeding, 

must include a complete description of the actions implemented, as 

well as a clear demonstration that savings have actuall~ resulted at 

the claimed level. Additionally, it must be shown the action will 

have long term effects. 
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Proposals to share in the savings of future cost-containment 

actions may be made. However, substantial evidence and assurance 

must be provided that substantiate the savings will actually, 

materialize. Incentives will not be granted when savings result from 

the mere trade-off of OPEB benefits for other employee compen~ation 

or fringe benefits. 

D. SFAS No. 106 - Settlements/Curtailments/Terminations & Termination 

Benefits 

Companies shall follow the appropriate provisions of SFAS No. 106 to 

determine gains and/or losses resulting from settling, curtailing, or 

terminating an OPEB plan or the granting, or provision, of special or 

contractual termination benefits. All notification, deferral, and 

petition requirements specified in Section III,B herein as being 

applicable to SFAS No. 88 transactions and broad based early retirement 

programs are also applicable to the comparable OPEB transactions. 1 

1. In the instance of a broad based early retirement program, see Section 
III,C,3,b,(3) of this Policy for additional requirements. 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 111 of 355



CASE 91-M-0890 Appendix B 
Page 1 of 1 

PARTIES SUBMITTING COMMENTS IN REACTION TO 
THE NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING IN 

CASE 91-M-0890 REGARDING PENSION AND OPEB EXPENSE 

Combination Electric & Gas Utilities 

1. Central Hudson Gas and Electric Corporation 
2. Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc. 
3. Long Island Lighting Company 
4. New York State Electric and Gas Corporation 
5. Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation 
6. Orange and Rockland utilities, Inc. 
7. Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation 

Gas Only Utilities 

S. Corning Natural Gas Corporation 
9. National Fuel Gas Distribution Corporation 

10. The Brooklyn Union Gas Company 

Telephone Utilities 

11. ALLTEL New York, Inc. 
12. AT&T Communications of New York, Inc. 
13. Citizens Telephone Company 
14. Contel of New York, Incorporated d/b/a GTE New York 
15. Edwards, Oriskany Falls & Port Byran Telephone Companies 
16. New York State Telephone Association, Inc. 
17. New York Telephone Company 
IS. Ogden Telephone Company 
19. Rochester Telephone Corporation (and subsidiaries) 

Water Companies 

20. Jamaica and Sea Cliff Water Companies 
21. Long Island Water Corporation 
22. New Rochelle Water Company 
23. New York-American Water Company 
24. New York Water Service Corporation 
25. Spring Valley Water Company 

Utility Intervenors 

26. Consumer Protection Board 
27. Federal Executive Agencies 
2S. Multiple Intervenors 

CPA Firms 

29. Coopers & Lybrand, Certified Public Accountants 
30. Arthur Anderson & Co. sc 
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STATE OF NEW YORl< 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: 

Maureen O. Helmer, Chairman 
John B. Daly 
Thomas J. Dunleavy 
James D. Bennett 

At a session of the Public Service 
Commission held in the City of 

Albany on October 21, 1998 

CASE 98-W-047S - Petition of Long Island Water Corporation for 
Approval, Pursuant to Public Service Law 
Section 113(2), of a Proposed Allocation of a 
52,211,000 Tax Refund from Nassau County. 

ORDER ALLOCATING PROPERTY TAX 
REFUNDS AND ESTABLISHING RATE PLAN 

(Issued and Effective October 28, 1998) 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

In this order, we shall adopt the terms of a proposed 

settlement agreement (the Settlement). We thereby establish a 

refund and rate plan effective now through March 2002, and other 
provisions, concerning water service provided by Long Island 

Water Corporation (Long Island Water).' 

BACKGROIJNP 

The Parties' Agreement and its Terms 

Long Island Water serves about 74,000 customers in the 

Town of Hempstead. Its most recent base rate increase occurred 

in April 1996, pursuant to a three-year rate plan that expired in 

March 1997. The Settlement was filed September 23, 1998 with the 
support of all parties active in this proceeding, namely Long 

Island Water, staff of the Department of Public. Service (Staff), 
and the Consumer Protection Board (CPS). The Settlement recites 
that, upon our approval, its prOVisions for one-time credits and 

1 The Settlement accompanies this order as the Appendix. 
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a rate reduction would take effect immediately; chat is, the 

credit and ,rate reduction would be reflecced in the first bill a 

customer received after tariffs were filed in compliance with 

today's order. Other provisions, such as the calculation of 
"-. -_ .. . ---- - . 

excess earnings subject to sharing with customers, would take 

effect at the .. beginning of the first full rate year on April 1, 

19.99. The third and final rate year would end March 31, 2002. 

Adoption of the Settlement would allow the company to file a rate 

application in 2001, to seek new rates that would take effect no 

sooner than April 1, 2002. 

The Settlement's terms include (1) a one-time credit 

of $12.64 per customer, or $15.06 per hydrant or connection in 

the case of fire protection customers, within the first billing 

cycle following today's decision, for a total o~ Sl.O million in 

credits; (2) a 1.37% reduction in per-gallon charges, so that the 

current $368 annual bill for a typical residential customer using 

about 102,000 gallons per year would decline by 1% (approximately 

$4); and (3) a base rate freeze at that reduced level, through 

the end of the Settlement period. As a result, residential 

customers from now through March 2002 would be paying annual 

charges about $4 lower than in April 1996, except in the unlikely 

, event that extraordinary weather caused a revenue adjustment 

clause (RAe) surcharge that would offset the $4 decrease. 

The credits, reduction, and freeze would be funded 

primarily from three sources. First, to achieve the equity 
return targeted in the Settlement, the company would have to meet 

certain productivity goals. In the first full rate year, the 

company's labor expense would be subject to the '1% productivity 

offset that we typically impose. In the second and third years, 
however, the 1% imputation would be extended to all types of 
expense. Moreover, the company's expenditures for new data 
processing and telephone systems would be subject to either a 25% 

productivity offset or, in one instance, an imputed 20% reduction 

in the parent company's charges to Long Island Water for data 
processing services. 

-2-
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Second, the company has realized approximately 

$2.7 million in property tax savings. These consist partly of 

$2.2 million in refunds resulting from a settlement of the 
company's judicial proceedings against Nassau County concerning 

tax assessments for 1979-85. The other $0.5 million is owed to 
customers as a result of a reconciliation between actual and 
projected property taxes for the third year of the most recent 
rate plan, ending March 31, 1997. Of the $2.7 million, the 
parties to the Settlement propose that $1.0 million be flowed 

through to customers immediately as the one-time credit described 

above. The remainder would be used to offset a projected three­

year revenue requirement increase of $1.8 million cumulatively 

over the Settlement period. The balance available for this 

purpose would be $1.6 million, after deducting a $31,797 
allowance for the companY's legal fees related to.the tax 
challenges and deducting 10% of the refund (net of legal fees) 
for incentive purposes in recognition of the company's efforts to 
min~ze property tax expense. In principle, the difference 
between the $1.8 million revenue requirement increase and the 
$1. 6 :million offset would be a revenue shortfall of $0.2 million; 
but in fact the company has volunteered to absorb this deficiency 
as a • settlement adjustment.· 

Third, the cost of electricity used to operate the 
company's wells has decreased 20.9% as a result of electric rate 
reductions made possible through the "Long Island Power 
Authority'S takeover of former Long Island Lighting Company 
operations" This ·decrease translates into the 1.37% reduction in 
per-gallon charges noted above. The 1.37% base rate reduc~ion 

would produce a 1% bill reduction, as noted above, because 

customers' bills include not only per-gallon charges but also 
fixed charges. 

The projected return on equity resulting from adoption 
of che Settlement terms, computed for Continencal water 
Corporation (Long Island water's parent) on a consolidated basis, 
is 10.2% (or 10.63% pre-tax). This comprises a basic 9.9% 
allowance representing the cost of equity, determined on the 
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basis of the approach endorsed in the recommended decision for 

waCer companies in the Generic Finance case;1 plus a 0.3% 

premium to reflect the risk of the Settlement's proposed multi­

year rate freeze, inferred from market-based return differentials 
for short- and longer-term debt. The projected consol~dated 
equity return of 10.2%, applied to a stand-alone capital. 

structure for Long Island Water, equates to a company-specific 

fallout equity return of 9.6%. 

As an incentive to control costs and thus maximize 
earnings, the parties propose that the company retain all 

! earnings in the initial equity return band from 9.6% through 
; 

10.4%. Adoption of the Settlement'S earnings sharing provisions 
would assign customers 50% of earnings exceeding a 10.4% common 

equity return, and 75% of excesses over an 11.4% return. The 
earned return would be determined on a three-year composite basis 
at the end of the third full rate year in April 2002, and any 

. -. 
sharing of excesses would be. implemented thereafter. While held 
by the company, the customers' share of any excess earnings would 

accrue interest. 
The parties would have us assume that present property 

tax expense, which accounts for nearly a third of the company's 
revenue requirement, will increase at the general inflation rate 
as projected by the GDPImplicit Price Deflator. If, however, 

.actual ·expense exceeded the forec~st, the company would be 

allowed to defer and recover 80% of the excess through the RAe. 

If actual expense fell short of the forecast, the en~ire' 
shortfall would be deferred and applied for customers' benefit 

through the RAe. 

Other noteworthy Settlement terms include an allowance 
of only $30,000 for rate case expense related to this expedited 
proceeding, to recognize that adoption of the stay-out provision 

would minimize such expense in the future; a freeze in the 
assumed number of employees, to capture for customers the savings 

1 Case 91-M-0509, Financial Regulatorv Policies for New York 
State Utilities, Recommended Decision (issued July 19. 1994) .. 
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resultin~ from approximately an 8% headcount reduction over the 
past five years; disallowance of about 62% of the company's 

projected cost of deferred compensation plans for management; an 
assumed reduction in chemicals expense, despite price increases, 

because of savings achieved through more efficient deliverY 

methods; deferral (rather than capitalization) of expenditures 

related to an office renovation project, for recovery through the 
RAe as the expenses are incurred if they are reasonable and 
prudent; and a requirement that the company give advance notice 

if it intends to impose a surcharge to recover a deficiency in 

the RAC balance, so that interested parties can confer on 
possible alternatives. 1 

Procedural History 

This case began with the company's filing of a 
petition, on March 30, 1998, to retain $0.5 million of the 

$2.7 million tax savings as an incentive and· for legal fees. The 
company proposed to use the other $2.2 million as an offset to 

revenue requirements, and thereby freeze rates through 
September 2000. That filing became the subject of discovery and 
negotiations which led initially to a revised proposal by the 

-company and, ultimately, to the present Settlement. 

After filing the Settlement, the parties chose to 
pursue an expedited process, in preference to a schedule more 
typical of a conventional rate case. Accordingly, the 
Administrative Law Judge established procedures that began with 

1 The RAe balance represents the net effect of items 
recognizable through the RAC. These include revenue and 
production eA~ense excesses or shortfalls relative to 
projected levels; and would include, were the Settlement 
adopted, property tax excesses or shortfalls and costs related 
to the office renovation project. At the end of each fiscal 
year, corresponding to the rate years proposed in the 
Settlement, the company calculates the balance or deficiency, 
and determines the RAe credit or surcharge that will suffice 
to flow through or recover one-third of that amount. The 
newly determined credit or surcharge remains constant for the 
ensuing four quarterly billing cycles. 
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the filing of statements supporting the Settlement, including 
exhibits in some instances, by the company, Staff, and CPB.l 

This was followed by an evidentiary hearing, in which the Judge 

questioned the three parties' witnesses but no party took the 
opportunity to cross-examine.' 

A public statement hearing was scheduled at the same 

date and location as the evidentiary hearing. Statements were 

offered by two customers, both of whom said the Settlement's 
credits and rate reduction are inadequate to reduce ,disparities 
between Long Island Water's rates and other, much lower rates 
assertedly paid by customers in neighboring service 
territories.) CPB also presented a public statement, 

summarizing the Settlement's benefits for customers. We have 
received no calls or correspondence from the public about this 
case. 

CONSIDERATIONS FAVORING 
ADOPTION OF THE SETTLEMENT TERMS 

We find that the Settlement's proponents have satisfied 

their burden of showing that adoption of its terms would ensure 
safe and adequate service at just and reasonable rates, in 
accordance with the Public Service Law (PSL). They also have 
shown that it complies with our Settlement Guidelines4 in that 
its adoption would balance the parties' interests, comply with 

relevant public policy, approximate a litigated result, and 

, Case 98-W-047S, Procedural Ruling (issued October 1, 1998). 

2 Held in Mineola, October 7, 1998, before Administrative Law 
Judge Rafael A. Epstein. 

3 The other rates cited by the speakers appear to be those 
. charged by municipal water systems, which tend to be 
substantially lower than private companies' rates because the 
latter include an allowance for income taxes, property taxes, 
and other costs avoidable by the municipalities. 

Cases 90-M-0255 et al., Procedures for Settlements and 
Stipulation AgreementS, Opinion No. 92-2 (issued March 24, 
1992) , Appendix B,. p. 8. 

-6-

.~ 

... i 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 118 of 355



CASE 98-W-047S 

implement ehe terms of an agreement among ordinarily adversarial 

parties. More specifically, these conclusions are justified by 

the public benefits inherent in adopting the various Settlement 

provisions summarized above. 1 

In addition to having won .the support of adversaries 

and having been examined in an evidentiary hearing, the 

Settlement terms also would serve a variety of objectives 
consistent with the public interest_ The refund, rate reduction, 

and rate freeze obviously would provide customers a direct 

economic benefit, and would stabilize rates at a level that would 

recover only the reasonably necessary cost of service. The basic 
consolidated equity return (excluding any stay-out premium) of 

9.9% would be lower than any comparable equity return we have 
allowed in recent years for similarly situated companies. And, 

among mulei-year plans we have approved for water companies, the 
excess earnings mechanism for the "third tier" range above 11.4% 
is unique in allocating a 75%'share tocustomers. 2 

The Settlement promises other important public ber::efits 
as well. B.y flowing prudent costs of the renovation project 

through the RAe, we'would avoid the need to recognize project 
expenditures in rates before they actually occur. This would 

mitigate the company's revenue requirement; strengthen its 
incentives to control the project's costs; and preserve our 
ability to examine t~e prudence of such costs. Adoption of the 
provisions regarding property tax expense shortfalls and excesses 

would ensure a fair disposition of costs that are highly 

1 

2 

The proponents' position seatements include comprehensive 
summaries of the Settlement's benefits, which illustrate in 
more detail why its adoption would be in the public interest_ 

To illustrate these points, the company cites Cases 97-W-1S14 
et al., New York-American Water Co. - Rates, Opinion No_ 98-15 
(issued July 20, 1998), projecting a 10.0% stand-alone return 
with 50% sharing above 10.8%; Case 95-W-1168, United Water New 
Rochelle, Inc_ - Rates, Opinion No. 96-29 (issued October 1, 
1996), projecting a 10.7% return with 50% sharing above 11.7%; 
and Case 97-W-1273, New York Water Service Corp. - Tax Refund, 
where a proposed settlement provides 50% sharing above 11_0%. 
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significant for this company and its customers, while creating an 

effective incentive for the company to reduce its tax liability 
where possible. Moreover, the Settlement'S terms--particularly 

its productivity imputations, coupled with the company's 

opportunity to retain all earnings in the initial equ~ty return 

tier (i.e., up to and including 10.4% on a stand-alone basis}-­

would provide the company both a reasonable return expectation 

and a strong incentive to minimize its controllable costs. 
Productivity gains are an important element of the 

Settlement not only because they make possible the reduced base 
rate level proposed here; but also because the company's 

management must stay closely focused on the pursuit of additional 

cost savings and revenue opportunities that are not necessarily 
recognized in the rate plan. As the company observes in its 
supporting statement, we should be mindful that the Settlement's 
proposed rates are predicated on a one-time, $1.6 million tax 

refund component which would not be available as a rate mitigator 
after March 2002. The company says this raises the specter of a -) 
substantial rate increase at that time. ' From our perspective, 
h~wever, one of the reasons the Settlement terms deserve adoption 

is that the resulting efficiency incentives during the Settlement 
period should encourage practices and attitudes within the 

company that will lead to additional cost saving opportunities 

beyond March 2002. In adopting the Settlement terms, the record 
on which we rely includes ~gement's testimony that it 
recognizes its obligation to find and pursue all reasonable means 

of minimizing a revenue ~equirement increase at the end of the 
Settlement term; and Staff's and CPB's testimony that they 

entered ~he agreement in reliance .on their perception that 

managemen~ would honor that obligation. 

1 Company's Statement;, pp. 23-24. ("Barring... an additional 
refund, [the company] will have an immediate need for rate 
relief of approximately Sl.8 million (5.0%) at the conclusion 
of this Agreement [footnote omitted). Moreover, anticipated 
cost increases for the period beyond March 31, 2002 will 

. create pressure for additional rate relief.") 
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Here as in any multi-year rate plan, there inevitably 

is a trade-off between providing near-term benefits for customers 

and, on the other hand, prolonging the settlement period. We 

conclude that the Settlement terms reasonably balance these 

objectives, assuming that, during the Settlement term,.che 
company will diligently pursue the goal of mitigating its revenue 
requirement beyond that period. 

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons considered above, our adoption of the 

Settlement's Provisions will satisfy our statutory obligation to 
ensure safe and adequate service at just and reasonable rates 
and, pursuant to PSL §113(2), just and reasonable dispositions of 
property tax refunds. Moreover, prompt action is necessary 

because a delay would postpone the benefits of the refunds and 
rate reduction contemplated in the Settlement. We therefore find 
that immediate adoption of the Settlement terms as an emergency 
measure under §202(6) of the State Administrative Procedure Act 

(SAPA) is necessary for the preservation of the general welfare 

of Long Island Water's customers, and that compliance with the 
additional notice and comment provisions of SAPA §202(1) would be 
contrary to the public interest. 

The Commission orders: 
1. Subject to the foregoing discussion, the terms of 

the Settlement Agreement (Settlement) filed in this proceeding 

September 23, 1998 are adopted in their entirety and are 
incorporated as part of this order. 

2. This order is adopted on an emergency basis 
pursuant to §202(6) of the State Administrative Procedure Act 
because, for the reasons noted above, such action is necessary to 
preserve the general welfare. 

3. Long Island Water Corporation (Long Island Water, 
the company) is directed to file on one day'S notice, to become 
effective on a temporary basis no later than November 2, 1998, 
all tariff amendments and other changes necessary to effectuate 
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the immediate refund, rate reduction, and Revenue Adjustment 
, Clause modifications contemplated in the Settlement. 

4. Long Island Water shall serve copies of the filing 
described in the preceding paragraph upon all parties to this 

proceeding. Any comments on the filing must be received at the 

Commission's offices within ten days of service of the company's 
propose~amendments. The amendments shall not become effective 

on a permanent basis until approved by the Commission. The 
requirement of §89-c(10) (b) of the Public Service Law that 
newspaper publication be completed prior to the effective date of 

the proposed amendments is wa,i ved, provided t~at Long Island 

Water shall file with the Commission,. no later than December 28. 

199B, proof that a notice to the public of the changes proposed 
by the amendments and their effective date has been published 
once a week for four successive weeks in a newspaper having 

general circulation in the area affected by the amendments. 

5. Long Island Water is authorized to use the 
following accounts. as appropriate, to record the principal 
amount, any required interest cost. and the federal income tax 
effect of the items for which deferred accounting is speCified in 
the Settlement and approved by this order: Account 186, 

Miscellaneous Deferred Debits; Account 253, Other Deferred 
Credits; Account 190, Accumulated Deferred Income Taxes; and 

Account 2B3. Accumulated Deferred Income Taxes - Other. The 
amounts deferred for each such item shall be recorded in a 
separate subaccount so as to remain readily identifiable, and the 

company shall maintain proper and easily accessible documentation 
for each entry made. The disposition or amortization for each 

item shall be' carried out according to the terms of this order 
and the Settlement, or as otherwise authorized by the Commission. 

6. Within 60 days after the end of che rate year ended 
March 31, 2000, Long Island Water shall file with the Direccor of 
the Office of Accounting and Finance financial schedules 
comparing the projections used for setting rates, as shown in 
Exhibit 1 of the Settlemenc, with che actual amounts that 
materialize; The comparison shall be presented in essentially 

-10-
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CASE 98-W-047S 

the same format and det:ail as on the firse page of that: exhibit. 

In addition, the company is direceed t:o file wieh the Director of 

the Office of Accounting and Finance, within 60 days after the 

end of the second-stage rate year which ends March 31, 2001, 

financial schedules comparing the project:ions upon which the 
second-stage raees are premised with the aceual financial data 

that materializes for the relevant period; the comparisons shall 
be in the same format: and detail as the projections used in 

establishing the second-stage rate adjustments proposed in the 

Seetlement. Likewise, the company shall file a third comparison 
within 60 days of t:he end of the third-stage rate year which ends 

.March 31, 2002. Together with that third comparison, the company 

shall file a computation of its actual earned return on equity on 
a composite basis for the three years ending March 31, 2002. 

Along with the several comparative financial statements and 
composite earnings computation required to be submitted, the 
company' shall provide work papers adequate to suppore the actual 
data reported by the company. 

7. This proceeding is continued. 

(SIGNED) 

By the Commission, 

DEBRA RENNER 
Acting Secretary 

-11-
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NEW YORK PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
-----------~-----------------------x 

'Petition Filed By Long Island : 
Water Corp. for Approval Pursuant : 
to PSL § 113(2) of a Proposed : 
Allocation of $2,211,000 Tax : 
Refund From Nassau County. : 
-----------------------------------X 

STIPULATION AND AGREEHEN'l' 
IN SETTLEMENT OF ISSUES 

INTRODUCTI:ON 

Case 98-W-0475 

This Stipulation and Agreement in Settlement of Issues 

(the "Agreement") arises as a result of three separate factors 

affecting Long Island Water Corporation ("LIWC" or the 

"Company"): (1) a property tax refund from Nassau County; (2) a 

reconciliation of actual and forecast property tax amounts in the 

final year of LIWC's most recent three-year rate settlement; and 

(3) LIWC's forecasted increase in revenue requirement. 

On March 27, 1998, LIWC filed a petition with the New 

York Public Service Co~ission pursuant to Public Service Law 

§ 113(2) and 16 NYCRR § 89.3 to resolve all issues regarding 

these three factors in a comprehensive manner. The company 

estimated in that filing that it would be receiving a property 

tax refund of about $2,211,000 from Nassau County as a result of 

a settlement covering property tax challengeS for the period 1979 

through 1985.11 The company also stated that there was an 

II On September 4, 1998, counsel for LIWC received several 
refund checks from Nassau County totalling $2,335,267.49. 
Of that amount, $1,268,303.83 is principal and $1,066,963.66 
is interest. 
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outstanding credit due customers of' about $S20,oooll after 

reconciling the allowance in rates for property taxes with actual 

experience for the year ended March 31, 1997, the third year of 

LIWC's most recent three-year rate settlement.~1 

In that petition, LIWC outlined the reasons for the 

projected increase in revenue requirement for the next several 

years. The Company explained that it had not sought an increase 

in revenues for the year ended March 31, 1998 nor would it be 

seeking rate relief for the year ending March 31, 1999. Beyond 

that date, however, the Company estimated that it would require a 

rate increase. To avoid the sawtooth effect of a rate increase 

following on the heels of a ~efund, LIWC proposed to use the 

property tax reconciliation and the refund amounts from the 

property tax challenge!! as an offset to increased revenUe 

rieeds by offering to retain rates at their current level through 

September 30, 2000. The effect of that proposal was to hold 

rates constant for a period of 4.5 years (Le •• from May 14, J.996 

through September 30, 2000). 

In a supplemental filing dated July 21, 1998, the 

Company amended its petition by offering as a one-time refund to 

11 With interest, this credit will be approximately $535,000 on 
November 1, 1998. 

~f See Case 93-W-04SS, Long Island water Corp. - Rates, Opinion 
and Order Approving Settlement Subject to Modification, 
issued April 18, 1994, 34 NYPSC 731. 

~/ After adjusting first for legal fees incurred to secure the 
refund and for a 15% allowance to incent future property tax 
challenges. 
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customers the entire amount of the property tax reconciliation 

(about $520,000). The Company also proposed to alter the 

procedures applicable to its Revenue Adjustment Clause ("RAe"). 

Under the RAC, the Company is only obligated to retu~ production 

cost-related overcollections to customers over a 36-month period. 

In order to recognize immediately the entire amount of the 

production-related power cost reductions from the Long Island 

Power Authority ("LIPAn), the Company proposed to reduce rates by 

about $335,000. Under the July 21, 1998 amended proposal, rates 

would be lowered by about $335,000 .and then remain unchanged 

through June 30, 2000, and LIWC would retain $1,825,000 of the 

property tax refund as an offset against increased revenue 

requirements. 

On July 1, 1998, LIWC filed a letter with Secretary 

Crary in acco~~ance with the PSC's settlement Guidelines (16 

NYCRR section 3.9) advising the Commission of the Company's 

intention to enter into settlement negotiations on July 15, 1998 

and notifying all parties appearing i.n the two most recent LIWC· 

rate proceedings of that fact. 5y letter dated July 8, 1998, the 

date for the settlement conference was moved to August 13, 1998 

to allow time for discovery and audit. Settlement conferences 

were held at the PSC's offices in New York City on August 13, 

1998 and August 25, 1998 with representatives of LIWC, Staff of 

the Department of Public service ("Staff") and the New York State 

Consumer protection Board ("CPB") in attendance. SUbsequently, 

- 3 -
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an agreement in principle among the parties was finalized through 

a series of conference calls concluding on September 14, 1998. 

The Agreement provides numerous benefits to customers, 

including the following: (1) a one-time refund of $1,0~0,000; 

(2) a permanent rate reduction of about $335,000; (3) stable base 

rates (after first reflecting the permanent rate reduction of 

. about $335,000) through at least March 31, 2002. With the 

approval of this Agreement, rates for LIWC customers will not 

have increased over the six-year period May 14, 1996 through 

March 31, 2002. In fact, LIWC customers will be paying rates 

that are lower at the end of that period than they were at the 

beginning. The parties to the Agreement recommend that the 

refund to customers, the permanent rate reduction and the revenue 

requirement of LIWC be adopted in accordance with the following 

understanding, principles, qualifications and conditions. 

ARTICLE I 

PARTI:ES 

1. The parties to this Agreement are LIWC, staff and 

the CPB. 

- 4 -
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ARTICLE II 

TERH 

1. The refund to customers and the permanent rate 

reduction described herein shall take effect immediately upon the 

filing of compliance tariff leaves consistent with a Commission 

opinion adopting the terms of this Agreement . 

. 2. In all other respects, the term of this Agreement 

covers the three-year period beginning April 1, 1999 and 

terminating March 31, 2002. The period ending March 31, 2000 

will be referred to as Year One, March 31, 2001 as Year TWo and 

March 31, 2002 as Year Three. 

AR~~CLE IU 

RETENTION OF HONIES RELATING TO TRE PROPERTY TAX REFUND 

~. LIWC shall be permitted to retain $31,797 in legal 

fees incurred in connection with its property tax challenges. 

2. As an incentive to continue challenging property 

tax assessments, LIWC shall be permitted to retain 10% of the 

remainder of the property tax refund (i.e., $230,347). 

3. The foregoing amount described in paragraphs 1 and 

2 of this Article relate to prior years expense and shall not be 

included in the company's financial statements as utility 

operating income for the year in which said amounts are received. 

- 5 -
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ARTICLE IV 

REFUND TO CUSTOMERS 

1. LIWC shall refund immediately to customers 

$1,000,000 upon the filing of compliance tariff leaves consistent 

with a Commission opinion adopting the terms of this Agreement. 

2. The refund shall be applied equally as a bill 

credit on a per customer basis. 

ARTICLE V 

RETENTION OF MONIES AS OFFSET TO FU~URE RATE INCREASES 

1. Of the total amount of property tax refunds and 

property tax reconciliation, LIWC shall set aside $1,623,000 (the 

"Fund") in cont}.nental Water Company's Cash Management system. 

2. One-third of the Fund, including accrued interest, 

shall be released and paid to the Company on April 1, 2000 and 

the remaining two-thirds of the Fund, including accrued interest, 

shall be released and paid to the Company on April 1, 2001. 

These installments shall be amortized into utility operating 

incom,e solely for the purpose of determining utility operating 

earnings in ~e calculation of the return on equity referenced in 

Article IX of this Agreement. 

- 6 -
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ARTICLE VI 

RATE REOOC'l'ION 

1. The recent takeover of Long Island Ligh~ing 

Company by LIPA w~s accompanied by an electric rate reduction, 

which lowers LIWC's cost of purchased power by 20.9% in a 

weather-normaliZed year. As a result, LIWC anticipates 

production-related power cost savings of about $335,000 annually. 

2. Changes in power costs from a pre-determined 

target are captured in LIWC's RAe. Under the procedure currently 

in effect, power cost savings would be returned to customers over 

a 36-month period. 

3. Insofar as it. relates to the power cost savings of 

"20".9% from LIPA, LIWC agrees to waive the procedures governing 

the return of savings to customers over a 36-month period through 

the RAC. Instead, LIWC agrees to reflect these savings in a" 

permanent rate reduction of about $335,000 (1.37%) immediately 

upon the filing of compliance tariff leaves consistent with a 

Commission opinion. To effectuate this change, LIWC will reduce ,. 

all commodity charges in Rate Schedules "1, 1A and 3 by 1.37%. 

Rates in the non-commodity rate schedule (i.e., hydrants, basic 

service and private fire protection) will not be affected. 

- 7 -
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ARTICLE VII 

COST OF SERVICE EXHIBIT 

~. A cost of service exhibit, upon which the Agreement 

is based, is attached hereto as Ey~ibit 1. Exhibit 1 sets forth 

the projected operating revenues, operating eXpenses, operating 

income, rate base, and balance for return, at e~isting rates, 

applicable to Years One, Two and Three. 

ARTICLE VIII 

RATE OF RETURN 

1. For purpOses of this Agreement, the consolidated 

capital structure and cost rates of LIWC's parent, Continental 

Water Company, shall be used as a proxy for establishing a fair 

rate of return for LIWC. The parties further agree that the 

overall pre-tax rate of return applicable to each year of this 

Agreement shall be 10.63% based on a return on equity of 10.2% 

(consolidated basis), which when applied to LIWC's stand-alone 

capital structure equates to a 9.6% return on equity (see Exhibit 

2). 

2. In deriving the cost, of equity, the parties have 

employed the approach endorsed by Staff and the water utilities 

in the Generic Financing Proceeding. 

- 8 -
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AR~rCLE IX 

EARNINGS SHARING MECEANISK 

1. For purposes of calculating any earnings subject 

to sharing, LIWe's actual earned return on equity on a composite 

basis for the three years ending March 31, 2002 shall be compared 

to the "fallout" return on equity of 9.6%. On a composite basis 

for the three years ending March 31, 2002, the parties agree that 

the company shall retain 100% of the first 80 basis points of 

actual earned return on equity above 9.6%. The actual earned 

return on equity between 10.41% and "11.4% shall be shared equally 

(50%/50%) between shareholders and customers. The actual earned 

return on equity above 11.4% shall be shared on the basis of 75% 

( to customers and 25% to shareholders. 

2. LIWC will file with the seoretary of the 

Commission and all parties, within 60 days after the completion 

of the First Rate Year and each subsequeht rate year of this 

Agreement, financial schedules that compare the projections used 

for setting rates as shown in Exhibit 1 with the actual amounts 

that are experienced. The comparison shall be presented in 

essentially the same format and detail as shown on the first page 

of Exhibit 1. At the same time that the above-described 

financial schedules comparing forecast and actual results are 

filed, LIWC will also SUbmit a schedule comparing forecast and 

actual capital structures and cost rates on a consolidated and a 

- 9 -
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stand-alone basis in the same format and detail shown in EXhibit 

2. 

3. The parties shall have 60 days to review such data 

and inform the company if differences exist. The par~ies shall 

have the right to sUbmit interrogatories and document requests to 

the Company. The Company shall respond to such discovery 

requests within fifteen (l5) days. If any party disagrees with 

the Company's calculations, a conference shall be convened in an 

effort to resolve such disagreement. If no agreement can be 

reached within ten (lO) business days after conVening the 

conference, the parties shall employ the dispute resolution 

process described in Article XXIV. 

4. Allocations to customers pursuant to Paragraph 1 

of this Article, shall be deferred and disposed of in the next 

rate proceeding or as directed by the Commission. Interest shall 

accrue at the Commission's unadjusted rate on customer deposits. 

INFLATION 

1. consistent with the Commission's standard policy, 

this Agreement reflects the use of the GDP ImpliCit Price 

Deflator to measure the impact of inflation. 

2. For items other than labor, historic test year 

amounts were escalated by 1.6% per annum to obtain the Year One 

amounts. An annual escalation rate of 1.5% (2.5% inflation minus 

- lO -
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1.0% productivity) was used to calculate figures for Years Two 

and Three. 

ARTICLE XI 

PRODUCTrVITY 

~- ""' .. :1.1;. .L r, ~t::J 

1. In Year One, a productivity adjustment of 1.0% has 

been applied to all labor expenses. 

2. In Year Two and in Year Three, a productivity 

adjustment of 1.0% has been applied to all expenses. 

3. A productivity adjustment of 25% has been applied 

to several new programsal proposed by the Company. This 

adjustment is reflected in the calculation of operation and 

maintenance expense. 

ARTl:CLE XII 

INTEREST ON DEFERRED·COSTS 

1. Costs or savings deferred under this Agreement 

shall accrue interest at the Commission's unadjusted rate on 

customer deposits. These costs include: reconcilable property 

taxes; reconcilable depreciation and return related to the office 

~I The 25% productivity adjustment was applied to the following 
new programs: Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition 
System ("SCADA"); Geographical Information System ("GIS");. 
Local Area Network ("LAN"); Customer Information system 
("CIS"); new telephone system; and personal computers not 
included in LIWC's last rate case. 
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renovation project; customers' share of any excess earnings; and 

recoverable unforeseen costs pursuant to Article XXI. 

ARTICLE XJ::II: 

EMPLOYEE KEADCOUN'l' 

1. This Agreement reflects 142 permanent employees 

and 11 summer employees. 

2. The Agreement recognizes that certain'manpower 

reductions aChieved by LIWC were accompanied by partially 

offsetting increases in outside service relating to the lockbox 

and janitorial activities. ThOse increases, which total $70,000, 

are reflected in this Agreement. 

AR'l'rCLE x:rv 

LABOR COS,'l'S 

1. Payroll has been e~calated by 2.5% for years TWo 

and Three, offset by the 1.0% productivity adjustment described 

in Article XI. 

2. This Agreement recognizes as a recoverable eXpense 

$26,500 in the form of deferred compensation paid to key 

management employees. 

- 12 -
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ARTICLE XV 

CREHLCAL EXPENSE 

1. This Agreement reflects savings of appr.oximately 

$90,000 relating to a reduction in the cost of sodium 

hypochlorite arising from the delivery of this chemical to a 

central location for supsequent redistribution by the Company. 

This adjustment has been reflected in the RAe. 

ARTICLE XVI 

DATA PROCESS LNG COSTS 

1. LIWC will begin installing data processing systems 

that will be independent of the Continental Water Company data 

processing systems .currently relied upon by LIWC. This process 

will begin in 1999 and will last several years. A 20% reduction 

in Continental Water Company's data processing charges has been 

reflected in this Agreement. 

ARTICLB XVII 

PROPERTY TAXES 

1. Projected property taxes have been determined by 

escalating actual amounts at August 20, 1998 by the GDP Deflator. 

2. The property tax projections are as follows: Year. 

One: $11,383,434; Year Two; $11,668,020; Year Three: $11,959,721. 

- 13 -
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3. Projected property taxes will be reconciled on an 

annual basis with actual experience. LIWC will be permitted to 

defer for subsequent recovery sot of any property taxes above the 

projected level through the RAC, and the remaining 20% will be 

borne by stockholders. LIWC will defer and return to customers 

100% of any decrease in property taxes from the projected level 

through the RAC. 

4. On an annual basis, all reconciliations will flow 

into, 'or out of, LIWC's RAC account. If for any of the rate 

years there is no balance in the RAC account against which to 

offset reconciled property tax amounts, the parties agree that 

the deficit will be billed to customers through established RAC 

procedures. 

5. As part of the filing comparing projected and 

actual financial results described in Article IX, paragraph 2, 

LIWC shall provide a status report on pending property tax 

challenges. 

ARTICLE XVIrI 

CAPITAL EXPENDl:TtJRES 

1. LIWC plans t~embark on a renovation project for 

its main office at 733 Sunrise Highway, Lynbrook, NY. The 

Company estimates the construction expenditures for that project 

at $2,276,000 over the term of this Agreement. No allowance for 

this project is reflected in the revenue requirement endorsed in 

- 14 -
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this Agreement. Instead, the parties agree to permit the Company 

to defer the costs (i.e., depreciation, return on investment and 

associated taxes) of this project for subsequent recovery. Such 

costs may be audited for accuracy and prudency. The deferred 

amounts shall flow into LIWe's RAe account. 

2. At the end of each rate year, LIWC shall report 

the monthly expenditures for this project which have been placed 

in service and shall calculate the costs to be deferred, which 

are referred to in Paragraph 1 of this Article. After the 

d~ferred amount is verified and found prudent, LIWC shall be 

permitted to recover the deferred amount through established RAC 

procedures. 

ARTICLE XIX 

SETTLEMENT ADJUSTMENT 

1. The projections set forth on Exhibit 1 show that 

over the three rate years the parties anticipate a revenue 

shortfall of $177,000. In order to reach a settlement, LIWC has 

decided not to reduce the term of this Agreement or increase the 

amount retained by the Company, either of which measures would 

have had the effect of eliminating th~ shortfall. 

- 15 -
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ARTICLE XX 

1. To the extent not provided in other Articles of 

this Agreement, the Company will serve all parties with a copy of 

any adjustments to the RAe before such adjustments become 

effective. 

2. If the company expects to surcharge customers, the 

Company will notify all parties two months before such surcharge 

becomes effective. 

ARTICLE XXI 

UNFORESEEN CIRCUMSTANCES 

1. The parties recognize that unforeseen mandatory 

regulatory, legislative, accounting or tax changes may take place 

during the term of this Agreement. The Company should neither 

materially benefit nor suffer financially in the event of such 

circumstances. The PSC's materiality standard in effect when 

such unforeseen costs are incurred shall be used as the standard 

to determine materiality. If such unforeseen circumstances 

occur, LIWC may petition to defer the associated cost and shall 

defer the savings (if either is material) and subsequently seek 

disposition of the same in the next regular rate filing. 

- 16 -
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ARTICLE XXII 

STAYOUT PROVISION 

1. In the event this Agreement is adopte~ by the 

commission, the company commits that it will not fi~e a rate 

increase, except as provided herein, before May 1, 2001 for a 

Rate year commencing no earlier than April 1, 2002. However, 

this commitment shall not prohibit the Company from seeking 

temporary rate relief pursuant to Sections 89-j and 114 of the 

Public service Law, as the same may be amended from time to time, 

if such temporary rate relief is necessary to preserve the 

financial integrity of the Company. This section wil~ not 

\ prevent the company from filing tariffs or tariff amendments 

reflecting new or revised service offerings that are revenue 

neutral or will produce no more than a de minimis change in net 

revenues. 

ARTICLE XXIII 

RESBR~TION OF AUTRORITY 

1. The parties acknowledge that the Commission, 

pursuant to its statutory responsibility, reserves the authority 

to act on the level of the Company's rates in the event of 

unforeseen circumstances that, in the opinion of the Commission, 

have such a substantia~ impact upon the equity returns envisioned 

by this Agreement as to render the Company's actua~ return 

- 17 -
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unreasonable for the provision of safe and adequate service at 

just and reasonable rates. 

ARTICLE XXIV 

DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCESS 

1. In the event any disagreement over the 

interpretation of this Agreement or the implementation of any of 

the provisions of this Agreement, which cannot be resolved 

informally among the parties, such disagreement shall be resolved 

as follows: the parties promptly shall confer and in good faith 

shall attempt to resolve such di~agreement; If any such 

disagreement cannot be resolved by the parties, the matter shall 

be submitted to an ALJ designated by the Chief ALJ for a 

determination o~ an expedited basis using such procedures as the 

ALJ decides are appropriate under the circumstances. within 

fifteen (15) days from the ALJ's decision, any party may petition 

the COllllnission for relief from the ALJ'S determination. on the 

. disputed matter. 

ARTI:CLE XXV 

NON-BINDING EFFECT 

1. Unless otherwise specified, this Agreement shall 

be without prejudice to the positions of the parties in this or 

any future proceeding. 

- 18 -
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ARTICLE XXVI 

NON-SEVERABILITY 

1. This Agreement is expressly conditioned. upon 

acceptance by the Commission. In the event that the Commission 

should fail to adopt this Agreement according to its terms, the 

parties shall be free to pursue their respective positions 

without pr~judice. 

- 19 -
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Septeznber .;(a , B98 

, 
" 

LONG ISLAND WATER CORPORATION 

By: 

: ..... ~ 

"~ . ..:.) 
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'- . 

september ct~ 1998 By; 

"-

STAFF OF THE Dl::.PARTl-UmT OF 
PUBIJ:C SERVICE 

DAVID VAN ORT, ESQ. 
Staff Counsel 

- 21 -
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September I 1998 By: 

( 

...... L.O .... _ .... 

NEW YORK STATE 
CONSUMER PROTECTION BOARD 

TIMOTHY S. CAREY 
Chairman and 

Executive Director 

- 22 -
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Case No.: 

Date Approved: 

Summary: 

98-W-0475 

October 28, 1998 

On September 4, 1998, Long Island Water Corporation 
(LIWC) received a refund from Nassau County totaling 
$2.3 million. As a result, LIWC entered into a 
Settlement Agreement, with the Public Service 
Commission Staff (PSC) and the Consumer Protection 
Board (CPB), with the following terms. 

• A three year agreement covering the period from 
April 1, 1999 through March 31,2002 (see order 
regarding Merger for update). 

• One time credit of $12.64 per customer or $15.06 
per hydrant for a total refund of $1 million (which 
included a prior refund due to customers). 

• A $335,000 or 1.37% reduction in base rates due to 
a 20% decrease in electric bills. 

• Allowed 10% of $2.3 million refund as incentive to 
continue to challenge property taxes. 

• LIWC permitted to retain $1.6 million of the $2.3 
million and will reflect in income in second and 
third rate years (1/3 on 4/1/00 and 2/3 on 
4/1/01). 

• An earnings sharing mechanism in which LIWC can 
realize a return of 10.4% with a 50 - 50% sharing 
between 10.41% and 11.4% and 75% to customers 
above 11.4%. The return will be determined on a 
composite of the three years (see order regarding 
Merger for update). 

• .LIWC can defer 80% of property tax increases over 
the forecast level determined by the PSC. Property 
taxes will be reconciled annually with recovery of 
the 80% through the balance of the Revenue 
Adjustment Clause (RAC) credits owed the 
customers. Any decrease in property taxes below 
the PSC forecast will be returned to customers 
100% (see order regarding Merger for update). 
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• A 20% reduction was imposed on Continental 
Water data processing charges to LlWC due to a 
plan to implement new computer software and 
equipment making LlWC independent from 
Continental. 

• A deferral of costs up to $2.2 million to renovate 
LlWC's office building was permitted by the PSC 
with ultimate recovery from RAC credits owed 
customers (see order regarding Merger for update). 
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21.SeF>-98 
C.98·W-0475 

~Base 

Rate of RetUrn 

Requited RetUrn 

Inoorne Available for Return 

Oeftdency 

GrossUpF=r 

Additional Revenue Requirement 

f.t!!2! 

\.e$s: 
ll._nueTaxes 
MTA Surc!large Tax 
GIl.T 5urchatge Tax 
UI>a:>Ilec:tib1es 

., 

fJ.T.@ 34.00% 

Retenlion Factor 

LONG ISLANO WATER CORPORATION 
Property Tax Refund Prt>eeeding 
Additional Revenue Requirement 
For the Twelve Months Ending Marell31. 2000 

100.0000% (S83,637) 

3,6120% (3.188) 
0.7225% (1304) 

0.4600% (385) 

95.0055% {79.4S0} 
3U019% (27,O16) 

62.7030% ($52.444) 

Rate Year 
Revenue 

Requirement 
Increase 

$50.683.452 

6.10"1. 

4.105.360 

4,157.604 

(S2.444) 

62.7036% 

($83,637? 

Exhibit 1 
SellA 
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•· ... W0475 

Metered 

Pubfic Hycfrants 

Private Hycfrants 

Private Sprinkler 

TotalWater Sales 

Late Charges 

Total Operating Revenues 

LONG ISLAND WATER CORPORATION 
PropertY Tax Refund Proceeding 
SaleS Revenues 
Forthe Twelve Months Ending March 31. 2000 

Per 
Company Adj. 
Update No. 

Staff 
"'~js. 

AS 
Submitted by 

Staff 

PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

Exhibit 1 
$eheclule 2A 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 154 of 355



C.SS-W-C479 LONG ISLAND WATER cORPORATION Exhibit 1 
Properly Tax RetiJnd Proceeding Sch.-3 
Operations & Malnrenance E:zpenses 
For the Twelve Monlhs Ending March 31. 2000 

Per As Per 
Company Adj. Staff Submitted by ReVenue Stalf 
Update No. Adj •. .§Ii!! Increase After Increase 

PurchaSed Power for Production $1.237.304 $1,237.304 $1.237,304 
NOlI Prodtldion Power 166,928 166,928 5166,928 
Fue/s.Proc1uclion 98.355 98.355 98.355 
Fueis-Non ProduClicn 71.452 71.452 71,452 
CIlemi<al$ S15,237 2a (89.923) 425,314 425,314 
Uncollectibles 159.191 lSS,191 (3$5) 15S.SOS 
Payroll 7,247,212 2b (44.860) 7202.352 7.202,352 
Produc:lMty (72,4n) (72.472) (72.4n) 
DepIedation Charged to O&M 203.890 203,890 203,690 
AIIto Insurance 70,640 70.640 70,640 
t.\isc. C1ea<lng 97.791 91.791 97.791 
D.P Maehines -Leases 272,615 272,616 272.615 
Employee lnsuranoe Plan 1.011.640 2e 204.210 1,215.850 1.215.850 
WorkeI$ Camp. Insurance 291.871 291.871 291.871 
\)isal)iiIy Insurance 4.799 4.799 4.799 
Pensi>ns 166.894 166.894 186.894 
Oiner Post Retirement Benefits 512.645 512.645 512.645 
Ptope~ & tiabirt\y Insurance 246.550 248,.550 248,556 
legal 111.~ 111.488 "',488 
Oat! Pnx:essing Improvement 170,740 2<1 (34,148) 136,592 136.592 
Inwio:e$ 1.317.696 1.317.696 1.317.696 
Panmt Company <>.-erhead '179,667 179.867 179.867 
PCSlage 156.129 156.129 156.129 
'-«kllox 53.000 53,000 53.000 

)1SkIe Cleaning Services 17.000 17.000 17.000 ,.' " 
... iIdiI 87.945 87.945 87.945 ;-
Aeluarial 22.853 22.853 22.853 
~ Vacation Expense 11.218 11.218 11.218 
Techni:aI Service Slanda.os 
MaIntenance 01 Analyzers • 20.628 20.628 20.628 
AVAC Operating Cost Meter Shop 5.157 5,157 5,157 
excise Tax 
TtuS!ee 15.312 15.312 15.312 
Rare Case Expense 15.000 2. (5,000) 10,000 10.000 
Regulatloty Commission Expense 84.SS8 84,856 84.858 
Consultant Ccsl-CIS 45,000 2f (lS.GOO) 30.000 30.000 
Oftice Painting 72S 728 728 
lnspedion Concrete Tank Roofs 15.000 15.000 15.000 
Tank Painting 20,000 20.000 20.000 
Painting Concrete Tanl<s 37.500 37,500 37.500 
401KMatdl 24,766 24.766 24.766 
Valve Inspedion & Repair 148,873 148,873 148.873 
Repair to Pump Stalion Bldg 10.000 10.000 10.000 
401K Elcpenses 3.216 3.216 3,216 
SoftwateAG 8.?36 S.93Q 8.936 
Defetred Generic Finandng 
I.easeUne~ 10.314 10,314 10.314 
Genel3llntlalion 2g {f7,79S! !17•79al ~P9S1 

14,91~,766 (12,519) 1490324:l: ~85) 14,~2,862 
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C.9&-W-0475 LONG ISLAND WATER CORPORATION Exhibtt 1 
Prcpeny Tax Refund Proceeding Soh . .4 

Taxes OIherthan F.I.T. 
For the Twelve Months Ending March 31, 2000 

Per As Per 
Company Adj. Staff Submitted by Revenue Staff 
~ No. Adjs. Staff Increase After In""",* 

Revenue Taxes $1.342.84S $1.342.646 ($3.188) $1.339,658 

MTASUrcharge Tax 228,284 228.284 (604) 227,680 

GRT Surcharge Tax 

ExI:ess Dividends Tax 55,685 55,685 55.655 

Environmental Taxes 

P~Taxes 11,541.130 3 (157.696) 11,383,434 11,383,434 

PaYICII Taxes 559.270 
TOTAL $13727.195 

i 
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C.9&.W-0475 LONG ISLAND WATER CORPORATION Exhibit 1 
Ptopelt( Tax Refund Proeeeding Sch.~ 
Federal Income Tax 
For \he Twelve Months Ending March 31. 2000 

Per As Per 
Company Adj. Statf Submiltecf by Revenue Staff 

!.!1m!! No. A.c!js. Staff Al!!!r Increase 
Operating Income Before F.I.T. §5.2-40.070 $179.215 $5.416.285 55336.825 

Adj~ts that Increase (Decrease 
Tp;able Inco"'" 
__ Recording Tax 972 972 972 
Am1%. Rale Case Expense (108,077) Sa 118,077 10,000 10,000 
Amtz.. of CIS Consultant 5b 30,000 30,000 30,000 
Am1%. Tank Painting 15,000 Sc 5,000 20,000 20,000 
Oefelred Payron (10,000) (10,000) (10,000) 
InlllleSt on IBCWlP 6,853 50 (73$) 6,128 6,128 
Inlerest on NIBCWlP 12,009 5e (1.285) 10.724 10,724 
2..S Vacation PayroU 8.953 8,953 8.953 
Non Deductible expellSe 10,377 Sf (5,189) 5,188 5,188 
Unfunded Pension 6,596 6,596 6,596 
Aina:.Office Pain1ing 72S 72B 728 
InIerest on Total Debt Sg 23t,798 (1,612,7$4) 
OefemJl. excess Tax Deprc. 
~to Taxable Income 
T wallie Incame 

. F'/' T. Cutten!: @ 34.00% 
.AI){); Deferrals 
ADR 15,441 15,441 15,441 
ACRS 1~337 1,337 1,337 
MACRS 153,728 153,728 153,728 

( ")\LT, MACRS (31,755) (31,755) (31,155) :" ..• ~ 
< • . !.Amtz. Rate Case E;q)ense $,7-40 5h (40,146) (3,400) (3.400) r" 

lJnfunded Pension (2.243) (2,243) (2.243) 
AmI%. Tank Painting (5,100) 5i (1,700) (6,800) (MOO) 
Amtz.. OIIice Painting (248) (248) (248) 
Amtz.. of CIS Consultant Sj (10,200) (10,200) (10,200) 
Defetred PayroU 3,400 3,400 3,400 
InleIest on N1BCWlP (2,333) 249 . (2,084) (2,084) 
Interest on IBCWIP (4,083) 437 (3,646) (3,646) 
2.5 Vacation A.eerual (3,044) j3.044) 
Total F.t.T. Deferred : !513601 110,~ 110,486 

Total F.l T. 5xpense S137,26~ ~,258,481 ('!;270t§) ~1,231,485 
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C,9SoW«15 LONG ISLAND WA.TER CORPORATION Exhib~ 1 
Property Tax Refund Proceeding Seh,-5A 
FIT Inb;lest Expense Oedul:1ion 
For the Twelve Months Ending Man::h 31, 2000 

Per N; 

Company A.dj. Staff Submitted by 
~ ...!i!L Adjs. Staff 

Rate Base $51.955.304 ($1,271,852) $50.683.452 

InteleSl6earing CWlP 193.325 193.32.5 

Earnings Base 52,148,629 (1.271,852) 50.876,777 

Embed4ed Cost of Debt 3.55% 3.11% 

Interest DedUClion 1.851276_ (238.482) 1,612794 

Inle!est Bearing CWlP $193.325 $193,32.5 

Embedded Cost of Oebt 3.55% 3.17% 

$6'863 ($73S) $6.128 

. ·~on • Interest Bearing CWlP $338.293 $338,293 
) 

;;;inbedded Cost of Debt 3.55% 3.11% 

$12,009 ($1.285) ~10.724 
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~s.w.()475 LONG ISlAND WATER CORPORATION EXhibit 1 -" 
Propel\)' Tax Refund Proceeding Sch . .e 
Rate Base 
For !he Twelve Months ending March 31. 2000 

Per k 
Company Adj. Staff Submittedbr 
UPdate No. ~ §lg.!f 

P!.AIlI IN SERVICE; 
A\'elage Plant In Service 578,180,808 48 ($1.193.902) $76,986.906 

Avg. Acc:umul. De!>reeiaijon 26.030,944 4b 
Net Plant in Serllic:e 52.149,864 

ADD: 
Plant Hele! for Future Use 110.933 110,SS3 
Non -1nIere$t Bearing ClMP 338293 
UNMlORTlZl:D BALANCES 

338,293 / 

0eI'eml- Rate case E;q>ense 12S,Z30 4c (101,230) 25,000 
DefeITaI-Tank Painting 130.000 130.000 
DeIem!I. Reserve for rrc (437,602) (437,602) 
1lefenaI· Past Pension COsts 
0efeITal- Excess Tax Depn:. (3,761.144) (3.161.144) 
Defemlt -.Consulting Fees 67.500 4d 7.500 75.000 
0efemII-Generie F'ltIancing 
Deferral- Legal SeNiees 
DefemII- 0IIb> Painting 561 561 
MaterialS & Supplies 684.472 684.4i2 
~-Curtent Pension Costs 
Prepayment - O!tIer 593.744 593,744 
)Cash Working Capital 2.747.679 <Ie 1.421 2.749,100 

T013I 600,666 (92.309) 508.357 /'1, 
'OEOUCT: ~~. ,l 

CustAdvance for Constr. 248.452 248.452 
Earnings Base Capitaliz.ation· 546.774 . 

795.226 

Total Rate Sase ~1.~304 ~1271.852) ~0,563,4S2 

·lntetesl8earing CWlP- 193,325 
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C.9&-W-047S LONG ISlAND WATER CORPORATION Exhibit 1 
Proper\)' Tax Refund Pr0aee4ing Sch.-7 
Cash Wot1<ing Capital Allowance 
For the Twelve Montlls ending March 31. 2000 

Per los. 
Company Adj. Staff Submitted by 
~ No. Adj •• ~ 

Operations & Maintenance Exp. $14.915.765 ($12.519) 514.903.247 

l,.ess: Non-Cash Expenses: 
Unoolledil:>les 159.191 159.191 

Depreciation charged O&M 203.890 203,890 

Acaued Vacation Expense 11.218 11.218 

Amlz. Rate Case Elq>ens", 15,000 (5.000) 10,000 

Arntz. Consulting Fe •• 45.000 (15.000) 30.000 

AmI%. Tank Painting 20.000 20,000 
Total 454.299. !20.000) 434.299 

Net Oper. & Mainl Expense 14.461,457 7,481 14,468.948 

Rete 19.00% 19.00".10 
Cash Worl<ing Capital i&.747,679 ~1,421 ~749,100 
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C.9S-W-C475 LONG ISlANO WATER CORPORA1l0N Exhibit 1 
Property Tax Refund Proc::eeding Sch.-S 
Rate of Retum AlloWance 
Eor!!le Twelve Months Ending March 31. 2QQO 

CONSOUDATED CAPITAL STRUCTURE 
($QQQ'sl 

Weighted PreTax 
Amount eost Average Ratio 
($OO()'s) Ratio B!Id Ratio @34% 

Tctal Debt 215.948 51,31% 6.13% 3.15% 3.15% 

CUStomer Deposits 1.800 0.43% 6.80% 0.03% 0.03% 

Preferred Stod< 

Cornmon Equity 203.097 48.26% 10.20% 4.92% 7,46% 
Total $120845 100.00% 8.1Q% 10.63% 

• LT.D + Customer Deposits 3.17% 

. -. 
( 
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C.9&-W-6fT5 LONG IStANO WATER CORPORATION I:xhibit, 
Property Tax Refund Proceeding . Sch.-9 
Summary of Inflation Adjustments 
Forth .. Twelve Months End'III9 Match 31. 2000 Escalation 

AOjusttnent@ 
Rate Yr. Items Staff Rate Yr. ltems 103.7100% 

SpeQ1ieally Spedfic Subject to vs. 1.04Q7 
Prpiected AdjuS1'.J'MenTS Gen't Escalatn per Company Rate Year 

Pun:hased Power fur Production 1.237.304 1,231.304 
Non ProductIon Power 1S6.S2S 1SS.928 
FueJs.Producfion 9U55 98,355 (904) 97,451 
Fuefs.Non Producfion 71.452 71.452 (657) 70.795 
Chemicals 515,231 2a (89.923) 425.314 (3.908) 421,405 
. Unc:ctlecfib1es 159.191 159,191 
Payroll 7.247.212 2b (44.860) 7,202.352 
Producfivi1y (72.472) (72,472) 
Oepreciation Charged to O&M 203.890 203,890 
Aula Insurance 70.640 70.640 (649) 69.991 
Mise. CleaMg 97.791 97.791 (899) 95.892 
D.P MadUne$-!.Bases 212.615 272,615 
Smployee Insumnce Plan 1.011.640 2c 204.210 1.215.850 
WOIIceI$ Comp. Insurance 291.811 291.671 
DisabBiIy Insurance 4.799 4.799 
Pensions 186,894 186.894 
Olber Post Retirement Benefits 512.645 512.&45 
I'<opeay & LlabiJjjy Insurance 245.550 245.550 . (2.265) 244,284 
l.egat 111.488 111.488 (1.025) 110.463 
Data Proc:essing Imp<OYement 170.740 2d (34.145) 136.592 
\n>Joices 1.317.695 1.317,596 (12.109) 1.30S.SS7 
parent Company Overhead 179.867 179.867 , .=x 155.129 155.129 (1,435) 154.594 ( , 53.000 53.000 
Outside Cleaning SeM<m 11.000 17.000 
Aud'¢ 87.945 87.945 (80S) 87.137 
AdIIariai 22.853 22.853 (210) 22.643 
Aa:n1ed Vacation Exjlenre 11,218 11,218 (103) 11.115 
Teclric;al SeNi.C8 Standards 
Maintenance of Analyzers 20.628 20.628 
AVI<C OpeG<ling Cast Meter Shop 5.157 5.151 
E:a:iseTax 
Trustee 15.312 15.312 (141) 15.171 
RaleCase~ 15.000 2e (5.000) 10.000 
Resuta!Ory Commission EJ;>ense 84.858 54.858 (780) 84.078 
ConsUHant CosI- CIS 45.000 2f (15.000) 30.000 
Ofiioe Painting 728 728 
In:spectiCn Conaete Tank Roofs 15.000 15.000 
Tank Painting 20.000 20.000 
PalttClng Coru:rete Tanks 37.500 37.500 
401KMatx:b 24.7SS 24.7SS (228) 24.SSS 
Valve Inspedjon & Repair 148.873 148.873 (1.368) 147.505 
Repair to Pump Station Bld9 10.000 10.000 
401KE>cpm;es 3,216 3,216 (30) 3.186 
Sof!wateAG 8.936 8.936 (82) 8.854 

--rleferred Generic F'ltIancing 
Lease LIne c:haTge 10.314 10.314 (196) 10.11B 

~4gl~7~ il~.2Zli ~glFQ!! '~17i§l l&1"~QH47 
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C.9SoWo047S LONG ISLAND WATER CORPORATION 
Property Tax Refund Proceeding 
Explanation of Adjustments. 
For the Twelve Months Ending March 31, 2000 

Adj. 
No. Explanaiton 

2a Chemicals (Panlcowifz) 
To reilect the savings in the cost of sodium hypochlorite resulting 

from delivery a central location for redistribution by the 
company. 

2b To reduce incentive/deferred compensation to @ 1% of management 
compensation 
Management Payron ~2,65~,53a 
IV. One Percent 26,555 
Phantom Stock Program 71,415 

2c To correct & Update the cost of employee health benefits premium 

2d To phase out. over five years. the data processing costs 
allocated from Continental Water due to the installation of 
independent data processing systems at Long Island Water (Teller) 
5170,74015 x 2 

12e To amortize rate case expense over three years (30.000 I 3) 

2f To amortize CIS consultant over three years (90,000./3) 

2g To Adjust Inflation to the latest GOP 

Total Adjustments to Operation and Maintenance Expense 

Property Taxes 
3 To adjust the company's projection of reat estate taxes 

to reflect known levels plus general inflation only. (Rosenblatt) 

Rate Base 
4a,b To remove the Office renovations from net plant in service 

4c To reflect three year amortization of rate case expel)se 
Per Company 126.230 
Per staff ($ 30.000 + 20.000)12 '-MQQ 

4d To reflect three year amotiz.ation of CIS consulting fees. 
I'er company 67.500 
Per staff ($ 90,000 .. 60,000)12 75,000 

4e To reflect impact of 0 & M adjustment on Cash Working Capital 

Total Adjustments to Rate Base : 

Amount 

($89.923) 

(44.860) 

204.210 

($34,148) 

(5.000) 

(15,000) 

(27798) 

($12519) 

($157 696) 

(S1.179,543) 

(101.230) 

7.500 

$1.421 

!1 ,271,8~2l 

Exhibit 1 
Seh. 10 
Page 1 

.. , 
i 
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Adj. 
No. ExpIanaiton 

Federal Income Tax 

LONG ISLAND WATER CORPORATION 
Property Tax Refund Procee<iing 
EXplanation of Adjustments. 
For the Twelve Months Ending March 31, 2000 

Sa To reflect amortization of rate case expense of $1 0 .000 

5b To reflect amortization of CIS consultant 

5c To reflect amortization Of Tanl< Painting at $20,000 

5d To reflect the Staff computation of IBCWlP 

5e To reflect the Staff computation of NIBCWlP 

Sf To remove lobbying expense from the FIT computation 

5g To reflect the Staff computation of the FIT interest deduction 

Total Adjustments to Taxable Income: 

5IH To defer various adjustments made to taxable income. 

Amount 

118,077 

30,000 

5,000 

(735) 

(1,285) 

(5,189) 

238.70& 

384,576 

(51,360) 

Exhibit 1 
Sch. 10 
Page 2 
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~'g8-W4I7S LONG ISI.AND WAlER CORPORATION Exhil>~ 1 
Properly Tax Refund Proceeding Scit.ll \ 
Revenue Requirement Changes for the Years Ending Page 1 : 
Mardi 31, 2001 and 2002 

1 2 3 4 5 
Rate Year 

Level 
Year Ending R.evenue Yea,lOOl 
Ma,d12000 Growth • Requirement Before Rate 
After Inaease Faao, Change Year 2001 Change 

Operating Re'lenues $35,138,S60 35.138,560 

Putt:hased Power for ProQuction $1237,304 1.237,304 
Chemicals $425.314 1.50"/0 6,380 6,380 431.684 . 
Fuels-t'roQuction $98.355 1.50"/0 1.475 1,475 99.830 
Revenue Taxes §il.567.33§ 4.53% l,~,~ 

$3328311 $7,855 ~ S33~6,166 

RAe Revenues . $31.810,249 {g.8S5) $7.855 $31.802,384 

Payrou 7.202,352 1.50% 108,035 108.035 7.310.387 
Employee Insurance Plan 1.215,850 1.50% 18.238 18.238 1,234.088 
Pensions 186,8$4 1.50% 2.803 2.803 189.697 
Post Retirement Benefits 512.645 1,50% 7.690 7.690 520.:$35 
Other Operation and Maintenance 4.024.148 1.50% 60.362 60,362 4,084.510 

OepJeeiation Expense 1,333.166 22.812 22,812 l,355.9!S 
P~rtyT"'" 11,383.434 2.50% 264.585 284,566 11.66S.020 

" OlherTaxes other1tlan AT 614,935 1.50% 9.224 ~ 624.159 
r , 
'Inaome before FIT 5,336,825 (521 605) 4,81S,m 

Rate Base 50.683.452 lo.s3% 1.680.426 178,660 52.363.878 

Revenue Tax Gross Ups 33263 

Total 733,548 
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6 7 8 9 
Rate Year 

Level 
Year 2001 

R ..... enue NterRate Growth 
Increa •• Increase Factor Change 

733,548 35,§7210§ 

1.237,304 
431,694 1.50% 6,475 
99,830 1.50% 1,497 

33,263 1,600601 4.63% 
~ $3369429 $7912 

$700.285 532.502.679 ($7,972) 

7,310,387 1.50"10 109,656 
1.234,088 1.50% 18,511 

189,697 1.50% 2.645 
520,335 1.50%. 7,805 

4.064,510 1,50% 61,268 

1.355.978 48.409 
11,668.020 2.50% 291,701 

624159 1.50% 9.362 
( 

5,515,505 (557529) 

52,363,878 10.53% 1.390.502 

( 

._._-_.-._-

10 11 12 
Rate Year 

Level 
Revenue Year 2001 

Requirement 6efore Rate Revenue· 
Year 2001 Change Increase 

~5,§l:2.108 738886 

1,237,304 
6,475 438,169 
1.497 101.327 

1,600,601 ~ 
$7972 p,377,401 533505 

$7.912 $32,494,707 5705.381 

109.656 7,420.043 
18.511 1.252,599 

2.&45 192.542 
7,805 528.140 

61.268 4,145.778 

48,409 1.404.387 
291.701 11.959.721 

9,362 633,521 

4,957,976 

147,852 53,754.380 

38,505 

738.886 

Exhibit , 
Soh. 11 
Page 2 

13 
Rate Year 

Level 
Year 2002 
Nter Rate 
Increase 

~6§10 994 

1,237,304 
436.169 
101,327 

1,634106 
p.410906 

$33.200.088 

7,420.043 
1,2.52.599 

192.542 
528,140 

4.145,778 

1,404.387 
11,959,721 

633523 

5663357 

53.754,380 
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21-$ep-98 

LONG ISLAND WATER CORPOAA110N 
Propeny "fax Refund Pmceeding 
Revenue Requirement Changes for 1I1e YealS Ending 
March 31. 2000, 2001 and 2002 

ReUlnue Requirement Changes 

Year Ending March 2000 
Year Ending Man:h 2001 
Year ending March 2002 

Change Over Current Rates 

Interest on Refunds Held @ 6.45% 

Net Revenue Requirement Needs 

Revenue Before Rate Chsnge 

Annual Peroent Change in Rates 

Amount Available for Rate OI!$et or 
Refund Per Staff 

/>mount of Refund 

Money Available for Rate Offset 

( 
'~(Delieiency) of Revenue Requirement Over Available Mitigators 
) 

Oa!.::ylatioA of Interest on Refunds Held 
Beginning Balance 
Awage Re>enue Requirement Offset 
Balance Subject to Interest 
Unadjuste<f Customer Oepostt Rate 
Interest Rata net Of Tax 
ln1eiest 
Begining Balance subject to interest 
Revenue Requirement Ofi'$et net 01 tax at 34% 
Ending Salance subject to interest 

2000 

(83,637) 

($83.637) 

~ 

($154 588\ 

$35.222197 

~ 

1.623,707 
41.819 

1,665,526 

. 4.26%.# 

70.951 
1.623,707 
~ 

1778295 

2001 

(83,637) 
733.548 

5649,911 . 

$01.912 

$587999 

$35138;560 

~ 

1.778.2$5 
C324.9U) 

1,453,340 

4:26% 
61.912 

1.778,295 
649911 

1m 296 

2002 

(83.837) 
733.&48 
738,886 

$1.388.797 

$21125 

11 367 672 

Q,5,87210a 

~ 

1,190.296 
(694399) 
495,898 

4:26'" 
21.125 

1.190.296 
1,388.797 
!177W 

Exhibit 1 
Sch.12 

Cumulative 

$1.955.071 

$153,988 

$1.801,083 

$2.623,707 

$1.000000 

$1623707 

!~IZnT§.l 
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C-98-W-0475 LONG ISLAND WATER CORPOAATION Exhib~ 1 
Property Tax Refund Proceeding Sch.·2S 
Revenue Adjusment Clause Computation 
For the Twelve Months EnOmg March 31. 2000 

Per AS Per 
Company Adj. Staff SUbmitted by Revenue Staff 
Update No. Adis. Staff Increase After Increase 

OQeratiOC Revenue$ $35.222.197 $35.222.197 ($83.631) $35.138.560 

Purchased Power for Production $1,231.304 $1.237.304 $1.237.304 
FueIs-I'roduction 98.355 98.355 $98.355 
Chemicals 515237 2a (89.923) 425,314 425.314 
Revenue Taxes 1,571,130 1.571,130 (3,792! 1.557.33S 

3.422,026 (89.923! 3,332,103 (3.792! 3.328.311 

31,800,171 89,i23 31,890,094 !Z9,~Sl 31§10,~ 
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· -- " - .... " ....... - ........ " ...... 

CONSOLIDATED RATE OF RETURN CALCULATION 
FOR 12 MONTHS ENDED 3/31/00 

AVERAGE 
RATE YEAR WEIGHTED PRE TAX 
ENDED 3/00 RATIO COST FACTOR COST COST 

LONG TERM DEBT $ 215,948,000 51.31% 6.13% 3.15% 3.15% 

CUSTOMER DEPOSITS 1,800,000 0.43% 6.80% 0.03% 0.03r~ 

COMMON EQUI1Y 203,097,000 48.26% 10.20% 4.92% 7.45% 

TOTAL $ 420,845,000 100.00% 6.10% 10.63% 

LONG ISLAND WATER CORPORATION 

"':- RATE OF RETURN CALCULATION 
FOR TWELVE MONTHS ENDED 3131/00 

"" 

AVERAGE WEIGHTED PRE TAX 
RATE YEAR RATtO COST FACTOR COST COST 
ENDED 3/00 

LONG TERM DEBT $ 23,000,000 46.36% 6.50% 3.01% 3.01% 

PREFERRED STOCK 1,125,000 2.27% 4.50% 0.10% 0.15% 

COMMON EQUITY 25,491,008 51.38% 9.59% 4.93% 7,47% 

TOTAL $ 49,616,008 100.00% 8.04% . 10.63% 

.'-.. ~/ 

-... 

......... 

J 
t 
~ 
r 
r 

~ 

c .. 
~ 
~ 

~ 
rr 
a 
~ 

u 
~ 

u 
~ 

~ 
l , 
~ 

u 
a; , 
Ul 
QJ 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 170 of 355



BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

 
 
In the Matter of Missouri-American ) Case No. WR-2007-0216, et al. 
Water Company’s Request for Authority ) Tariff Nos. YW-2007-0407, YW-2007-0409 
to Implement a General Rate Increase  ) YW-2007-0410, YW-2007-0411, YW-2007- 
for Water Service Provided in Missouri ) 0412, YW-2007-0413, YS-2007-0415, YS-
Service Areas    ) 2007-0416, YS-2007-0417, JS-2007-0713, 
            and JS-2007-0714 
 
 

REPORT AND ORDER 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Issue Date: October 4, 2007 
 
 
 
 

Effective Date: October 14, 2007 
 
 

 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 171 of 355



 

 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 
 
 
In the Matter of Missouri-American ) Case No. WR-2007-0216, et al. 
Water Company’s Request for Authority ) Tariff Nos. YW-2007-0407, YW-2007-0409 
to Implement a General Rate Increase  ) YW-2007-0410, YW-2007-0411, YW-2007- 
for Water Service Provided in Missouri ) 0412, YW-2007-0413, YS-2007-0415, YS-
Service Areas    ) 2007-0416, YS-2007-0417, JS-2007-0713, 
            and JS-2007-0714 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 
Appearances ................................................................................................................  2 
 
Procedural History........................................................................................................  4 
 
Stipulation and Agreement – MAWC and MSD............................................................ .7 
 
Global Stipulation and Agreement................................................................................ .8 
 
Stipulation and Agreement – MAWC and City of Jefferson .......................................... .13 
 
Discussion of Issues Requiring Decision by the Commission .....................................  14 
 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law..................................................................... .16 
 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Common to All Issues ................................. .18 
 The Parties........................................................................................................... .18 
 Jurisdiction ........................................................................................................... .22 
 Burden of Proof .................................................................................................... .23 
 Presumption ......................................................................................................... .23 
 Missouri-American's Operations........................................................................... .24 
 Missouri-American's Proposed General Rate Increase........................................ .27 
 Ratemaking Standards and Practices .................................................................. .29 
 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Regarding Specific Issues........................... .38 
 Proper Treatment of Global Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement ............ .38 
 Revenue Requirement and Rate Design.............................................................. .39 
 Rate Design – Class Cost of Service Allocations ................................................. .49 
 City of Joplin’s Contested Issues ......................................................................... .55 
 Utility Workers Union of America Local 335’s Issues ........................................... .74 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 172 of 355



 2

 Capacity Charge Tariffs for Warren and Jefferson Counties ................................ . 78 
 Remaining Items in the Global Agreement/Joint Recommendation ..................... . 80 
 
Final Decision............................................................................................................... ..83 
 
Ordered Paragraphs..................................................................................................... . 84 
 

APPEARANCES 
 
W.R. England, III, and Dean L. Cooper, Attorneys at Law, Brydon, Swearengen & 
England, P.C., 312 East Capitol Avenue, Post Office Box 456, Jefferson City, Missouri 
65102-0456, for Missouri American Water Company. 
 
Stuart W. Conrad, Finnegan, Conrad & Peterson, L.C., 1209 Penntower Office Center, 
3100 Broadway, Kansas City, Missouri 64111, for AG Processing, Inc. 
 
Mark. W. Comley, Newman, Comley & Ruth P.C., 600 Monroe Street, Suite 301, Post 
Office Box 537, Jefferson City, Missouri  65102, for the City of Jefferson. 
 
Marc H. Ellinger, James Deutsch and Jane Smith, Blitz, Bardgett & Deutsch, L.C., 308 E. 
High Street, Suite 301, Jefferson City, Missouri 65101, for the City of Joplin. 
 
Jeremiah D. Finnegan, Finnegan, Conrad, & Peterson, L.C., 3100 Broadway, Suite 120, 
Kansas City, Missouri 64111, for the City of Parkville. 
 
William D. Steinmeier,  and Mary Ann (Garr)Young, William D. Steinmeier, P.C., 2031 
Tower Drive, Post Office Box 104595, Jefferson City, Missouri 65110-4595, for the City of 
St. Joseph. 
 
Leland B. Curtis, and Carl J. Lumley, Curtis, Heinz, Garrett & O’Keefe, P.C., 130 S. 
Bemiston, Suite 200, Clayton, Missouri 63105, for the City of Warrensburg, Missouri. 
 
Byron E. Francis, and J. Kent Lowry, Armstrong Teasdale, L.L.P., One Metropolitan 
Square, Suite, 2600, St. Louis, Missouri 63102-2740 for the Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer 
District. 
 
Lisa C. Langeneckert, The Stolar Partnership, L.L.P., 911 Washington Avenue, Suite 700, 
St. Louis, Missouri, for the Missouri Energy Group. 
 
Diana Vuylsteke, Bryan Cave, L.L.P., 211 N. Broadway, Suite 3600, St. Louis, Missouri  
63102, for the Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers.  
 
Carole Iles, and Edward F. Downey, Bryan Cave, L.L.P., 221 Bolivar Street, Suite 101, 
Jefferson City, Missouri 65101, for  the Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers. 
 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 173 of 355



 3

James M. Fischer, and Larry W. Dority, Fischer & Dority, P.C., 101 Madison Street, Suite 
400, Jefferson City, Missouri 65101, for Public Water Supply Districts Nos. 1 and 2 of 
Andrew County, Missouri, and Public Water Supply District No. 1 of DeKalb County, 
Missouri. 
 
Sherrie A. Schroder, and Michael A. Evans, Hammond, Shinners, Turcotte, Larrew and 
Young, P.C., 7730 Carondelet Avenue, Suite 200, St. Louis, Missouri 63105, for the Utility 
Workers Union of America Local 335, AFL-CIO. 
 
Laura Llorente, and Robert Hess, Husch & Eppenberger, L.L.C., 235 East high Street, 
Suite 3400, P.O. box 1251, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102, for Home Builders Association 
of St. Louis and Eastern Missouri, Inc. 
 
Kevin Thompson, General Counsel, Post Office Box 360, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102, 
for the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission.  
 
Christina L. Baker, Assistant Public Counsel, Office of the Public Counsel, Post Office Box  
2230, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102, for the Office of the Public Counsel. 
 
 
REGULATORY LAW JUDGE: Harold Stearley 
 
 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 174 of 355



 4

REPORT AND ORDER 
 
 

Procedural History 

Tariff Filings  

On December 15, 2006, Missouri-American Water Company (“MAWC”) submitted to 

the Missouri Public Service Commission certain proposed tariff sheets, Tariff File 

Numbers YW-2007-0407, YW-2007-0409, YW-2007-0410, YW-2007-0411, YW-2007-0412, 

and YW-2007-0413.  This filing was docketed as Case Number WR-2007-0216, and the 

purpose of the filing, according to MAWC, is to implement a general rate increase for water 

service provided by the company.  MAWC states that the revised water rates are designed 

to produce an additional $41,387,823 in gross annual water revenues excluding gross 

receipts and sales taxes, a 24.8% increase over existing water revenues. 

Also on December 15, MAWC filed certain tariff sheets designed to implement a 

general rate increase for sewer service provided by the company, Tariff File Numbers YS-

2007-0415, YS-2007-0416, and YS-2007-0417.  This filing was docketed as Case Number 

SR-2007-0217.  MAWC states that the revised sewer rates are designed to produce an 

additional $73,795 in gross annual sewer revenues excluding gross receipts and sales 

taxes, a 25.7% increase over existing sewer revenues. 

The rate schedules attached to MAWC’s tariff filings bore issue dates of December 

15, 2006, with a proposed effective date of January 14, 2007.  Together with its proposed 

tariff sheets and other minimum filing requirements, the Company also filed prepared direct 

testimony in support of its requested rate increases.  
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Suspension Orders and Interventions 

 The Commission issued its Suspension Orders and Notices on January 3, 2007,1 

suspending the proposed water and sewer tariff sheets for 120 days plus six months from 

the original proposed effective date, that is, until November 14.  In those orders, the 

Commission also set an evidentiary hearing and a deadline for intervention applications.  

Intervention was granted to AG Processing, Inc., the City of Jefferson, the City of Joplin, the 

City of Parkville, the City of St. Joseph, the City of Warrensburg, the Metropolitan St. Louis 

Sewer District, the Missouri Energy Group, the Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers, 

Public Water Supply Districts Numbers 1 and 2 of Andrew County, Public Water Supply 

District Number 1 of DeKalb County, and the Utility Workers Union of America Local 335, 

AFL-CIO.2 

Consolidation of Cases 

On January 17, pursuant to Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.110(3), the Commission 

issued its order consolidating Case Numbers WR-2007-0216 and SR-2007-0217.  The 

Commission found that these cases involved related issues of fact and law supporting 

consolidation.  The Commission designated Case Number WR-2007-0216 as the lead case 

and directed that all further pleadings in these matters be filed under that case number. 

On February 22, the Commission adopted the procedural schedule jointly proposed 

by the parties.  The procedural schedule included dates for the filing of prepared testimony, 

revised dates for the evidentiary hearing, and a briefing schedule.   

                                            
1 All dates following the date of the suspension order reference the year 2007 unless otherwise noted. 
2 All entities granted intervention in Case Number WR-2007-0216 were also granted intervention in Case 
Number SR-2007-0217. 
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On April 2, MAWC filed revised sewer tariffs that were filed for the purpose of 

implementing a capacity charge for its Warren County and Jefferson County sewer districts, 

Tariff File Numbers JS-2007-0713 and JS-2007-0714.  These tariff filings were filed outside 

of the existing rate cases and docketed under Case Number ST-2007-0443.  The Office of 

the Public Counsel (“OPC”) filed a motion to suspend these new tariff filings and 

consolidate consideration of these tariffs into the existing rate case.  The Home Builders 

Association of St. Louis and Eastern Missouri, Inc. (“HBA”) filed objections to the tariff 

filings and was granted intervention.   

Ultimately on June 21, based upon a joint recommendation of all of the parties in this 

case, the Commission consolidated Case Number ST-2007-0443 with Case Number WR-

2007-0216.  The capacity charge tariffs were suspended to match the suspension date of 

the rate-case tariffs.  In this manner the Commission can consider all related issues of fact 

and law between these matters and all relevant and interrelated factors, thus avoiding any 

possible specter of single-issue ratemaking.  The Commission did not close ST-2007-0443, 

keeping that case open to receive filings specifically related to the capacity charge tariffs.  

The consolidation of these cases brought the HBA as a party into the existing rate cases.   

Local Public Hearings 

Between the dates of June 5 and June 14, pursuant to notice provided by the 

company to all of its customers, the Commission convened local public hearings for Case 

Numbers WR-2007-0216 and SR-2007-0217 within MAWC's service territory, at Hillsboro, 

Joplin, Kirkwood, Mexico, Parkville, St. Charles, St. Joseph, St. Louis, Warrensburg, and 
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Warrenton.3  The Commission heard the testimony of 40 witnesses at these local public 

hearings and received 3 exhibits into evidence. 

Pre-Hearing Stipulation and Agreement between the Metropolitan St. Louis 
Sewer District and MAWC 
 
 On July 16, MAWC and the Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District (MSD) jointly filed a 

stipulation and agreement to settle the MSD rate design issue.  The issues addressed by 

this agreement related to the provision of water usage meter reading data and customer 

billing information and related services to MSD by MAWC, and the amount charged by 

MAWC for provision of this information. No party objected, and the stipulation became 

unanimous by operation of Commission rule on July 24.4  Consequently, the Commission 

approved that stipulation and agreement by separate order dated September 20, 2007, 

bearing an effective date of September 30, 2007. 

Evidentiary Hearing – Preliminary Stage 

Pursuant to the procedural schedule, the Commission convened an evidentiary 

hearing beginning on August 6 at its offices in Jefferson City, Missouri.  On this first day of 

hearing the parties informed the Commission that the majority of the parties were entering 

into a Stipulation and Agreement as to all of the issues to be decided in this matter.  Only 

the City of Joplin (“Joplin”) objected to the agreement.5   

Joplin identified four issues it disputed in its prehearing brief, and in the testimony of 

                                            
3 These local public hearings were completed prior to the consolidation order joining Case Number ST-2007-
0443 to the general rate cases.  Consequently, these local public hearings did not yield testimony on the 
capacity charge tariffs being considered in Case Number ST-2007-0443.  
4 Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.115(2)(C).   
5 On August 6, 2007, Utility Workers Union of America Local 335, AFL-CIO Local 335, the Missouri Energy 
Group and the City of Jefferson made no appearance. 
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its witness Ms. Leslie Jones.6  Joplin requested hearing dates to offer evidence and cross-

examine witnesses on these issues.  Based upon Joplin’s request, proceedings were 

continued to August 14 and 15 to hear Joplin’s evidence.   

Global Stipulation and Agreement and City of Joplin’s Objections 

On August 9, prior to the resumption of the hearings, numerous parties filed a global 

Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement (“Global Agreement”) resolving all issues in this 

matter.  The only non-signatory parties to the Global Agreement were Joplin, the City of 

Jefferson (“Jefferson City”), the City of St. Joseph (“St. Joseph) and the Utility Workers of 

America Local 335, AFL-CIO (“Local 335”).  All parties were given the opportunity to file 

suggestions in support or in opposition to the Agreement.  The original deadline for 

suggestions was subsequently extended to ensure adequate opportunity for all of the 

parties to respond.7 

Joplin was the only non-signatory to the Global Agreement that objected to the 

agreement.  Consequently, the Commission directed Joplin to further clarify the issues it 

disputed, identify the witnesses it wished to present and cross-examine with regard to 

those issues and update its prehearing brief if required.  On August 10, Joplin identified, 

with particularity, the following issues for the hearing set to resume on August 14 and 15: 

(1) The Proper Basis for Allocation of MAWC’s Corporate Administrative 
and General Expenses; 

 
(2) the Proper Method of Payroll Tax Normalization/Annualization; 

 
                                            
6 Leslie Jones is the Finance Director for the City of Joplin.  Hearing Exh. Joplin-1, Prefiled Rebuttal 
Testimony of Leslie Jones, p. 2-3. 
7 Order Directing the City of Joplin to Make Specific Filings, Resetting Hearing Schedule and Directing 
Response to Stipulation and Agreement, issued August 9, 2007; Order Extending Deadline for Filing 
Suggestions Regarding the Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, Setting Briefing Schedule, Ordering 
Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, Directing the Filing of Late-Filed Exhibits and Responses, 
and Addressing other Procedural Matters, issued August 15, 2007. Transcript pp. 107-108. 
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(3) the Proper Allocation of Corporate Depreciation; and, 
 
(4) the Proper Normalization/Annualization of Chemicals for Treating 

Water in the Joplin District.8 
 
Joplin further stated that, at that time, it did not oppose the resolution of any 

additional issues encompassed in the Global Agreement, and identified the following 

witnesses it wished to present, or to have appear, at hearing for cross-examination: Joplin’s 

Witness Leslie Jones; Staff Witnesses Steve Rackers, Roberta Grissum and Lisa 

Hanneken; and MAWC’s Witnesses Ed Grubb, Don Petry and Greg Weeks.9  No other 

party identified any other witness it wished to be present at hearing for cross-examination.10   

Resumption of Evidentiary Hearing and Post-Hearing Submissions  

 The evidentiary hearing resumed as scheduled on August 14 and concluded that 

same day.11 MAWC’s first witness, Mr. Edward J. Grubb, began his testimony with a 

correction to the calculation of the amount of chemical expense attributable to the Joplin 

District.  This correction was not objected to by any other party and resolved this issue 

completely.12  Because of this correction, and Staff’s stipulation that the correction for 

                                            
8 List of Disputed Issues and Witnesses, filed August 10, 2007. 
9 Id. 
10 While the Commission cannot cite to non-existent pleadings to prove a negative, a review of the docket 
sheet and the transcript confirms that no other party identified additional witnesses to provide testimony 
during the hearing. 
11 On August 14, 2007, Utility Workers Union of America Local 335, AFL-CIO Local 335, the Missouri Energy 
Group and the Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District made no appearance.  Additionally, several parties who 
were present asked for permission to be able to come and go as necessary for their participation.  These 
parties were granted such leave but all were advised that if they were absent during the time that a scheduled 
witness was testifying that they would be considered to have waived cross-examination of that witness.  
Those parties all agreed that their absence would constitute a waiver of cross-examination. Transcript pp. 
102-107. See, in particular Transcript p. 105, lines 20-23, p. 107, lines 3-11. 
12 Transcript pp. 148-154. In annualizing the amount of chemical expense, the MAWC determined the annual 
amount of water it expects to treat and multiplies it by the usage (per million gallons) of chemicals needed to 
treat the water.  That product is multiplied by the price per pound of the chemical, which price is based upon 
contracts with chemical suppliers.  (Tr. 150)  In annualizing the amount of chemical expense for the Joplin 
District, MAWC found that the number of pounds needed to treat an annualized level of water for three of the 
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chemical expense would reduce Joplin’s portion of MAWC’s revenue requirement by 

$236,416, the appearing parties mutually agreed that no cross-examination was required of 

Staff’s witness Roberta Grissum, and MAWC’s witness Greg A. Weeks.  Consequently, 

they were excused from the witness list and the parties waived cross-examination as to 

these witnesses regarding any and all issues.13   

With one exception, no party objected to the admission of prefiled testimony from 

any witness not requested to appear.  MAWC objected to the prefiled rebuttal testimony of 

Alan Ratterman.  Objections were sustained to Mr. Ratterman’s testimony and it was 

excluded from the record.14  Ultimately, all parties waived cross-examination of all of the 

witnesses not requested to appear on August 14.15   

                                                                                                                                             
eleven chemicals used in the Joplin District was overstated.  As a result, the annualized chemical expense for 
the Joplin District was overstated by $236,416.  (Tr. 150)  In order to correct for this error, MAWC proposed to 
take the amount of revenue increase attributable to Joplin, pursuant to the Global Agreement and reduce it by 
$236,416.  (Tr. 151)  This has the additional impact of reducing the overall revenue requirement sought by 
MAWC by $236,416, or reducing the overall increase to $28,463,584.     
13 Transcript p. 208. 
14 Mr. Ratermann was a witness for the Utility Workers Union of America, Local 335 (“Local 335”).  Mr. 
Ratermann’s rebuttal testimony focused on asbestos-cement pipe removal, which he believed concerned the 
“health and safety of consumers and employees” of MAWC, and he advocated for insuring that adequate 
funds from the requested rate increase were allocated to address these health and safety issues. However, 
Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.130(7)(B) is not ambiguous and states that “where all parties file direct 
testimony, rebuttal testimony shall include all testimony which is responsive to the testimony and exhibits 
contained in any other party’s direct testimony.”  Mr. Ratermann’s rebuttal testimony violates this rule in that it 
fails to respond to the direct testimony of any party.  Mr. Ratermann failed to raise this issue in direct 
testimony and failed to raise this issue when he testified before the Commission at a local public hearing in 
this case on June 13, 2007, in Kirkwood. Tr. Vol. 9, p. 9-11.  While Local 335 filed a written response to 
MAWC’s objections that were first raised in a Motion to Strike filed on July 31, Local 335’s response was not 
persuasive.  Local 335 made no appearance at hearing to formally offer the Mr. Ratermann’s rebuttal 
testimony into the record or to provide further argument in support of submission of this testimony.  Finding 
Mr. Ratermann’s prefiled rebuttal testimony to be improper under the Commission’s rules; the Commission 
sustained the objections to its admission and excluded it from the record. 
15  During the hearing, the Commission noted that it was not finally excusing witnesses in the event that other 
issues (issues other than those identified by the parties and adopted by the Commission) materialized during 
the hearing that would require the taking of additional testimony. (Transcript pp. 103, 108, 432-433.)   The 
parties were provided with multiple opportunities to identify the issues in this matter and elicit witness 
testimony and cross-examination on those issues.  No additional issues were identified by the parties other 
than those adopted by Commission Notice and Order. (See Order Granting Motion to Modify Order and 
Amend Issues List, issued August 30, 2007, and Notice Regarding Issues List, issued September 5, 2007.)  
No party requested a hearing on any issue other than those contested at the evidentiary hearing completed 
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 Joplin’s witness, Ms. Leslie Jones, was allowed to offer new direct testimony that 

advocated multiple changes in Joplin’s original position.  Consequently, as part of the post-

hearing procedural schedule, the Commission directed Joplin to file a revised list of its 

issues and to provide certain exhibits to be filed as late-filed exhibits pursuant to the 

Commission's traditional practice.16  The remaining parties were given the opportunity to file 

objections to these exhibits, as well as given the opportunity to submit rebuttal testimony to 

Ms. Jones’s new adduced testimony.17  No party objected to any of the exhibits once they 

were submitted in their final form and they were received into the record for all purposes.18 

No party submitted rebuttal testimony to Ms. Jones’s live testimony.  

 In total, the Commission admitted the prefiled testimony of 26 witnesses, heard 

cross-examination testimony from 4 of those same witnesses, received new testimony from 

and allowed cross-examination of Joplin’s sole witness, and received 75 exhibits into 

evidence.  The Commission wishes to emphasize that a full hearing was held on all of the 

                                                                                                                                             
on August 14, 2007.   No party has requested that any other witness, other than those testifying at the 
hearing, provide additional testimony or be subject to cross-examination.  The Commission determined the 
case was finally submitted for decision on September 17, 2007 and that it requires no additional testimony to 
decide the issues in controversy.  Consequently, the Commission shall finally excuse all witnesses to this 
matter as part of this Report and Order. 
16 Commission Rules 4 CSR 240-2-1.30(14) and (17).      
17 Transcript pp. 352, 422, 424-426.  Order Extending Deadline for Filing Suggestions Regarding the Non-
Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, Setting Briefing Schedule, Ordering Proposed Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law, Directing the Filing of Late-Filed Exhibits and Responses, and Addressing other 
Procedural Matters, issued August 15, 2007.  Order Clarifying Post-Hearing Procedural Schedule, issued 
August 20, 2007 
18 Joplin submitted an amendment to their late-filed exhibit, Joplin-2, on August 24.  Joplin had amended their 
original filing by attaching four pages of a confidential settlement agreement that had been circulated among 
the non-MAWC parties prior to hearing.  Objections to the amended exhibit were lodged by OPC and AGP.  
Those objections were sustained and the amended exhibit was stricken from the record.  See Commission’s 
“Order Extending Time for Responses to Late-Filed Exhibits and Striking Amendment to Late-Filed Exhibit,” 
effective date of August 27, 2007.  See also Commission’s Order Admitting Post-hearing Exhibits into 
Evidence and Acknowledging Parties’ Waivers of Providing Rebuttal Testimony to the City of Joplin’s 
Supplemental Direct Testimony at Hearing, issued August 29. 
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issues for which a hearing was requested.19   

Joplin’s Post-Hearing Filings 

On August 17, Joplin filed its revised list of disputed issues and its revised positions 

on those issues.  Joplin identified its new positions as follows:20 

 (1)  The Proper Basis for Allocation of MAWC’s Corporate 
Administrative and General Expenses – Worker’s Compensation, 
injuries and damages, Other Post-Employment Benefits (“OPEB”) and 
pensions should be allocated based upon payroll, which is how they 
are allocated pursuant to the Global Agreement.   Joplin no longer 
disputes this issue. 

 
(2) The Proper Basis for Allocation of MAWC’s Corporate 
Administrative and General Expenses – all other administrative and 
general expenses should be allocated based upon total number of 
customers as opposed to payroll, which is how they are allocated 
pursuant to the Global Agreement.  
  
(3) The Proper Basis for Allocation of MAWC’s Corporate 
Customer Accounts Expenses – those allocated from corporate 
accounts to the districts should be allocated based upon the total 
number of customers as opposed to payroll, which is how they are 
allocated pursuant to the Global Agreement.   

 
(4) The Proper Allocation of Corporate Depreciation – should be 
allocated to the districts based upon length of main as opposed to 
payroll, which is how they are allocated pursuant to the Global 
Agreement.  

 

                                            
19 As a matter of due process, the Commission allowed all of the parties the full and fair opportunity for a 
hearing on the issues they identified as being contested before the Commission.  All of the parties to this 
action were given multiple opportunities to identify any disputed issues, the witnesses it desired to present 
with regard to those issues and the witnesses it desired to cross-examine.  This case does not present any of 
the same issues as were identified in State ex rel. James M. Fischer v. Public Service Commission of 
Missouri, 645 S.W.2d 39 (Mo. App. 1982).  In Fischer, the Commission allowed OPC the opportunity to 
present a proposal for a gas company's rate design and to cross-examine opposing witnesses; however, it 
had previously decided that the only issue it would consider was whether to approve a stipulation and 
agreement submitted by all parties except OPC, thus negating the meaningfulness of the hearing.  In this 
case, the Commission made no such prior decision, and did not prejudge any element or issue presented.  As 
the remainder of the Report and Order demonstrates, the Commission thoroughly complied with its statutorily 
mandated fact-finding requirements and based its decision on substantial and competent evidence on the 
record as a whole.  
20 Revised List of Disputed Issues, filed by Joplin on August 17, 2007. 
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(5) The Proper Allocation of Corporate and other General Taxes -- 
should be allocated based upon the total number of customers as 
opposed to payroll, which is how they are allocated pursuant to the 
Global Agreement.  

 
(6) The Proper Normalization/Annualization of Chemicals for 
Treating Water in the Joplin District – MAWC revised its calculations 
on this factor and this issue is no longer in dispute. (See FN 8). 

 
(7) The Proper Method of Payroll Tax Normalization/Annualization 
– corporate payroll was annualized from $289,000 in actual corporate 
payroll (in administrative and general expenses category) to add 
$700,000.21   

 
 Joplin stated in its August 17 pleading that, “at this time,” it did not oppose the 

resolution of any additional issues encompassed in the Global Agreement.22 

Post-Hearing Stipulation and Agreement between Jefferson City and MAWC 
 
 On August 23, the City of Jefferson (“Jefferson City”), MAWC, Staff, and OPC jointly 

filed a Stipulation and Agreement to resolve separate issues Jefferson City had with MAWC 

concerning fire suppression and certain infrastructure improvements; specifically, back-up 

power generation, water storage and small main replacement.23  No party objected and the 

stipulation became unanimous by operation of Commission rule on August 31.24  The 

Commission reviewed the agreement, found it to be reasonable and approved that 

stipulation and agreement by separate order dated September 6, 2007, bearing an effective 

date of September 16, 2007. 

                                            
21 In its August 17, 2007 pleading Joplin maintained that the increase was not supported by any fact and that 
as currently calculated the amount is overstated. On August 22, 2007, Joplin filed its Statement of Filing of 
Calculations by the City of Joplin.  In this filing, Joplin acknowledged that: “Additionally, there is no direct 
revenue impact upon the payroll tax annualization and payroll annualization discussed in Leslie Jones’ 
testimony on August 14, 2007.” 
22 Revised List of Disputed Issues, filed by Joplin on August 17, 2007. 
23 The signatory parties to this stipulation and agreement stated: “As a result of this Stipulation, no changes 
shall need to be made to the Nonunanimous Stipulation and Agreement filed previously in this case on 
August 9, 2007. 
24 Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.115(2)(C).   
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Case Submission 

 The parties filed late-exhibits, briefs, reply briefs and proposed findings of fact and 

conclusions of law according to the post-hearing procedural schedule.  The last briefs were 

filed on September 17 and the case was deemed submitted for the Commission’s decision 

on that date.25   

Discussion of Issues Requiring Decision by Commission 

 On August 1, as required by the procedural schedule, the parties jointly filed a list of 

issues to be determined by the Commission.  Each party was allowed the opportunity to file 

a statement of its position with respect to each issue.  On August 2, AG Processing, Inc. 

filed an amendment to the issues list, and on August 23, the Commission formally adopted 

the unopposed issues list, as amended.26  

 On August 29, all of the parties, with the exception of Local 335, filed a motion with 

the Commission to modify the issues list.  The parties moving to modify had condensed 

Joplin’s revised list of issues into two issues.  Specifically, the moving parties including 

Joplin affirmatively asserted and conceded that the only two issues requiring a decision by 

the Commission were: 

1. The proper basis for allocating MAWC’s corporate expenses to the 
various districts, to include administrative and general expenses, customer 
accounts, depreciation, and other general taxes; and, 
  

                                            
25 “The record of a case shall stand submitted for consideration by the commission after the recording of all 
evidence or, if applicable, after the filing of briefs or the presentation of oral argument.”  Commission Rule 4 
CSR 240-2.150(1).  Two Post-Submission motions were filed in this matter.  MAWC moved the Commission 
to strike Local 335’s Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law on September 19, 2007, and Joplin 
moved the Commission to compel its Staff to provide additional information in response to the Commission’s 
September 10, 2007 order directing certain filings.  The Commission shall rule on these motions in later 
portions of this Report and Order. 
26 The original issues list, as formulated by the parties and adopted by the Commission, identified thirty-eight 
contested issues for Commission determination. 
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2. Payroll tax payment as annualized for the Joplin District and certain 
depreciation issues. 27 
 

The moving parties further affirmatively stated: “None of the other issues addressed by the 

Global Agreement [filed on August 9, 2007] have been objected to or are in dispute.”28    

 On September 4, Local 335 advised the Commission that they had not joined in the 

request to amend the issues list and considered three issues it raised during the course of 

this proceeding to be live issues in addition to the modified issues list as delineated above.  

Those issues were:  

1.   whether MAWC has provided adequate training of its employees in 
dealing with asbestos-cement and lead-jointed pipe; 
  
2.  whether funds should be allocated to employee training or the removal 
of asbestos-cement and lead-jointed pipe; and  
 
3. whether MAWC has properly asserted privilege with regard to payroll 
information.29   

 
Local 335 reiterated that it did not oppose the outcome of the case as proposed in the 

Global Agreement, and that it recognized that the issues it raised my not be outcome 

determinative for this matter.30 

 Ultimately, the Commission adopted the revised list of issues submitted on August 

29, but also advised the parties that it would consider any record evidence on the issues 

identified by Local 335 when issuing its decision in this matter.31  The Commission will 

                                            
27 Amended List of Issues and Motion to Modify Order, filed August 29, 2007. 
28 Id. 
29 Advice to the Commission, filed September 4, 2007. 
30 Id. 
31 See Order Granting Motion to Modify Order and Amend Issues List, issued August 30, 2007, and Notice 
Regarding Issues List, issued September 5, 2007.  The Commission adopts the list of issues with the caveat 
that the parties’ framing of the issues may not accurately reflect the material issues under the applicable 
statutes and rules.  On September 17, 2007, Local 335 filed proposed findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law pursuant to the Commission’s post-hearing procedural schedule.  On September 19, 2007, MAWC 
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therefore review the competent and substantial evidence on the record as a whole to 

render decisions on the only issues identified in this matter that require a Commission 

decision.   The Commission will also make all statutorily required findings and conclusions 

to fulfill its duty to set "just and reasonable" rates for MAWC’s water and sewer services.  

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

The Missouri Public Service Commission, having considered all of the competent 

and substantial evidence upon the whole record, makes the following findings of fact and 

conclusions of law.  The positions and arguments of all of the parties have been considered 

by the Commission in making this decision.  Failure to specifically address a piece of 

evidence, position or argument of any party does not indicate that the Commission has 

failed to consider relevant evidence, but indicates rather that the omitted material was not 

dispositive of this decision.  When making findings of fact based upon witness testimony, 

the Commission will assign the appropriate weight to the testimony of each witness based 

upon their qualifications, expertise and credibility with regard to the attested to subject 

matter. 

In making its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Commission is mindful 

that it is required, after a hearing, to "make a report in writing in respect thereto, which shall 

state the conclusion of the commission, together with its decision, order or requirement in 

the premises."32  Because Section 386.420 does not explain what constitutes adequate 

findings of fact, Missouri courts have turned to Section 536.090, which applies to "every 

                                                                                                                                             
moved to strike Local 335’s filing asserting that there was no record evidence for the Commission to consider 
in regard to Local 335’s allegedly “live issue,” and that, consequently, the Commission should strike Local 335 
proposed findings and conclusions.  The Commission shall consider this motion in a later part of this Order. 
32 Section 386.420.2, RSMo 2000.  All further statutory references, unless otherwise specified, are to the 
Revised Statutes of Missouri (RSMo), revision of 2000.     
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decision and order in a contested case," to fill in the gaps of Section 386.420.33  

Section 536.090 provides, in pertinent part: 

Every decision and order in a contested case shall be in writing, and 
. . . the decision . . . shall include or be accompanied by findings of 
fact and conclusions of law.  The findings of fact shall be stated 
separately from the conclusions of law and shall include a concise 
statement of the findings on which the agency bases its order. 

Missouri courts have not adopted a bright-line standard for determining the 

adequacy of findings of fact.34  Nonetheless, the following formulation is often cited: 

The most reasonable and practical standard is to require that the 
findings of fact be sufficiently definite and certain or specific under the 
circumstances of the particular case to enable the court to review the 
decision intelligently and ascertain if the facts afford a reasonable 
basis for the order without resorting to the evidence.35 
 

Findings of fact are inadequate when they "leave the reviewing court to speculate as 

to what part of the evidence the [Commission] believed and found to be true and what part 

it rejected."36  Findings of fact are also inadequate that "provide no insight into how control- 

ling issues were resolved" or that are "completely conclusory."37  

With these points in mind, the Commission renders the following Findings of Fact 

and Conclusions of Law.  Findings of Fact are sequentially numbered.  Conclusions of Law 

appear in designated sections.  

  

                                            
33 St. ex rel. Laclede Gas Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n of Mo., 103 S.W.3d 813, 816 (Mo. App. 2003); St. ex rel. 
Noranda Aluminum, Inc. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 24 S.W.3d 243, 245 (Mo. App. 2000).  
34 Glasnapp v. State Banking Bd., 545 S.W.2d 382, 387 (Mo. App. 1976). 
35 Id. (quoting 2 Am.Jur.2d Administrative Law § 455, at 268).   
36 St. ex rel. Int'l. Telecharge, Inc. v. Mo. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 806 S.W.2d 680, 684 (Mo. App. 1991) (quoting 
St. ex rel. Am. Tel. & Tel. Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 701 S.W.2d 745, 754 (Mo. App. 1985)). 
37 St. ex rel. Monsanto Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 716 S.W.2d 791, 795 (Mo. banc 1986) (relying on St. ex 
rel. Rice v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 359 Mo. 109, 220 S.W.2d 61 (1949)).   
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Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Common to all Issues 

Findings of Fact Regarding the Parties 

1. Missouri American Water Company (“MAWC”) is a Missouri corporation with 

its principal office and place of business at 727 Craig Road, St. Louis, Missouri 63141.38   

2. MAWC currently provides water service to the public in and around the cities 

of Brunswick, Jefferson City, Joplin, Mexico, Parkville, Riverside, St. Joseph, Warrensburg, 

and parts of Lincoln, Platte, St. Charles, St. Louis, and Warren Counties, Missouri.39  

3. MAWC currently provides sewer service to the public in and around the cities 

of Cedar Hill and Parkville and Warren County, Missouri.40 

4. MAWC provides water service to approximately 459,000 customers and 

sewer service to approximately 1,000 customers.41 

5. Intervenor Utility Workers Union of America Local 335, AFL-CIO Local 335 

(“Local 335”) is a labor organization representing approximately 300 employees of MAWC 

in two bargaining units, one of which establishes the terms and conditions of employment 

for the clerical employees, and the other of which establishes the terms and conditions of 

                                            
38 See Dione C. Joyner v. Missouri-American Water Company, Case No. WC-2006-0345, 2006 WL 3610803 
(Mo. P.S.C.) 
39 See MAWC’s Tariffs: P.S.C. MO. No. 1 (St. Joseph), Tariff Tracking Number JW-2003-0034; P.S.C. MO. 
No. 2 (Joplin and Vicinity), Tariff Tracking Number JW-2003-1675; P.S.C. MO No. 2 (Missouri Cities: 
Brunswick, Mexico, Warrensburg and Adjacent Areas and Certificated Areas in St. Cahrles and Platte 
Counties), Tariff Tracking Number JW-2003-1675; P.S.C. MO. No. 3 (Jefferson City), Tariff Tracking Number 
JW-2003-0024; P.S.C. MO No. 6 (St. Louis and Jefferson County), Tariff Tracking Numbers JW-2002-0137 
and YW-2005-0662, Case Number WO-2005-0286; P.S.C. MO No. 7 (Incline Village Subdivision and 
Adjacent Certificated Service Areas, Warren County), Tariff Tracking Number YW-2005-0180, Case Number 
WM-2004-0122.  See also Dione C. Joyner v. Missouri-American Water Company, Case No. WC-2006-0345, 
2006 WL 3610803 (Mo. P.S.C.). 
40 See MAWC’s Tariffs: P.S.C. MO No. 8 (Cedar Hill), Tariff Tracking Number YS-2005-0267, Case Number 
SM-2004-0275; P.S.C. MO No. 2 (Parkville, Platte County), Tariff Tracking Number JS-2003-0033; P.S.C. MO 
No. 7 (Incline Village Subdivision and Adjacent Certificated Service Areas, Warren County), Tariff Tracking 
Number YS-2005-0188, Case Number WM-2004-0122. 
41 See MAWC’s Petition to Change its Infrastructure Systems Replacement Surcharge, Case No. WO-2007-
0043, p. 2, paragraph 2. 
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employment for the "physical" employees.42  Local 335 is an unincorporated association; 

however, because labor unions are not required to register their names as fictitious names 

with the Missouri Secretary of State, Local 335 does not have evidence of any such 

registration.  Further, Local 335 does not have an office or place of business in any 

traditional sense; however, persons wishing to contact Local 335 may contact the union 

through its president Clara Faatz at MAWC’s offices.43  

6. Intervenor City of Joplin, Missouri (“Joplin”), is a municipality located in Jasper 

County, Missouri, and receives its water service from MAWC.  The City of Joplin also 

represents the interests of its citizens, who likewise receive their water service from 

MAWC.44 

7. Intervenor AG Processing, Inc. (“AGP”) is an agricultural cooperative and is a 

large manufacturer and processor of soybean meal, soy-related food products, and other 

grain products throughout the central and upper Midwest, including the State of Missouri. 

AGP is the largest cooperative soybean processing company in the world, the third-largest 

supplier of refined vegetable oil in the United States and the third-largest commercial feed 

manufacturer in North America.45  AGP operates a major processing facility in St. Joseph, 

Missouri where it is a major industrial water supply customer of MAWC in the St. Joseph 

                                            
42 Verified Application of UWUA Local 335 to Intervene, p. 1, paragraph 2, filed January 4, 2007.  The 
"physical" bargaining unit includes all MAWC's production, construction, maintenance, operation and 
distribution employees. Id. at paragraph 2.  Note: Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.080(7) and Supreme Court 
Rule 55.03(b) provide that when a party presents a claim, defense, request, demand, objection, contention, or 
argument  in a pleading or other paper filed or submitted to the adjudicatory body, signed by the party or their 
attorney, that they are certifying to the best of the signer’s knowledge, information, and belief that any 
allegations or factual contentions have evidentiary support.  
43 Id., p. 1-2, paragraph 3. 
44 Application to Intervene of City of Joplin, Missouri, p. 1, paragraph 1, filed January 10, 2007. 
45  Application to Intervene of AG Processing, Inc., A Cooperative, p. 1, paragraphs 1, filed January 10, 2007. 
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District.46 

8. Intervenor Missouri Energy Group (“MEG”) is an ad hoc group of not-for-profit 

hospital systems located within the state of Missouri that have purchased substantial 

amounts of water from MAWC and who have actively participated in previous cases 

involving MAWC and its predecessor, St. Louis County Water Company.47  

9. Interveners Public Water Supply District Numbers 1 and 2 of Andrew County 

and Public Water Supply District Number 1 of DeKalb County (collectively “Water Districts”) 

are political subdivisions of the State of Missouri who are customers of MAWC, purchasing 

water from MAWC for distribution and resale to their own customers.48 

10. Intervenor City of Warrensburg, Missouri (“Warrensburg”) is a third class 

municipality situated in Johnson County, Missouri.  Its City Hall is located at 102 S. Holden, 

Warrensburg, Missouri 64093.  The City receives water service from MAWC.49 

11. Intervenor City of St. Joseph, Missouri (“St. Joseph”) is a municipality of the 

State of Missouri located in Buchanan County with its principal place of business address 

located at City Hall, 1100 Frederick Avenue, St. Joseph, Missouri 64501.   St. Joseph is a 

large consumer of water supplied by MAWC, and it represents the residents and 

commercial interests of the City of St. Joseph.50  

12. Intervenor Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers (“MIEC”) is a group of large 

customers of Missouri-American Water Company.  MIEC includes the Boeing Company, 

                                            
46 Id. at paragraphs 2. 
47 Application to Intervene of the Missouri Energy Group, p. 1, paragraph 1, filed January 12, 2007. 
48 Application to Intervene, page 2, paragraphs 2-3, filed January 16, 2007. 
49 Application to Intervene for City of Warrensburg, p. 1, paragraph 1, filed January 12, 2007. 
50 Application to Intervene, p. 1, paragraphs 1 and 4, filed January 16, 2007.  
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DaimlerChrysler, GKN, Hussmann Refrigeration, Monsanto Company and Pfizer.51 

13. Intervenor Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District ("MSD") is a political 

subdivision of the State of Missouri and municipal corporation situated in the City of St. 

Louis, which provides an integrated sewer system for single and multi-family residences 

and commercial and industrial customers throughout the City of St. Louis and most of St. 

Louis County.  MSD’s address is 2350 Market Street, St. Louis, MO 63103.52 

14. Intervenor City of Jefferson, Missouri (“Jefferson City”) is a municipality of the 

State of Missouri and a customer of MAWC.53 

15. Intervenor City of Parkville, Missouri (“Parkville”) is a municipality located in 

Platte County and the City and its residents and businesses receive water from MAWC 

through its Parkville District.54 

16. Intervenor Home Builders Association of Greater St. Louis, and Eastern 

Missouri, Inc. (“HBA”), from consolidated case ST-2007-0443, is a not-for profit Missouri 

Corporation with over 1,300 members comprised of builders, developers, and others 

associated with the development and shelter industry in the St. Louis metropolitan area, 

                                            
51 Application to Intervene of the Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers, p. 1, paragraph 1 filed January 16, 
2007. 
52 Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District’s Application to Intervene, p. 1, paragraph 1, filed January 16, 2007. 
53 Application to Intervene, p. 1-2, paragraphs 1 and 4, filed January 16, 2007. 
54 Application to Intervene of City of Parkville, p. 1, paragraph 1, filed February 8, 2007. On August 14, 2007, 
when Parkville entered its appearance on the second day of the evidentiary hearing, its attorney stated that it 
would also like to enter an appearance for other entities that had joined it.  Parkville proceeded to enter an 
appearance, without objection, for the City of Lake Waukomia, Public Water Supply District No. 6 of Platte 
County, Park University and the National Golf Club. Transcript p. 99, lines 23-25, p. 100, lines 1-5.  Jeremiah 
Finnegan, Attorney at Law, of the law firm Finnegan, Conrad & Peterson, 3100 Broadway, Suite 1209, 
Kansas City, Missouri 64111 entered the appearance for these entities.  The Commission notes that none of 
these entities formally sought intervention in this matter, nor were they granted intervention.  Mr. Finnegan is 
a signatory to the Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, filed in this case on August 9, 2007, in his 
representative capacity for the City of Parkville.  It is unclear if Mr. Finnegan intended to bind the additional 
entities he entered an appearance for, but none of those entities filed objections to the Agreement.  Also, 
being a non-unanimous agreement, no party is bound by it.  Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.115(2)(D). 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 192 of 355



 22

including St. Louis City, and the counties of St. Louis, St. Charles, Jefferson, Franklin, 

Warren, Lincoln and Washington.  HBA's members are directly impacted by the rates, 

charges, terms and conditions of sewer services provided by MAWC.55 

17. The Public Counsel is appointed by the Director of the Missouri Department of 

Economic Development and “may represent and protect the interests of the public in any 

proceeding before or appeal from the public service commission.”56 Public Counsel “shall 

have discretion to represent or refrain from representing the public in any proceeding.”57 

18. The General Counsel of the Missouri Public Service Commission 

“represent[s] and appear[s] for the commission in all actions and proceedings involving any 

question under this or any other law, or under or in reference to any act, order, decision or 

proceeding of the commission . . .”58 

Conclusions of Law as to Jurisdiction 

The record establishes that MAWC provides water and sewer service to a large 

customer base located throughout various cities and counties in the sate of Missouri.   The 

Commission concludes that MAWC is a “water corporation,” a “sewer corporation” and a 

“public utility” as those terms are defined in Sections 386.020(58), 386.020(48) and 

                                            
55 Objection and Request for Suspension of Tariff Filings, p. 1, paragraph 1, filed in Case No. ST-2007-0443 
on  May 25, 2007; Motion to Confirm Party Status or, In the Alternative, for Leave to Intervene, p. 1, 
paragraph 1, filed June 7, 2007. 
56 Sections 386.700 and 386.710(2), RSMo 2000; Commission Rules 4 CSR 240-2.010(16) and 4 CSR 240-
2.040(2). 
57 Section 386.710(3), RSMo 2000; Commission Rules 4 CSR 240-2.010(16) and 4 CSR 240-2.040(2). Public 
Counsel “shall consider in exercising his discretion the importance and the extent of the public interest 
involved and whether that interest would be adequately represented without the action of his office. If the 
public counsel determines that there are conflicting public interests involved in a particular matter, he may 
choose to represent one such interest based upon the considerations of this section, to represent no interest 
in that matter, or to represent one interest and certify to the director of the department of economic 
development that there is a significant public interest which he cannot represent without creating a conflict of 
interest and which will not be protected by any party to the proceeding.” Id. 
58 Section 386.071, RSMo 2000; Commission Rules 4 CSR 240-2.010(8) and 4 CSR 240-2.040(1).   
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386.020(42) respectively.59  Consequently, MAWC is subject to the jurisdiction, control and 

supervision of the Commission.60  The Commission has jurisdiction over MAWC's services, 

activities, and rates pursuant to Section 386.250 and Chapter 393. 

Conclusions of Law as to Burden of Proof 

Section 393.150.2 provides in part, “At any hearing involving a rate sought to be 

increased, the burden of proof to show that the increased rate or proposed increased rate 

is just and reasonable shall be upon the . . . water corporation . . . and the commission shall 

give to the hearing and decision of such questions preference over all other questions 

pending before it and decide the same as speedily as possible.”  Consequently, MAWC 

carries the burden of proof to show its requested rate increase is just and reasonable.   

Conclusions of Law Regarding the Presumption of Prudence 

While a utility has the burden of proof, there is initially a presumption that its 

expenditures are prudent.  The Commission has previously cited the following description 

of this process as found to apply to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission:   

The Federal Power Act imposes on the Company the “burden of proof 
to show that the increased rate or charge is just and reasonable.”  
Edison relies on Supreme Court precedent for the proposition that a 
utility’s cost are [sic] presumed to be prudently incurred.  However, the 
presumption does not survive “a showing of inefficiency or 
improvidence.”  As the Commission has explained, “utilities seeking a 
rate increase are not required to demonstrate in their cases-in-chief 
that all expenditures were prudent . . . However, where some other 
participant in the proceeding creates a serious doubt as to the 
prudence of an expenditure, then the applicant has the burden of 
dispelling these doubts and proving the questioned expenditure to 
have been prudent.”61   

                                            
59 All statutory references are to RSMo 2000 unless otherwise noted.  MAWC is also a “water corporation” as 
defined in 393.1000(7).  See Findings of Fact Numbers 1-4. 
60 Exhibit MAWC-1, Ahern Direct, p. 16; See also Dione C. Joyner v. Missouri-American Water Company, 
Case No. WC-2006-0345, 2006 WL 3610803 (Mo. P.S.C.). 
61 In the Matter of Union Electric Company, 27 Mo.P.S.C. (N.S.) 183, 193 (1985) (quoting Anaheim, Riverside, 
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The Commission has interpreted this process as follows: 

“In the context of a rate case, the parties challenging the conduct, decision, 
transaction, or expenditures of a utility have the initial burden of showing 
inefficiency or improvidence, thereby defeating the presumption of prudence 
accorded the utility.  The utility then has the burden of showing that the 
challenged items were indeed prudent.  Prudence is measured by the 
standard of reasonable care requiring due diligence, based on the 
circumstances that existed at the time the challenged item occurred, 
including what the utility’s management knew or should have known.  In 
making this analysis, the Commission is mindful that “[t]he company has a 
lawful right to manage its own affairs and conduct its business in any way it 
may choose, provided that in so doing it does not injuriously affect the 
public.”62   
 

Findings of Fact Regarding MAWC's Operations 

19. MAWC is a wholly-owned subsidiary of American Water, the largest 

water service provider in North America.  Headquartered in Voorhees, New Jersey, 

American Water serves 18 million people in 29 states and in Canada.63 

20.  Prior to the Commission approved merger in 2001, MAWC consisted of three 

separate entities: (1)  MAWC, which included Brunswick, Joplin, Mexico, Parkville Water 

and Sewer (Platte County), St. Charles, St. Joseph, and Warrensburg Districts; (2) 

St. Louis County Water Company; and (3) Jefferson City Water Works Company.64 

21. MAWC is currently the largest regulated water utility in the state of Missouri, 

providing water and wastewater services to approximately 1.3 million people in more than 

                                                                                                                                             
etc. v. Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 669 F.2d 779, (D.C. Cir. 1981)). 
62 State ex rel. City of St. Joseph v. Public Service Commission, 30 S.W.2d 8, 14 (Mo. banc 1930).” In the 
Matter of Missouri-American Water Company’s Tariff Sheets, Report and Order, Case No. WR-2000-281 
(August 31, 2000). 
63 Exh. MAWC-6, Grubb Direct, Appendix A, News Releases pp. 70-91; Hearing Exh. Staff-17, Murray Direct, 
p. 11. 
64 Exh. MAWC-13, Jenkins Direct, p. 5.  See also Case No. WM-2001-309. 
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100 communities across the state.65 

22. American Water, MAWC’s parent company, initiated a reorganization in late 

2003 that was completed at the end of 2004.  As a result, the Central Region of America 

Water was formed, which includes Missouri American, Illinois American, Iowa American, 

Indiana American, Ohio American and Michigan American.  The reorganization reduced 

direct costs at the operating level by eliminating management positions.66 

23. MAWC is not a rated entity and consequently has no credit rating.67 

24. American Water Capital Corporation (AWCC), a wholly-owned subsidiary of 

American Water serves as the primary funding vehicle for American Water and its 

subsidiaries, is rated by Standard & Poor's (S&P).  Although American Water does not 

directly provide MAWC debt financing (although it does provide them equity financing), it is 

also rated by S&P.68    

25. Currently, Standard & Poor's Corporation assigns a long-term corporate credit 

rating of A- with a negative CreditWatch for both AWCC and American Water.69    

26. On April 6, 2004, the Commission addressed MAWC’s base rates in Case No. 

                                            
65 Exh. MAWC-1, p. 16, lines 13-18; Exh. MAWC-6, Appendix A, pp. 82-83; Exh. Staff-17, p. 11. 
66 Exh. MAWC-6, p. 12, lines 12-24.  Edward J. Grubb is the Rates and Regulation Manager for the Central 
Region of American Water and the Assistant Treasurer for MAWC.  He holds a Bachelor of Science Degree in 
Business Administration from Drexel University and a Masters of business Administration from the University 
Of West Virginia College Of Graduate Studies.  He is certified as a Certified Management Accountant and is 
certified in Financial Management by the Institute of management Accountants. 
67 Exh. Staff-17, p. 11. 
68 S & P started providing a direct credit rating for American Water on October 13, 2006. However, it should 
be noted that AWCC's credit rating has always been based on the consolidated creditworthiness of American 
Water. AWCC has been rated by S&P since June 19, 2000. Therefore, if American Water had been rated 
directly in the past along with AWCC, their credit ratings would most likely have been the same since the debt 
issued by AWCC is rated based on American Water's consolidated creditworthiness.  Exh. Staff-17, p. 12. 
69 This rating currently reflects the stand-alone credit quality of American Water. In the past, American Water 
was rated one notch higher (A) because of its relationship with its parent company, RWE AG. Exh. Staff-17, 
p. 12. 
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WR-2003-0500.  The order issued in that case approved a decrease of $350,000 for 

MAWC’s Joplin District and all other District’s total revenues remained unchanged.70 

 27. MAWC has made the following total capital investment expenditures since its 

last rate case:71 

Location 2003 2004 2005 YTD thru June 
2006 

Brunswick 172, 485 91,072 178,454 176,454 

Cedar Hill - - 428, 144 482,890 

Jefferson City 797,217 982,040 1,201,483 229,367 

Joplin 7,207,214 4,576,821 3,387,106 2,169,669 

Mexico 523,599 528,444 620,598 496,281 

Platte County 2,164,090 1,462,385 1,669,756 1,059,546 

St. Charles 5,894,916 3,387,752 3,428,015 1,618,433 

St. Joseph 3,995,133 1,326,938 2,127,930 710,387 

St. Louis County 36,503,573 31,240,247 29,631,089 20,856,031 

Warrensburg 729,214 513,071 769,366 424,066 

Warren County 
Water 

- (2,975) 935,862 25,583 

Warren County 
Sewer 

- 68,153 486,357 447,521 

Corporate 23,714 3,129,726 2,385,849 1,257,435 

Total 58,011,155 47,303,673 47,250,010 29,953,663 

                                            
70 Exh. MAWC-13, p. 5.  See also In the Matter of Missouri-American Water Company’s Tariff to Revise Water 
and Sewer Rate Schedules, Case No. WR-2003-0500, Order Approving Stipulations and Agreements, 
effective April 16, 2004.  
71 Exh. MAWC-4, DeBoy Direct, p. 2 (table). 
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Findings of Fact Regarding MAWC's Proposed General Rate Increase 

28. As filed, MAWC's proposed tariffs sought a general rate increase to produce 

an additional water revenue $41,387,823 in gross annual water revenues, (excluding gross 

receipts and sales taxes), or a 24.8% increase over existing water revenues.72   

29. As filed, MAWC’s proposed tariffs sought a general rate increase to produce 

an additional $73,795 in gross annual sewer revenues (excluding gross receipts and sales 

taxes), or a 25.7% increase over existing revenues.73 

30. The Test Year chosen by the parties and approved for use by the 

Commission was for the year ending June 30, 2006, trued-up through May 31, 2007.74  

  31. According to Staff’s True-Up Accounting Schedules, MAWC's Income 

Statement for the Test Year ending June 30, 2006, updated though December 31, 2006 

was as follows:75  

MAWC – Updated Test Year Income & Expenses 
 

Description Test Year as Adjusted 

1.  Total Operating Revenues $167,696,636

2.  Total Operation and Maintenance Expense $92,512.665

3.  Depreciation Expense - Plant $21,064,278

                                            
72 Exh. MAWC-13, p. 3-4, 6 (this accounting schedule was not true-uped through May 31, 2007).  See 
proposed Tariffs, Appendix A to Hearing Exh., MAWC-6. 
73 Id. 
74 Recommendation Concerning Test year and Request for True-Up Audit and Hearing, filed by MAWC on 
December 22, 2006; Exh. MAWC-13, p. 3-4. 
75  Exh. Staff-29, True-Up Accounting Schedules – Accounting Schedule 9; Exh. Staff-1 Grissum Direct, pp. 6-
7.  While there is no explanation in Ms. Grissum’s testimony as to why these values are not “trued-up” through 
May 31, 2007, in the True-Up Direct of David Murray, he testifies that he was unable to true up his capital 
structure and rate of return proposals in a more complete and timely manner due to the timing of production of 
MAWC’s financial statements.  Exh. Staff-20, pp. 1-2.  The timing of production of these statements is 
assumed to have affected Staff’s remaining accounting schedule.  See also Exh. MAWC-16, Petry Direct, 
Schedule CAS-1. 
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Description Test Year as Adjusted 

4.  Amortization Expense $167,316

5.  Non-Income Taxes $13,609,006

6.  Total Other Operating Expense $34,840,600

7.  Total Operating Expenses $127,353,265

8.  Net Income Before Taxes $40,343,371

9.  Current Income Taxes $6,277,946

10.  Deferred Income Tax Expense $2,045,617

11.  ITC Amortization ($130,740)

12.  Total Income Taxes $8,192,823

13.  Net Operating Income $32,150,548
 

 32. According to Staff’s True-Up Accounting Schedules, MAWC's Rate Base for 

the Test Year ending June 30, 2006, updated though December 31, 2006 was as follows:76 

MAWC – Test Year Rate Base 
 

Description Total 

1.  Plant in Service $1,183,966,765

2.  LESS:  Accumulated Depreciation Reserve $305,628,234

3.  LESS:  Accumulated Amortization Reserve $0

4.  SUBTOTAL:  Net Plant in Service $878,338,531

5.  ADD:  Cash Working Capital $3,618,603

6.  ADD:  Materials & Supplies $3,373,350

7.  ADD:  Prepayments $687,420

8.  ADD:  Deferred OPEB Asset $936,348

9.  SUBTOTAL:  Total Additions to Net Plant in Service $8,615,721

                                            
76  Exh. Staff-29, True-Up Accounting Schedules– Accounting Schedule 2.  Exh. Staff-8, Began Direct, pp. 3-
4.  See also Exh. MAWC-16, Schedule CAS-1.  See also Footnote 75. 
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Description Total 

10.  DEDUCT:  Interest Offset 2,868,561

11.  DEDUCT:  Federal Income Tax Offset (481,769)

12.  DEDUCT:  State Income Tax Offset 29,544

13.  DEDUCT:  Contributions in Aid of Construction $140,200,267

14.  DEDUCT:  Customer Advances $60,478,163

15.  DEDUCT:  Customer Deposits 0

14.  DEDUCT:  Pre-71 ITC  $31,282

15.  DEDUCT:  Deferred Income Taxes $68,656,976

16.  DEDUCT:  Accrued Pension Liability $10,230,361

17.  SUBTOTAL:  Total Deductions from Net Plant in Service $282,013,385

18.  TOTAL:  Original Cost Rate Base $604,940,866
 
Conclusions of Law as to Rate Making Standards and Practices  

 The Commission is vested with the state's police power to set "just and reasonable" 

rates for public utility services,77 subject to judicial review of the question of 

reasonableness.78  A “just and reasonable” rate is one that is fair to both the utility and its 

customers;79  it is no more than is sufficient to “keep public utility plants in proper repair for 

effective public service, [and] . . . to insure to the investors a reasonable return upon funds 

invested.”80  In 1925, the Missouri Supreme Court stated:81  

                                            
77 Section 393.130, in pertinent part, requires a utility's charges to be "just and reasonable" and not in excess 
of charges allowed by law or by order of the commission.  Section 393.140 authorizes the Commission to 
determine "just and reasonable" rates.   
78 St. ex rel. City of Harrisonville v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n of Missouri, 291 Mo. 432, 236 S.W. 852 (1922); City of 
Fulton v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 275 Mo. 67, 204 S.W. 386 (1918), error dis’d, 251 U.S. 546, 40 S.Ct. 342, 
64 L.Ed. 408; City of St. Louis v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n of Missouri, 276 Mo. 509, 207 S.W. 799 (1919); 
Kansas City v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n of Missouri, 276 Mo. 539, 210 S.W. 381 (1919), error dis’d, 250 U.S. 652, 
40 S.Ct. 54, 63 L.Ed. 1190; Lightfoot v. City of Springfield, 361 Mo. 659, 236 S.W.2d 348 (1951). 
79 St. ex rel. Valley Sewage Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 515 S.W.2d 845 (Mo. App. 1974).   
80 St. ex rel. Washington University et al. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 308 Mo. 328, 344-45, 272 S.W. 971, 973 
(Mo. banc 1925). 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 200 of 355



 30

The enactment of the Public Service Act marked a new era in the 
history of public utilities.  Its purpose is to require the general public 
not only to pay rates which will keep public utility plants in proper 
repair for effective public service, but further to insure to the investors 
a reasonable return upon funds invested.  The police power of the 
state demands as much.  We can never have efficient service, unless 
there is a reasonable guaranty of fair returns for capital invested.  * * *  
These instrumentalities are a part of the very life blood of the state, 
and of its people, and a fair administration of the act is mandatory.  
When we say "fair," we mean fair to the public, and fair to the 
investors.   

 The Commission’s guiding purpose in setting rates is to protect the consumer 

against the natural monopoly of the public utility, generally the sole provider of a public 

necessity.82  “[T]he dominant thought and purpose of the policy is the protection of the 

public . . . [and] the protection given the utility is merely incidental.”83  However, the 

Commission must also afford the utility an opportunity to recover a reasonable return on the 

assets it has devoted to the public service.84  “There can be no argument but that the 

Company and its stockholders have a constitutional right to a fair and reasonable return 

upon their investment.”85   

 The Commission has exclusive jurisdiction to establish public utility rates,86 and the 

rates it sets have the force and effect of law.87  A public utility has no right to fix its own 

rates and cannot charge or collect rates that have not been approved by the Commission;88 

neither can a public utility change its rates without first seeking authority from the Commis-

                                                                                                                                             
81 Id. 
82 May Dep't Stores Co. v. Union Elec. Light & Power Co., 341 Mo. 299, 107 S.W.2d 41, 48 (1937).   
83 St. ex rel. Crown Coach Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 179 S.W.2d 123, 126 (1944).    
84 St. ex rel. Utility Consumers Council, Inc. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 585 S.W.2d 41, 49 (Mo. banc 1979).   
85 St. ex rel. Missouri Public Service Co. v. Fraas, 627 S.W.2d 882, 886 (Mo. App. 1981). 
86 May Dep't Stores, supra, 107 S.W.2d at 57.   
87 Utility Consumers Council, supra, 585 S.W.2d at 49.   
88 Id. 
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sion.89  A public utility may submit rate schedules or “tariffs,” and thereby suggest to the 

Commission rates and classifications which it believes are just and reasonable, but the final 

decision is the Commission's.90  Thus, “[r]atemaking is a balancing process.”91   

 Ratemaking involves two successive processes:92  first, the determination of the 

“revenue requirement,” that is, the amount of revenue the utility must receive to pay the 

costs of producing the utility service while yielding a reasonable rate of return to the 

investors.93  The second process is rate design, that is, the construction of tariffs that will 

collect the necessary revenue requirement from the ratepayers.  Revenue requirement is 

usually established based upon a historical test year which focuses on four factors:  (1) the 

rate of return the utility has an opportunity to earn; (2) the rate base upon which a return 

may be earned; (3) the depreciation costs of plant and equipment; and (4) allowable 

operating expenses.94  The calculation of revenue requirement from these four factors is 

expressed in the following formula:   

RR = C + (V – D) R 
 

where: RR = Revenue Requirement; 
   C =  Prudent Operating Costs, including Depreciation 

Expense and Taxes; 
  V =  Gross Value of Utility Plant in Service; 

                                            
89 Deaconess Manor Ass'n v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 994 S.W.2d 602, 610 (Mo. App. 1999).   
90 May Dep't Stores, supra, 107 S.W.2d at 50. 
91 St. ex rel. Union Elec. Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 765 S.W.2d 618, 622 (Mo. App. 1988).   
92 It is worth noting here that Missouri recognizes two distinct ratemaking methods:  the "file-and-suspend" 
method and the complaint method.  The former is initiated when a utility files a tariff implementing a general 
rate increase and the second by the filing of a complaint alleging that the subject utility's rates are not just and 
reasonable.  See Utility Consumers Council, supra, 585 S.W.2d at 48-49;  St. ex rel. Jackson County v. Pub. 
Serv. Comm'n, 532 S.W.2d 20, 28-29 (Mo. banc 1975), cert. denied, 429 U.S. 822, 50 L.Ed.2d 84, 
97 S.Ct. 73 (1976).     
93 St. ex rel. Capital City Water Co. v. Missouri Pub. Serv. Comm'n, 850 S.W.2d 903, 916 n. 1 (Mo. App. 
1993).   
94 Id., citing Colton, "Excess Capacity:  Who Gets the Charge From the Power Plant?," 34 Hastings L.J. 1133, 
1134 & 1149-50 (1983).   
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  D = Accumulated Depreciation;  and 
  R = Overall Rate of Return or Weighted Cost of Capital. 

 The return on the rate base is calculated by applying a rate of return, that is, the 

weighted cost of capital, to the original cost of the assets dedicated to public service less 

accumulated depreciation.95  The Public Service Commission Act vests the Commission 

with the necessary authority to perform these functions.  Section 393.140(4) authorizes the 

Commission to prescribe uniform methods of accounting for utilities and Section 393.140(8) 

authorizes the Commission to examine a utility's books and records and, after hearing, to 

determine the accounting treatment of any particular transaction.  In this way, the Commis-

sion can determine the utility's prudent operating costs.  Section 393.230 authorizes the 

Commission to value the property of water and sewer corporations operating in Missouri, 

that is, to determine the rate base.  Section 393.240 authorizes the Commission to set 

depreciation rates and to adjust a utility's depreciation reserve from time-to-time as may be 

necessary.   

 The equation set out above shows that the Revenue Requirement is the sum of two 

components:  first, the utility's prudent operating expenses, and second, an amount 

calculated by multiplying the value of the utility’s depreciated assets by a Rate of Return.  

For any utility, its fair rate of return is simply its composite cost of capital.96  The composite 

cost of capital is the sum of the weighted cost of each component of the utility's capital 

structure.  The weighted cost of each capital component is calculated by multiplying its cost 

                                            
95 See St. ex rel. Union Elec. Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n, supra.   
96 Exh. Staff-17, p. 14, lines 19-26. “From a financial viewpoint, a company employs different forms of capital 
to support or fund the assets of the Company. Each different form of capital has a cost and these costs are 
weighted proportionately to fund each dollar invested in the assets. Assuming that the various forms of capital 
are within a reasonable balance and are valued correctly, the resulting total WACC, when applied to rate 
base, will provide the funds necessary to service the various forms of capital. Thus, the total WACC 
corresponds to a fair of return for the utility company. Id. 
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by a percentage expressing its proportion in the capital structure.  Where possible, the cost 

used is the "embedded" or historical cost;  however, in the case of Common Equity, the 

cost used is its estimated cost.   

Estimating the cost of common equity capital is a difficult task, as academic 

commentators have recognized.97  The United States Supreme Court, in two frequently-

cited decisions, has established the constitutional parameters that must guide the 

Commission in its task.98  In the earlier of these cases, Bluefield Water Works, the Court 

stated that: 

Rates which are not sufficient to yield a reasonable return on the 
value of the property used at the time it is being used to render the 
services are unjust, unreasonable and confiscatory, and their 
enforcement deprives the public utility company of its property in 
violation of the Fourteenth Amendment.99 

In the same case, the Court provided the following guidance as to the return due to equity 

owners: 

A public utility is entitled to such rates as will permit it to earn a return 
on the value of the property which it employs for the convenience of 
the public equal to that generally being made at the same time and in 
the same general part of the country on investments in other business 
undertakings which are attended by corresponding risks and 
uncertainties;  but it has no constitutional right to profits such as are 
realized or anticipated in highly profitable enterprises or speculative 
ventures.  The return should be reasonably sufficient to assure 
confidence in the financial soundness of the utility and should be 
adequate, under efficient and economical management, to maintain 

                                            
97 Phillips, The Regulation of Public Utilities, supra, 394; Goodman, 1 The Process of Ratemaking, supra, 
606.   
98 Fed. Power Comm'n v. Hope Nat. Gas Co., 320 U.S. 591, 64 S.Ct. 281, 88 L.Ed. 333 (1943);  Bluefield 
Water Works & Improv. Co. v. Pub. Serv. Comm'n of West Virginia, 262 U.S. 679, 43 S.Ct. 675, 67 L.Ed. 
1176 (1923).   
99 Bluefield, supra, 262 U.S. at 690, 43 S.Ct. at 678, 67 L.Ed. at 1181. 
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and support its credit and enable it to raise the money necessary for 
the proper discharge of its public duties.100     

The Court restated these principles in Hope Natural Gas Company, the later of the two 

cases: 

‘[R]egulation does not insure that the business shall produce net 
revenues.’  But such considerations aside, the investor interest has a 
legitimate concern with the financial integrity of the company whose 
rates are being regulated.  From the investor or company point of view 
it is important that there be enough revenue not only for operating 
expenses but also for the capital costs of the business.  These include 
service on the debt and dividends on the stock.  By that standard the 
return to the equity owner should be commensurate with returns on 
investments in other enterprises having corresponding risks.  That 
return, moreover, should be sufficient to assure confidence in the 
financial integrity of the enterprise, so as to maintain its credit and to 
attract capital.101 

Two principal methods have emerged for determining the cost of Common Equity: 

these are the "market-determined" approach and the "comparable earnings" approach.102  

The market-determined approach relies upon stock market transactions and estimates of 

investor expectations.103  Examples of market-determined methods are the discounted 

cash flow (“DCF”)104 and the capital asset pricing model (“CAPM”).105   The comparative 

earnings approach relies upon the concept of "opportunity cost," that is, the return the 

                                            
100 Id., 262 U.S. at 692-93, 43 S.Ct. at 679, 67 L.Ed. at 1182-1183. 
101 Hope Nat. Gas Co., supra, 320 U.S. at 603, 64 S.Ct. 288, 88 L.Ed. 345 (citations omitted). 
102 Phillips, supra, 394.   
103 Id.   
104 “The DCF model was introduced by Myron J. Gordon for cost-of-common-equity determinations in 1962. 
This model, as used in utility ratemaking, is referred to as the dividend growth, Gordon growth and/or dividend 
discount model, in most college finance textbooks. The use of this model for stock valuation purposes had 
been introduced before this time.”  Hearing Exh. Staff-17, p. 7, lines 7-11.   
105 Phillips, supra, 394.  “Much of the basis for this model was provided in 1964 by William F. Sharpe who 
received the Nobel Prize in 1990 for much of his work in producing this model.” Hearing Exh., p. 7, lines 13-
14.   
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investment would have earned in the next best alternative use.106  The comparative 

earnings approach requires a comparative study of earnings on common equity in 

enterprises of similar risk, regardless of whether the enterprises are regulated or 

unregulated.107   

An additional method that was used by MAWC witness, Pauline M. Ahern, which 

does not fall within the boundaries of either of the principal approaches referred to above, is 

the Risk Premium Method.  This method is "relatively straightforward" and requires that the 

analyst "(1) determine the historic spread between the return on debt and the return on 

common equity, and (2) add this risk premium to the current debt yield to derive an 

approximation of current equity return requirements."108  In the final analysis, it is not the 

method employed, but the result reached, that is important.109  The Constitution "does not 

bind ratemaking bodies to the service of any single formula or combination of formulas."110  

The annual form of the DCF method of calculating a fair return on common equity 

can be expressed algebraically by this equation: 

k = D1/PS + g 

where: k is the cost of equity; 
g is the constant annual growth rate of earnings, 

dividends and book value per share;   

                                            
106 Id., at 397.   
107 Id., at 397-98.   
108 Id., at 399.   
109 Within a wide range of discretion the Commission may select the methodology.  Missouri Gas Energy v. 
Public Service Comm'n, 978 S.W.2d 434 (Mo. App. 1998), rehearing and/or transfer denied;  State ex rel. 
Associated Natural Gas Co. v. Public Service Commission, 706 S.W.2d 870, 880, 882 (Mo. App. 1985);  State 
ex rel. Missouri Public Service Co. v. Fraas, 627 S.W.2d 882, 888 (Mo. App. 1981).  It may select a 
combination of methodologies.  State ex rel. City of Lake Lotawana v. Public Service Comm'n of State, 732 
S.W.2d 191, 194 (Mo. App. 1987).  
110 Fed. Power Comm'n v. Nat. Gas Pipeline Co., 315 U.S. 575, 586, 62 S.Ct. 736, 743, 86 L.Ed. 1037, 
1049-50 (1942).   
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D1 is the expected next period annual dividend;  and 
PS is the current price of the stock.111   

 
Assuming that dividends grow at a constant annual rate, g, this equation can be 

solved for k, the cost of equity.  The term D1/PS is called the dividend yield component of 

the annual DCF model, and the term g is called the growth component of the annual DCF 

model.112  The annual DCF model is only a correct expression for the present discounted 

value of future dividends if the dividends are paid annually.113   

The CAPM describes the relationship between a security’s investment risk and its 

market rate of return.114 This relationship identifies the rate of return that investors expect a 

security to earn so that its market return is comparable with the market returns earned by 

other securities that have similar risk.115  The general form of the CAPM is as follows: 

  k = Rf + β ( Rm - Rf ) 

where: k = the expected return on equity for a specific security;  
 Rf = the risk-free rate; 

 β  = beta;  and 
 Rm - Rf = the market risk premium. 116  
 

                                            
111 Exh. MAWC-1, pp. 25-38; Exh. Staff-17, Schedules D-1 and D-2; Exh MIEC-1, Gorman Direct, Appendix B 
pp. 9-10. 
112 Exh, Staff-17, Schedules D-1 and D-2. 
113 In the Matter of the Tariff filing of The Empire District Electric Company to Implement a General Rate 
Increase for Retail Electric Service Provided to Customers in its Missouri Service Area, Case No. ER-2006-
0315, 2006 WL 3848081 (Mo.P.S.C.), Slip Copy, p. 8 “The quarterly DCF model differs from the annual DCF 
model in that it expresses a company's price as the present discounted value of a quarterly stream of dividend 
payments.  The quarterly DCF equation shows that the cost of equity is: the sum of the future expected 
dividend yield and the growth rate, where the dividend in the dividend yield is the equivalent future value of 
the four quarterly dividends at the end of the year, and the growth rate is the expected growth in dividends or 
earnings per share.” Id. 
114 Exh. Staff-17, Schedule E-1. 
115 Id. 
116 Exh. Staff-17, Schedule E-1; Exh. MIEC-1, Appendix B p. 22. 
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The Comparative Earnings Approach (“CEM”) is derived from the corresponding 

risk" standard and is consistent with the Hope doctrine that the return to the equity investor 

should be commensurate with returns on investments in other firms having corresponding 

risks.117  CEM is based upon the concept of opportunity cost which maintains that the true 

cost of an investment is equal to the cost of the best available alternative use of the funds 

to be invested.118  The CEM is designed to measure the returns expected to be earned on 

the book common equity, in this case net worth, of similar risk enterprises.119  The difficulty 

in application of the CEM is to select a proxy group of companies which are similar in risk, 

but are not price regulated utilities.120 

The “Risk Premium Method” is based on the principle that investors expect to earn 

a return on an equity investment in MAWC that reflects a “premium” over and above the 

return they expect to earn on an investment in a portfolio of bonds.121 This equity risk 

premium compensates equity investors for the additional risk they bear in making equity 

                                            
117 Exh. MAWC-1, p. 57, lines 10-23, p. 58, lines 1-23. 
118 Id. 
119 Id.  
120 Id.  
121 See Report and Order issued December 21, 2006 In the Matter of the Tariff Filing of The Empire District 
Electric Company to Implement a General Rate Increase for Retail Electric Service Provided to Customers in 
its Missouri Service Area, Case No. ER-2006-0315, 2006 WL 3848081 (Mo.P.S.C.), Slip Copy, p. 8.  The 
formula for the ex ante risk premium calculation has been expressed as follows: 

RPPROXY  = DCFPROXY  - IA 

 
Where:   RPPROXY  = the required risk premium on an equity investment in   

  the proxy group of companies, 
  DCFPROXY = average DCF cost of equity on a portfolio of proxy    

  companies, and 
  IA = the yield to maturity on an investment in A-rated utility bonds. Id. 
 
In her Direct Testimony, Pauline Ahern characterized this method in the following way: “Risk Premium theory 
indicates that the cost of common equity capital is greater than the prospective company-specific cost rate for 
long-term debt capital. In other words, the cost of common equity equals the expected cost rate for long-term 
debt capital plus a risk premium to compensate common shareholders for the added risk of being unsecured 
and last-in-line for any claim on the corporation's assets and earnings.”  Exh. MAWC-1, p. 38, lines 15-20. 
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investments instead of bond investments.   

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Regarding Specific Issues 

Conclusions of Law Regarding the Proper Treatment of the Global Non-
Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement 

Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.115(1)(B) states that the Commission “may resolve 

all or any part of a contested case on the basis of a stipulation and agreement.”  A 

stipulation and agreement that is entered into by fewer than all parties to a case is deemed 

to be a nonunanimous stipulation and agreement.122  Each party is given seven days from 

the filing of a nonunanimous stipulation and agreement to file an objection to the 

nonunanimous stipulation and agreement, and failure to file a timely objection constitutes a 

full waiver of that party’s right to a hearing.123   

 “A nonunanimous stipulation and agreement to which a timely objection has been 

filed shall be considered to be merely a position of the signatory parties to the stipulated 

position, except that no party shall be bound by it.”124  In the instance of a non-unanimous 

stipulation and agreement that has been timely objected to, all issues shall remain for 

determination after hearing.”125  The Commission’s Rules further state that a “party may 

indicate that it does not oppose all or part of a nonunanimous stipulation and 

agreement.”126  

 In this case, Joplin was the only party to object to the Global Agreement filed by the 

majority of the parties.  Joplin clarified in its Revised List of Disputed Issues, its Amended 

                                            
122 Commission Rule 4 CSR-240-2.115(2)(A). 
123 Commission Rule  4 CSR 240-2.115(2)(B). 
124 Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.115(2)(D).   
125 Id. 
126 Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.115(2)(E).   

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 209 of 355



 39

List of Issues and in its Post-Hearing Brief that it objected to the Global Agreement only in 

part.127   

 Because of Joplin’s objection, and in accordance with its rules, the Commission will 

treat the Global Agreement as a “Joint Recommendation” of the signatories as to all of the 

issues resolved by the parties in the Global Agreement and those contested by Joplin.  

Because the Commission may, at its discretion, resolve all or any part of a contested case 

on the basis of a stipulation and agreement, it may also approve the parties’ resolution of 

any or all of the issues in this case based upon the Global Agreement filed in this matter.  It 

is irrelevant how the Commission characterizes the Global Agreement pursuant to its rules, 

because the rules allow the Commission to base its decision totally, or in part, upon the 

Global Agreement.  Thus, should the Commission find that the items and terms of the 

Global Agreement are just and reasonable, the Commission may approve the Joint 

Recommendation of the parties, as embodied in the Global Agreement, in whole or in part.   

Revenue Requirement and Rate Design 

 As an initial matter the Commission notes that all of the parties have either agreed 

to, or have not objected to, the annual revenue requirement identified in the Global Non-

Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement filed on August 9.  Consequently, no party 

contested, or requested a hearing on the determination of, any of the factors involved with 

the calculation of this revenue requirement, i.e. MAWC’s prudent operating costs, including 

depreciation expense and taxes; MAWC’s  gross value of utility plant in service; MAWC’s 

accumulated depreciation;  and MAWC’s overall rate of return or weighted cost of capital.  

                                            
127 See Joplin’s Post-Hearing Brief, filed September 7, 2007, p. 3, Fn 1 (“All other issues addressed in the 
Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, except the two remaining issues, are unobjected to by Joplin and 
thus unopposed.”). 
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The issues that Joplin disputes involve the allocation factors that are interrelated with how 

the total revenue requirement is distributed with District Specific rates.   

 Despite the fact that no party disputes the issues associated with the determination 

of MAWC’s over-all revenue requirement, the Commission has a statutory duty to 

determine what constitutes just and reasonable rates for MAWC’s customers and investors.  

Consequently, the Commission will address MAWC’s revenue requirement and class 

allocations first.  The Commission will next address Joplin’s contested issues relating to 

District Specific allocators to complete its decision on rate design as it relates to the districts 

that MAWC serves.  Finally, the Commission shall address Local 335’s issues, and any 

other items contained in the Global Agreement that have not been contested by any party. 

Findings of Fact Regarding Revenue Requirement 

 33. As noted in Findings of Fact Numbers 28 and 29 MAWC’s tariffs sought a 

general rate increase to produce an additional $41,387,823 in gross annual water 

revenues, and an additional $73,795 in gross annual sewer revenues.  

 34. Based upon the analysis performed by MAWC’s subject matter experts, 

MAWC requested an over-all rate of return on its rate base investment of 8.52%.128 

35. MAWC’s proposed capital structure is as follows:129  

Class of Capital Amount Percent to 
Total 

Cost Rate Weighted Cost 
of Capital 

                                            
128 Exh. MAWC-13, p. 4-8.   
129 Exh. MAWC-1, p. 3 and Schedule PMA-1; Exh. MAWC-13, pp. 8-11; and Schedule JMJ-1.  Staff’s witness 
David Murray argued that this was inappropriate because: “MAWC no longer issues all of its own debt. This 
change occurred when American Water created its financing subsidiary American Water Capital Corporation 
(AWCC). Although there are internal loan documents between MAWC and AWCC, AWCC is the entity that is 
actually issuing the debt on a consolidated basis for all of the subsidiaries of American Water. Additionally, 
AWCC is acting as the corporate treasury for American Water, in that it also aggregates all of the cash 
receipts and disbursement functions for its subsidiaries.”  Exhibit Staff-18, Murray Rebuttal, pp. 5-6. 
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Long-Term Debt $331,235,000 52.67% 6.04% 3.18% 

Preferred Stock $2,644,000 0.42% 9.16% 0.04% 

Common Equity $295,030,381 46.91% 11.30% 5.30% 

Total Capitalization $628,909,381 100.00%  8.52% 

 
 36. MAWC calculated its requested rate on return by adding the component costs 

of its capital structure, weighted by their respective proportions to total capitalization.130 

 37. MAWC recommended a common equity cost range of 11.025% to 11.575% 

based upon the use of four cost of common equity models; the Discounted Cash Flow 

approach (“DCF”), the Risk Premium Model (“RPM”), the Capital Assets Pricing Model 

(“CAPM”) and the Comparable Earnings Model (“CEM”).131 

 38. MAWC applied the results of the four cost of common equity models to proxy 

groups of six AUS Utility Reports water companies and four Value Line (Standard Edition.) 

water companies to conclude that a range of common equity cost rate should be 10.95% to 

11.50% prior to quantifying a business risk adjustment.132 

 39. MAWC made a business risk adjustment of 0.075% (7.5 basis points) to the 

range of indicated common equity cost rate of 10.95% to 11.50% to result in a 

recommended range of business risk adjust common equity cost rate of 11.025% to 

11.575% with a midpoint of 11.30%.133 

                                            
130 Exh. MAWC-13, p. 8, lines 1-10. 
131 Exh. MAWC-1. Pauline M Ahern provided this testimony and she is a Principal of AUS Consultants.  She 
holds a BA Degree in Economics and a Masters Degree in Business Administration.  She has prepared and 
offered subject matter expert testimony before twenty-two state regulatory commissions. Id. at p. 1. 
132 Exh. MAWC-1. 
133 Id. 
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 40. MIEC’s subject matter expert, Michael Gorman, offered a recommendation as 

to overall rate of return and return on common equity based upon the application of the 

DCF Model, RPM and CAPM.134 

 41. MIEC did not recommend any adjustments to MAWC’s proposed capital 

structure.135 

 42. MIEC’s summary of their analyses is presented in the following table:136 

 Return on Equity Summary Results 

Description Result 

Constant Growth DCF 9.9% 

Two-Stage DCF 8.5% 

DCF Average 9.2% 

Risk Premium 9.9% 

CAPM 10.3% 

 
 43. Based on the above results, MIEC’s recommended an estimated return 

of equity range for MAWC of 9.2% to 10.1%, with an average of 9.7%.137 

44. Based upon the return on equity of 9.7%, MIEC proposed a capital structure 

and rate of return as follows:138  

Class of Capital Amount Percent to 
Total 

Cost Rate Weighted Cost 
of Capital 

Long-Term Debt $331,235,000 52.67% 6.04% 3.18% 

                                            
134 Exh. MIEC-1, p. 2, lines 9-23.  Michael Gorman is an energy advisor and consultant and managing 
principal in the firm of Brubaker & Associates, Inc.  He holds a BS Degree in Electrical Engineering and a 
Masters in Business Administration.  He has provided subject matter expert testimony before regulatory 
commissions in 22 states and in Canada. Id. at p. 1 and Appendix A. 
135 Exh. MIEC-1, Appendix B, p. 5. 
136 Id., Appendix B, p. 25. 
137 Id. 
138 Exh. MIEC-1, Appendix B-1. 
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Preferred Stock $2,644,000 0.42% 9.16% 0.04% 

Common Equity $295,030,381 46.91% 9.70% 4.55% 

Total Capitalization $628,909,381 100.00%  7.77% 

 
45. Ultimately, MIEC’s expert recommended an average overall rate of 

return of 7.77% and a return on common equity of 9.7% for MAWC.139 

46. MIEC asserts their recommendation demonstrates a return on equity and 

overall rate of return for MAWC that provides adequate earnings and cash flow coverage to 

support an "A" bond rating from Standard & Poor's (S&P), which reflects American Water 

Capital Corp.'s current bond rating.140 

 47. Staff’s breakdown of capital structure was based upon the capital structure for 

American Water as of June 30, 2006 and is presented in the following table:141 

Capital Component Amount in Dollars Percentage of Capital 

Common Equity Stock $2,613,695,000 28.18% 

Preferred Stock $1,779,324,374 19.18% 

Long-Term Debt $4,300,271,634 46.36% 

Short-Term Debt $583,010,000 6.28% 

Total Capitalization $9,276,302,008 100.00% 

 

                                            
139 Exh. Staff-18, p. 5;  Exh. MIEC-1, Appendix B, p. 1-29. 
140 Exh. MIEC-1, p. 2. 
141 Exh. Staff-17, pp. 4-5 and Schedule 8.  David Murray serves the Commission as a Utility Regulatory 
Auditor IV.  He holds a BS Degree in Business Administration with an emphasis on Finance and Banking and 
a Masters in Business Administration.  He has provided testimony before the Commission in numerous cases.  
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 48. Staff based its proposed capital structure on MAWC’s parent company 

because MAWC does not have a stand-alone credit rating, has centralized most of its 

financing functions through its affiliate AWCC, can receive equity infusions thorough debt 

raised at American Water and the debt provided by AWCC is supported by American 

Water’s creditworthiness.142 

 49. Staff proposed weighted cost of capital through the date of May 31, 

2007 for MAWC as follows:143  

Weighted Cost of Capital Using 
Common Equity Return of: 

Capital 
Component 

Percentage of 
Capital 

Embedded 
Cost 

8.60%          9.10%          9.60% 
Common Equity 
Stock 

45.80% ----- 3.94% 4.17% 4.40% 

Preferred Stock 18.15% 5.90% 1.07% 1.07% 1.07% 

Long-Term Debt 36.05% 5.72% 2.06% 2.06% 2.06% 

Short-Term Debt 0.00% 5.39% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 

 100.00%  7.07% 7.30% 7.53% 

  
 50. Staff’s proposed Rate of Return for MAWC, once trued-up through May 31, 

2007 ranged as follows 7.07 (Equity Return of 8.60), 7.30% (Equity Return 9.10% and 

7.53% (Equity Return of 9.60%).144 

 51. Staff based its recommendation on the common equity cost upon the use of 

the DCF Model and CAPM.145 

                                            
142 Exh. Staff-18, p. 2. 
143 Exh. Staff-17, Schedule 20.  Staff’s initial proposed weighted cost of capital, i.e. rate of return, calculated 
through June 30, 2006, ranged from 6.27% (8.60% Return on equity) to 6.55% (9.60% Return on Equity). 
Exh. Staff-17, p. 3 and Schedule 20. 
144 Exh. Staff-20, Murray True-Up Direct, pp. 1-5, Schedules 1-4; Exh. Staff-29, True-Up Accounting 
Schedules, Accounting Schedule 1. 
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 52. The parties’ subject matter experts collectively established a range for 

MAWC’s rate of return of 7.07% to 8.52%. 

 53. The parties’ subject matter experts collectively established a range for 

MAWC’s return on equity of 8.60% to 11.30%. 

 54. Staff’s calculations resulted in a total gross annual revenue requirement for 

MAWC ranging from $184,931,715 to $189,448,297.146 

 55. Staff’s calculations resulted in a proposal to establish an additional increase in 

MAWC’s base rates ranging between $17,235,079 and $21,751,661.147 

 56. Utilizing Staff’s Adjusted Revenue at Current Rates, trued-up through May 31, 

2007, and adding MAWC’s requested revenue increase for both water and sewer service 

($41,387,823 and $73,785, respectively) establishes that MAWC sought to establish a total 

gross annual revenue requirement of approximately $209,159,254.148   

57. The signatory parties to the Global Agreement sought to establish a gross 

total annual revenue requirement of $195,617,595, requiring an increase in MAWC’s base 

rates by approximately $29,000,000.149 

 58. The signatory parties to the Global Agreement further limited the net increase 

in revenue to $28,700,000 after imputation of $300,000 of revenue to St. Joseph to reflect a 

rate block adjustment.150 

                                                                                                                                             
145 Exh. Staff-17, pp. 3-34 and accompanying Schedules.  See also Footnote 141, supra. 
146 Exh. Staff-29, True-Up Accounting Schedules, Accounting Schedule 1. 
147 Id. 
148 Exh. Staff-29, True-Up Accounting Schedules, Accounting Schedule 1; Finding of Fact Number 33. 
149 The Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement noted that the net increase would be $28,700,000, after 
imputation of $300,000 of revenue to the St. Joseph District.  The total revenue requirement of $195,617,595 
includes the reduction of $300,000 of the St. Joseph district’s imputation of revenues. 
150 See Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, filed August 9, 2007, p. 2, paragraph 3. 
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 59. The revenue amounts embodied in the Global Agreement are exclusive of 

any applicable license, occupation, franchise, gross receipts taxes or other similar taxes.151 

 60. The signatory parties to the Global Agreement further agreed that the current 

Infrastructure System Replacement Surcharge (“ISRS”) in the St. Louis District would be 

reset to zero and the property tax surcharge in the St. Joseph District would be terminated 

for service rendered on and after the effective date of rates in this case.152 

 61. The signatory parties to the Global Agreement did not specifically agree to a 

rate base, rate of return or return on equity, but rather recommended approval of a 

$28,700,000 increase in base rates based upon negotiation, compromise and assessment 

of the risks of litigation.153  

62. After adjusting for a chemical expense error that was discovered during the 

course of the hearing, the Global Agreement proposes a total increase in revenues of 

$28,463,584 (i.e., $28,700,000 less $236,416) for a total annual revenue requirement of 

$195,381,179 ($195,617,595 less $236,416).154 

 63.   In prior cases, the Commission has recognized a range of reasonableness for 

the return on equity as being 100 basis points, plus or minus, the national average.155 

                                            
151 Id. 
152 Id. 
153 See Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, filed August 9, 2007 and Staff’s Response to the 
Commission’s Order Directing Filing of September 10, 2007, filed on September 17, 2007. 
154 Transcript p. 151; Footnote Number 12, supra, and associated text. 
155 In re Union Elec. Co., 257 P.U.R.4th 259, 2007 WL 1597782, Mo.P.S.C., May 22, 2007, Case No. ER-
2007-0002; In re Aquila, Inc., 257 P.U.R.4th 424, 2007 WL 1663103, Mo.P.S.C., May 17, 2007, Case No. 
ER-2007-0004; In re Aquila, Inc., 2007 WL 2284480, Mo.P.S.C., May 17, 2007, Case No. ER-2007-0004; In 
re Kansas City Power & Light Co., 2007 WL 750149, Mo.P.S.C., Jan 18, 2007, Case No. ER-2006-0314; In 
re Empire Dist. Elec. Co., 2006 WL 3848081, Mo.P.S.C., Dec 21, 2006, Case No. ER-2006-0315; In re 
Kansas City Power & Light Co., 2006 WL 4041675, Mo.P.S.C., Dec 21, 2006, Case No. ER-2006-0314.  
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 64. In Surrebuttal Testimony of Staff’s witness David Murray, Mr. Murray 

references a national expert, Dr. Felicia C. Marston, Ph.D. who estimates the current cost 

of common equity for utilities nationally to be anywhere from 9.15% to 10.10 percent.156 

 65. Additionally, Mr. Murray provides testimony regarding the average authorized 

ROE for American Water’s subsidiaries from 2004 through 2006.  That average ROE was 

10.00%, whether the rate case was settled or fully litigated.157  

 66. Utilizing these averages, and the Commission’s prior analyses to determine a 

zone or reasonableness, the Commission determines that a reasonable ROE for MAWC 

should fall between the range of 8.15% and 11.10% with an average midpoint of 9.64%. 

 67. No party has objected to the annual revenue requirement as set forth in the 

Global Agreement.158 

 68. No party objected to any component of any calculations, negotiations or 

compromise resulting in the annual revenue requirement as set forth in the Agreement. 

 69. No party requested a hearing on any portion of the determination of the 

annual revenue requirement as set forth in the Agreement. 

 70. All parties waived cross-examination of any witness with regard to the 

determination of the annual revenue requirement as set forth in the Agreement. 

 71. Joplin, the only party objecting to the Global Agreement, has expressly stated 

that the only contested issues in this matter involve certain aspects of rate design. 

                                            
156 Exh. Staff-19, Murray Surrebuttal, p. 20.  Felicia C. Marston, Ph.D. is an Associate Professor of Commerce 
at the McIntire School of Commerce at the University of Virginia. 
157 Exh. Staff-19, p. 25, lines 1-5; Schedules 1- 3. 
158 See Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, filed August 9, 2007; Footnotes 8, 9, 10, 19, 20, 22, and 
23, supra, and accompanying text.  See also the Commission’s discussion on the issues pages 14-17 of this 
Report and Order. 
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Specifically, those issues concern the allocation factors used for certain expenses resulting 

in the District Specific revenue requirement for Joplin.159 

Conclusions of Law Regarding Revenue Requirement 

 MAWC has compromised on its requested revenue requirement by entering into the 

Global Agreement and recommending to the Commission that its authorized revenue 

requirement in this case be increased by $28,463,584.  This recommendation is joined by 

Staff, Public Counsel, AGP, MEG, Warrensburg, Water Districts, MIEC, MSD, Parkville, 

and the HBA.  No party has contested this revenue requirement or demonstrated any 

inefficiency or improvidence on the part of MAWC.160  Moreover, subject matter experts 

Edward J. Grubb, Donald J. Petry and Stephen Rackers attested to the reasonableness of 

the Global Agreement and all of its elements, including the revenue requirement.161     

 The Commission concludes that the total revenue requirement of $195,381,179, 

increasing MAWC’s base rates by $28,463,584, is a just and reasonable revenue 

requirement for MAWC that is fair to both the utility and its customers.  While the parties to 

the Global Agreement/Joint Recommendation have not articulated, or specifically agreed 

upon a rate base, rate of return or return on equity, it is clear that the annual revenue 

requirement agreed to by, or uncontested by, all of the parties could only be derived by use 

of a rate of return on a rate base that would fall squarely within the zone of reasonableness 

as determined by the Commission. 

                                            
159 Id. 
160 As noted earlier in this order, any parties challenging the conduct, decision, transaction, or expenditures of 
a utility have the initial burden of showing inefficiency or improvidence, thereby defeating the presumption of 
prudence accorded the utility.  The utility then has the burden of showing that the challenged items were 
indeed prudent. 
161 Transcript pp. 178-180 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb); pp. 230-231 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry); pp. 
319-320 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers). 
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 The Commission concludes that this revenue requirement is no more than is 

sufficient to keep MAWC’s utility plants in proper repair for effective public service, and 

insure to MAWC’s investors a reasonable return upon funds invested.  The Commission 

shall approve the Joint Recommendation as to MAWC’s annual revenue requirement, in all 

respects, as encompassed in the Global Agreement. 

Rate Design - Class Cost of Service Allocations 

Findings of Fact Regarding Class Cost of Service Allocations 

 72. Rate design for MAWC is composed of two separate components, District 

Specific Pricing and Class Cost of Service. 

 73. District Specific Pricing (“DSP”) sets different rates for each of MAWC’s 

service areas, based upon the discrete cost of service in each district, as opposed to Single 

Tariff Pricing (“STP”), a rate design theory under which all customers of a system with 

multiple service areas, whether interconnected or not, pay the same rate, regardless of 

differences in the actual cost of providing the service to the various customers.162   

 74. DSP was adopted as the rate design theory to be applied to MAWC in the 

company’s rate case before the Commission in 2000.163 

 75. Class Cost of Service involves allocating costs in proportion to each customer 

class’s use of the commodity, facilities and services involved.  Its purpose is to accurately 

                                            
162 In the Matter of Missouri-American Water Company’s Tariff Sheets Designed to Implement General Rate 
Increase for Water and Sewer Service Provided to Customers in the Missouri Service Area of the Company, , 
Case No. WR-2000-281, Report and Order, p. 58, Issued August 31, 2000, effective dated of September 14, 
2000. 
163 Id. at p. 58-61. 
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allocate costs on a causal basis.  Once costs are allocated to customer classes using this 

method, rates can be developed to recover the necessary revenue from each class.164 

 76. Customer classes commonly used in class cost of service studies for water 

and sewer utilities are: Residential, Commercial, Industrial, Other Public Authority, Other 

Water Utilities and Private Fire Protection.165 

 77. The subject matter experts providing testimony on Class Cost of Service in 

relation to rate design for MAWC in this case included: James Russo for the Staff of the 

Commission; Barbara A. Meisenheimer for OPC; Paul R. Herbert for MAWC; and Donald E. 

Johnstone for AGP.166  

 78. Mr. Russo, Mr. Herbert and Ms. Meisenheimer all utilized the “Base-Extra 

Capacity Method” whereby various cost components are allocated based upon data 

pertaining to operating costs, operating revenues, system capacity, customer usage and 

customer numbers.  The results of these allocations demonstrate the relative cost level that 

should be recovered from each customer class, and rates are then designed to recover the 

costs allocated to each class.167 

                                            
164 Id. at 61. 
165 Exhs.: Staff-25, M. Russo Direct, p. 3; OPC-1, Meisenheimer Direct, p. 6; MAWC-11, Herbert Rebuttal, p. 
15-16; AGP-1, Johnstone Direct, pp. 3-7.  See also the schedules accompanying the identified testimony for 
the exact calculations advocated by the parties. 
166 Mr. Russo serves the Commission as a Rate and Tariff Examination Supervisor.  He holds a BS Degree in 
Accounting.  He has provided subject matter expert testimony in multiple cases before the Commission. Exh. 
Staff-25 p. 1-2, and Schedule 1.  Ms. Meisenheimer is the Chief Utility Economist for OPC.  She holds a BS 
Degree in Mathematics and has completed comprehensive exams for a Ph.D. in Economics. She has 
provided subject matter expert testimony in multiple cases before the Commission.  Exh. OPC-1, p.1. Mr. 
Herbert is the President of Valuation and the Rate Division of Gannett Fleming, Inc.  He holds a BS Degree in 
Finance.  He has provided subject matter expert testimony before eleven state regulatory commissions.  Exh. 
MAWC-12, pp. 1-2.   Mr. Johnstone is the President of Competitive Energy Dynamics. He holds a BS Degree 
in electrical Engineering and a Masters in Business Administration.  He has provided subject matter expert 
testimony before thirteen state regulatory commissions.  Exh. AGP-1, Schedule 1.   
167 Exh. Staff-25, p. 3- 4; OPC-1 p. 4-5; Exh. MAWC-11, pp. 4-8.  See also the schedules accompanying the 
identified testimony for the exact calculations advocated by the parties. 
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 79. In the base-extra capacity method, costs are generally separated into four 

primary classes of cost: costs related to the number of customers regardless of 

consumption (customer costs), cost related to the total quantity of water used (base costs), 

costs related to the various peak water usage such as peak day usage (extra capacity 

costs), and costs that are related to fire-protection water usage (fire protection costs).168 

 80. Edward J. Grubb, another of MAWC’s subject matter experts, testified that, 

based upon a review of the rate design data found in the American Water Works 

Association Manual of Water Supply Practices, he believed that MAWC’s current customer 

classifications were appropriate based upon the company’s current cost structures and 

rates.169 

 81.  Mr. Herbert for MAWC noted that Staff and OPC did not refine their class 

cost of service studies to reflect the use of small mains in several districts, differences in 

system-wide peak hour ratios, and the benefits resulting from retained contract 

customers.170 

 82. Staff’s Witness, Mr. Russo, testified that he believed that revenues should be 

collected differently on a going forward basis.  In particular he noted what he termed 

significant shifts with the revenue requirements for the class of Private Fire Protection.171 

 83. Mr. Russo further testified that Staff’s rate design for MAWC’s sewer 

operations was based upon the Water and Sewer Departments small company rate design 

methodology.172 

                                            
168 Id. 
169 Exh. MAWC-6, p. 17. 
170 Exh. MAWC-11, pp. 12-15.  See also the schedules accompanying the identified testimony. 
171 Exh. Staff-25, p. 5. See also the schedules accompanying the identified testimony. 
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 84.  Barbara A. Meisenheimer for OPC performed a class cost of service study 

and based upon her results she stated:  “It appears that district costs shifts and intra-district 

class shift that occurred following the late rate case have brought the classes closer to cost.  

While the Commission might decide it is appropriate to focus on aligning certain classes in 

certain district, I do not believe a comprehensive adjustment is necessary in this case.  For 

example, my studies indicate that for most districts, the Residential Class is reasonably 

close to its cost of service.”173 

 85. Donald E. Johnstone for AGP advocated a “straight fixed-variable rate design, 

eliminating the use of customer class designations, i.e. residential, commercial, industrial, 

public authority and sales for resale.174 

 86. Mr. Johnstone recommended “Volumetric Rates Based on Rate 

Rationalization” utilizing fixed rates per 1000 gallons usage with four volumetric block 

classifications.175 

 87. The signatory parties to the Global Agreement reached a compromise with 

regard to allocating costs on a class basis for all of MAWC’s Districts for the following 

classes: Residential (including Rate A for St. Louis), Commercial (including Rates A and K 

for St. Louis), Industrial, Private Fire Protection, Public Fire Protection, Other Public 

Authorities (including Rate A for St. Louis), and Sales for Resale.176   

                                                                                                                                             
172 Exh. Staff-25, p. 6.  See also the schedules accompanying the identified testimony. 
173 Exh. OPC-1, p. 4. See also OPC-3, Meisenheimer Surrebuttal, p. 2.  See also the schedules 
accompanying the identified testimony. 
174 Exh. AGP-1, pp. 3-7. See also the schedules accompanying the identified testimony. 
175 Id. 
176 See Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement filed on August 9, 2007, pp. 2-3, paragraph 4 and 
Appendix A-1. 
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 88. The signatory parties to the Global Agreement reached agreement as to the 

Billing Determinants utilized for purpose of rate design.177 

 89. No party has objected to the Class Cost of Service allocation factors or the 

Billing Determinants utilized for each District as set forth in the Global Agreement.178 

 90. No party objected to any component of any calculations, negotiations or 

compromise resulting in determining the Class Cost of Service allocation factors or the 

Billing Determinants as set forth in the Global Agreement. 

 91. No party requested a hearing on any portion of the determination of the Class 

Cost of Service allocation factors or the Billing Determinants as set forth in the Global 

Agreement. 

 92. All parties waived cross-examination of any witness with regard to the 

determination of the Class Cost of Service allocation factors or the Billing Determinants as 

set forth in the Global Agreement. 

 93. Again, Joplin, the only party objecting to the Global Agreement, has expressly 

stated that the only contested issues in this matter involve allocation factors used for 

certain expenses resulting in the District Specific revenue requirement for Joplin, not any of 

the allocation factors or billing determinants that relate to the determination of Class Cost of 

Service.179 

Conclusions of Law Regarding Class Cost of Service Allocations 

 The Commission observes that the parties’ experts, while primarily using the same 

methodology (AGP’s witness being the exception) identified some variations with the 

                                            
177 Id., pp. 2-3, paragraph 5 and Appendix B. 
178 See Footnote Number 158, supra. 
179 Id.  
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manner in which they performed their Class Cost of Service analyses and with their 

ultimate recommendations regarding whether the customer classes were appropriately 

matched to their cost of service.180  Despite these variations, the parties providing 

testimony on these matters reached a compromise in the Global Agreement as to the 

respective factors to quantify each Class Cost of Service.   

 No party opposed this portion of the rate design and from all appearances in 

Appendix A-1 of the Global Agreement, the parties agreed to maintain the status quo as 

evidenced by repeated references to the terminology of “equal percent class revenue 

increase/decrease.”  The parties’ unanimous agreement to, or lack of opposition to, class 

cost of service allocation factors and billing determinants demonstrates to the Commission 

that this portion of rate design is just and reasonable.  Moreover, subject matter experts 

Edward J. Grubb, Donald J. Petry and Stephen Rackers attested to the reasonableness of 

the Global Agreement and all of its elements, including rate design.181     

 The Commission notes that the parties to this action represented a wide range of 

government, commercial, industrial and public interest groups.  The fact that this wide 

representation of competing interests resulted in unanimous agreement to, or lack of 

opposition to these factors, demonstrates that the agreed upon allocations factors and 

billing determinants achieve the Commission’s statutory goals of ensuring that just and 

reasonable rates are set that are fair to the utility and its customers, and in this instance to 

each class of the utility’s customers.  The Commission shall approve the Joint 

                                            
180 See also Exh. MIEC-3, Gorman Rebuttal. See also the schedules accompanying the identified testimony. 
181 Transcript pp. 178-180 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb); pp. 230-231 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry); pp. 
319-320 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers). 
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Recommendation as to the class cost of service allocation factors and billing determinants, 

in all respects, as encompassed in the Global Agreement.  

Joplin’s Contested Issues – Rate Design – District Specific Pricing 
 
 As noted throughout this order, Joplin’s contested issues involve certain allocation 

factors as they relate to the DSP component of rate design.  Based upon the competent 

and substantial evidence on the record as a whole, the Commission makes the following 

findings of facts and conclusions of laws with regard to the issues raised by Joplin. 

 
Issue 1:  What is the proper basis for allocating MAWC’s corporate expenses to the 

various districts, to include administrative and general expenses, customer 
accounts, depreciation, and other general taxes? 

 
Findings of Fact Regarding Joplin’s Issue 1 

94. MAWC serves the following operating water and/or sewer districts: Brunswick, 

Cedar Hill, Jefferson City, Joplin, Mexico, Parkville, St. Charles, St. Joseph, St. Louis, 

Warren County, and Warrensburg.182 

95. When determining what portion of MAWC’s revenue requirements will be 

allocated for each operating district, certain costs must be taken into account: (1) those that 

are directly attributable to each district (e.g., employees, office space, vehicles, etc.) and 

thus directly assigned to that district; and, (2) general corporate costs not directly 

attributable to a specific district(s), which therefore must be allocated to the districts.   

96. Examples of these general corporate costs include management fees 

charged by the American Water (“Service Company”) to the operating subsidiaries such as 

                                            
182 See Findings of Fact 1-4, 19-22, and 27, supra; Hearing Exh. Staff-29, Staff True-Up Accounting 
Schedules. 
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MAWC.183   

97. Functions provided by the Service Company include financial services, 

accounts payable, human resources, purchasing, etc.  These costs are consolidated at the 

Service Company level to achieve economies of scale.  They are then allocated by the 

Service Company to the operating subsidiaries based on the number of customers served 

by the operating subsidiary as a percentage of total customers served by all operating 

subsidiaries.184   

98. In addition to Service Company costs, MAWC incurs its own administrative 

and general expenses, such as corporate employees’ salaries, collection agency fees, 

customer billing expense, postage, rents, office supplies, and janitorial expenses.  These 

administrative and general costs are recorded in a corporate business unit so they can be 

identified and controlled and are then allocated to the districts for recovery in a rate case.185   

 99. Prior to entering the Global Agreement, MAWC proposed to allocate these 

general corporate costs to the various districts primarily based upon the number of 

customers served in each district as a percentage of total customers served statewide.186   

100. MAWC’s witness Edward J. Grubb, testified that MAWC chose to use 

customers as its primary allocation factor for most of the general corporate costs because it 

believes that its focus is serving its customers, and it is the customers that drive the costs 

incurred by MAWC.187   

                                            
183 Transcript p. 160-164 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb).  See also Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9. 
184 Id.  
185 Id. 
186 Transcript p. 155 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb). See also Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9. 
187 Transcript p. 178 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb). See also Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9.  Edward J. Grubb is 
MAWC’s Manager of Rates and Regulation.  He holds a BS Degree in Business Administration with a major 
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101. MAWC’s witnesses Mr. Grubb and Donald Petry testified that exceptions to 

the general allocation factor of using customer number, as proposed by MAWC, include: (1) 

workers compensation expense, which MAWC proposed to allocate based on payroll; (2) 

transportation expense which MAWC proposed to allocate based on vehicles; and, (3) 

corporate depreciation expense which MAWC proposed to allocate based on plant-in-

service.188 

102. The Staff proposed allocating general corporate costs based mainly on the 

total payroll expense directly attributable to each district as a percentage of the total payroll 

attributable to all districts.  Of the approximately thirty different categories of administrative 

and general expense at the corporate level, Staff used payroll as its allocation factor on all 

but one expense.189     

103. Staff’s witness Stephen Rackers asserts that payroll is the most appropriate 

allocation factor because the costs of corporate employees, as well as other costs incurred 

at the corporate level, are incurred to support the employees in the field and/or at the 

district level.190      

104. As testified to by witnesses for both Staff and MAWC, there is a correlation 

                                                                                                                                             
in Accounting and a Masters of business Administration.  He has also completed Certification programs in 
management Accounting and Financial Management.  He has prepared rate cases and presented subject 
matter expert testimony before eight regulatory commissions.  Exh. MAWC-6 p. 1 and Schedule EJG-1. 
188 Transcript pp. 159-160 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb), 216-220 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry).  See also 
Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9, 16, 17. Donald J. Petry is MAWC’s Senior Financial Analyst.  He holds a BS Degree 
in Accounting and  Masters Degree in Business Administration.  He has prepared subject matter expert 
testimony for the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio.  Exh. MAWC-16, p. 1 and Schedule DJP-1.   
189 Transcript pp. 310-312 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers).  See also Exhs. Staff-5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31 and 
32. 
190 Transcript pp. 284-286, 290, 296, 307-311 and 329 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers).  See also Exhs. Staff 
5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32.  Stephen Rackers serves the Commission in the position of Utility Regulatory 
Auditor V.  He has a BS Degree in Business Administration with a major in Accounting and is a CPA.  
Stephen Rackers has provided subject matter expert testimony in 28 cases before the Commission. Exh. 
Staff-5, Schedule 1, 
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between payroll and customers.  The amount of employees assigned to a particular district 

is a function of the number of customers that those employees are required to serve.191     

105. Staff also proposed allocating corporate depreciation expense based on 

payroll which, according to Mr. Rackers, reflects the fact that the general corporate assets, 

such as vehicles, computers, etc., exist to support the employees or work force assigned to 

each of the districts.192   

106. Staff’s use of payroll as an allocation factor is consistent with the way in which 

it has allocated costs in previous MAWC rate cases, and is consistent with the way in which 

Staff has traditionally allocated corporate type expenses in other utility rate cases.193     

107. Under MAWC’s method of allocating costs, 5.03% of the total, per book 

corporate costs were allocated to the Joplin District.  Under Staff’s method of allocating 

costs, 5.11% of the total, per book corporate costs were allocated to the Joplin District.194     

108. Although Staff used different allocation factors than MAWC, the end result of 

Staff’s allocation was very similar to that of MAWC and within the realm of reasonableness 

in the opinion of MAWC.195     

109. On the other hand, Joplin’s initial proposal was to allocate all corporate costs 

solely based upon “length of mains” (i.e., the linear feet of mains in a district as a 

                                            
191 Transcript pp. 157, 181-182 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb), 215 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry), 320-
321(Testimony of Steve Rackers). See also Exh. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9, 16, 17, and Staff 5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31 
and 32. 
192 Transcript p. 302- 303 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers). These same allocation methods are embodied in 
the Global Agreement to which Staff and MAWC are both signatories.  See also Exhs. Staff-5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 
30, 31 and 32. 
193 Transcript pp. 295 and 320-321(Testimony of Stephen Rackers); See also In Re: Union Electric, 27 Mo. 
P.S.C. (N.S.) 183, 275 & 290, 66 PUR4th 202(1985). and Exhs. Staff 5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31 and 32. 
194 Transcript pp. 155-159, 181, 191-192 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb). See also Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9. 
195 Transcript pp. 155-157, 181, 189 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb).  See also Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9. 
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percentage of the total linear feet of mains statewide).196     

110. In her prepared rebuttal testimony, Joplin’s witness, Ms. Leslie Jones, 

unequivocally stated that the “most appropriate factor” is length of mains “because the 

amount of usage of corporate services is directly tied to the actual infrastructure on the 

ground in an [sic] utilities environment.”197   

111. Ms. Jones further testified that “other allocation factors do not accurately 

reflect the needs and uses of corporate resources to the extent that infrastructure basis 

would.”198    

112.    Ms. Jones provided only three pages of pre-filed testimony in this matter 

addressing these factors, and filed no accounting schedules to corroborate her testimony 

when it was pre-filed.199 

113. Ms. Jones testified that she had no work papers of any kind to verify her 

prefiled rebuttal testimony and clarified, “Mostly what I was doing was working off of the 

schedules that I had and using my adding machine. I was not working in a spreadsheet.”200 

114. At hearing, Ms. Jones stated that she chose length of mains over any other 

factor because: “Basically, the infrastructure of the City of Joplin. It -- the City of Joplin has 

not had any -- any improvements for a long time as -- that's my understanding.  And the 

                                            
196 Transcript pp. 358-360 (Testimony of Leslie Jones).  Exh. Joplin-1, pp. 1-3. 
197 Ex. Joplin-1, p. 2.  Ms. Jones holds a BS Degree in Accounting and is a CPA and CMA.  Transcript p. 390.  
Ms. Jones testified that this was the first utility rate case that she had personally been involved with.  
Transcript p. 407. 
198 Ex. Joplin-1, p. 2. 
199 Ex. Joplin-1. 
200 Transcript p. 403 (Testimony of Leslie Jones).  
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length of mains, I felt, reflected the infrastructure in the City of Joplin, and, therefore, a - a 

good factor, allocation factor, for corporate expenses.”201 

115. Ms. Jones provided essentially no documentary support for Joplin’s pre-

hearing position regarding using length of mains as the sole allocation factor, only providing 

3 pages of accounting spreadsheets entitled “Revenue Requirement” after the hearing and 

after being ordered by the Commission to provide any and all materials relied upon by 

Joplin to support its position offered in the prefiled rebuttal testimony of Ms. Jones.202 

116. The amount of mains located within a district; however, is not an appropriate 

indication of the amount of corporate costs attributable to that district.203  There is no 

correlation between the feet of pipe located within a district and the number of customers 

that the Company serves in that same district.204  Additionally, using length of mains as an 

allocation factor does not reflect the total plant investment in all districts.205   

117. Using length of mains as the sole allocation factor, Joplin proposed to allocate 

.011% of general corporate costs to the Joplin District.206  

118. Prior to Ms. Jones presenting her live testimony at hearing, Staff’s Witness 

                                            
201 Transcript p. 359. (Testimony of Leslie Jones) 
202 The Commission’s order essentially compelled Joplin to respond to AGP’s Data Request # 4, Hearing Exh. 
AGP-4, served on July 20, 2007, to which Joplin responded that it had no documents at that time, but would 
supplement the data request if the documents were generated. Order Extending Deadline for Filing 
Suggestions Regarding Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, Setting Briefing Schedule, Order 
Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, Directing the filing of Late-Filed Exhibits and Responses, 
and Addressing Other Procedural Matters, issued August 15, 2007; Order Clarifying Post-hearing Procedural 
Schedule, issued August 20, 2007; Statement of Filing Documents Pursuant to Commission Order of August 
15, 2007, filed August 22, 2007.  See also Footnote Numbers 16 through 18, supra. 
203 Transcript p. 183 (Testimony of Edward Grubb).  See also Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9 
204 Transcript 165-166, 182-184 (Testimony of Edward Grubb).  See also Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9.    
205 Exh. Staff-7, Rackers Surrebuttal, p. 2. 
206 Transcript p. 374, 407-408.  Staff’s Witness Stephen Rackers testified that the only position he was aware 
of Joplin advocating was the length of mains, but that Staff’s correction to the length of main calculation would 
increase the percentage for that allocator from 0.011% to 7.105%. Transcript p. 332-333. 
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Stephen Rackers made a correction to the linear feet of mains calculation in the St. Louis 

County District.207  

 119. Staff’s correction had the effect of changing the allocation of corporate costs 

to the Joplin District based on length of mains from .011% to 7.105%.208     

120. Because Staff used the length of main allocation factor sparingly, this change 

had an immaterial effect on the Staff’s case.209  Staff only uses this factor to allocate 

distribution expense, which is a relatively minor amount of expense – roughly $6,000.210     

121. Using the corrected allocation factor for length of mains in Joplin’s originally 

advocated position; however, would result in a higher allocation of costs to Joplin than Staff 

(and the Global Agreement) had proposed.211    

122. Staff had informed Joplin of the correction to the length of main calculation on 

Wednesday, August 8, 2007, two days prior to Joplin filing its revised issues list, where it 

reiterated its position that linear feet of main was the appropriate allocation factor for 

corporate and general expenses, and six days prior to the resumption of the evidentiary 

hearing.212   

123. Ms. Jones acknowledged that she was aware of Staff’s change in calculations 

for the length of main allocator on Thursday, August 9, 2007.213 

                                            
207 Transcript pp. 270-277 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers). See also Exhs. Staff 5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 
32. 
208 Transcript pp. 325, 333 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers), p. 408 (Testimony of Leslie Jones).  See also 
Exhs. Staff 5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32. 
209 Transcript pp. 270-272, 281(Testimony of Stephen Rackers). See also Exhs. Staff 5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31 
and 32. 
210 Transcript p. 281(Testimony of Stephen Rackers). See also Exhs. Staff 5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31 and 32. 
211 Transcript p. 324. 
212 See Joplin’s “List of disputed Issues,” filed August 10, 2007; Transcript pp. 274-275. 
213 Transcript p. 370, 396 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
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124. At hearing, after Mr. Rackers’ testimony corrected the length of mains 

allocation factor, Ms. Jones sought to correct her testimony and changed her position as to 

the proper allocation factor(s) to be used for these expenses.214 

125. Although Joplin was denied the opportunity to correct its testimony because it 

went beyond the point of corrections and amounted to a complete change in position, 

Joplin was permitted to supplement its testimony on the basis of Staff’s correction.215    

 126. Joplin’s new position, as testified to by Ms. Jones, was to: (1) allocate all of 

the expenses under customer accounts based on MAWC’s customer allocation factor; (2) 

allocate all corporate benefits, workers compensation, OPEBs and pension expenses 

based on Staff’s payroll allocation factor; (3) allocate other general taxes based on the 

MAWC’s customer allocation factor; (4) allocate Belleville Labs based on Staff’s “per test” 

allocation factor; and, (5) only corporate depreciation expense would be allocated using 

length of mains. 216     

127. Ms. Jones testified that she was more comfortable using pipe length as an 

allocation factor when the pipe length percentage ascribed to Joplin was very small, i.e. 

.011%.217   

128. Ms. Jones testified that she could not answer the question regarding how 

Joplin’s new positions would affect Joplin’s portion of MAWC’s revenue requirement.218 

                                            
214 Transcript pp. 336-358 (Testimony of Leslie Jones) . 
215 Id. 
216 Transcript pp. 337-354 (Testimony of Leslie Jones) .  Staff calculated that Joplin’s portion of MAWC’s 
revenue requirement would be decreased by $85,113 if Joplin’s newly advocated cost allocation methods 
were utilized.  See Staff’s Response to the Commission’s Order Directing Filing of September 10, 2007, filed 
September 17, 2007. 
217 Transcript p. 374 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
218 Transcript pp. 400-401, 415, 419 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
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 129. Ms. Jones testified that her testimony was going to be “[a]s favorable to 

Joplin” as possible, “but also as reasonable and a direct correlation as possible.”219 

130. Ms. Jones also testified that she intended to abandon her prefiled rebuttal 

testimony prior to 9:00 a.m. on August 14, 2007, (the date and time the hearing resumed 

from its postponement on August 6, 2007) prior to hearing the testimony of Mr. Rackers 

and his changes to the length of main allocator.220 

131. Ms. Jones stated various reasons for wishing to change her testimony 

including: “I’ve had an opportunity to spend more time reviewing the EMS run.”  “I’ve 

listened to the testimony today.” “With allocations, you try to find the best allocation that has 

the most direct correlation, the most direct relationship to that district so that you can arrive 

at a district specific cost.” “I’ve had additional time to review the information that’s been 

coming in literally daily, sometimes two and three times a day.”  “I’ve sat here listened to 

the testimony.” “I don’t think it’s just the testimony that changed my mind.”  It’s just looking 

at how to best properly allocate the administrative and general corporate expenses to every 

district.” 221 

132. When asked what information caused Ms. Jones to change her position Ms. 

Jones testified:  “I -- I guess I would have to say I'm -- I don't think it's really additional 

information as much as reviewing the information.  And then as more information came in 

on payroll and the chemical today and -- and then the length of mains, it was just a 

culmination of all of it.”222  

                                            
219 Transcript p. 409 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
220 Transcript pp. 363-366 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
221 Transcript pp. 337, 354, 360, 361(Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
222 Transcript p. 369 (Testimony of Leslie Jones).  With regard to Ms. Jones’s change in position, Counsel for 
Joplin stated: “I think it’s – based upon what I’ve heard today, it appears to be correcting testimony, based 
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133. When asked: “Is there anything that you heard today that changed how you 

were going to testify regarding allocation factors?,” she responded: “Today? No.” 

134. When asked, “And can you identify any piece of information, any specific 

piece of information, that led to your changed testimony?”, Ms. Jones replied, “No. Not one 

-- not any one piece. No.”223   

135. Ms. Jones went on to testify that she continued to work on her analysis right 

up to the start of the hearing on August 14, 2007 and that she had no opportunity to inform 

the other parties of her changes in position.224 

136. Ms. Jones further testified that the change in Mr. Rackers’ testimony had 

some effect on her own testimony stating: “Well, obviously, when you’re going to present a 

700 percent increase when it has – when that number is going to affect Joplin, you know, I 

have to stop and re-evaluate the information.”225 

137. Ms. Jones also testified that she had not checked Staff’s length of main 

calculations; had not performed a study on Joplin’s water main infrastructure; was not 

familiar with the wells recently drilled in Joplin; had not generated any documents showing 

the calculation of the impact of her proposed allocator(s); and had not, to her knowledge, 

followed her normal practice to save any computer generated spreadsheets reflecting any 

such calculations.226 

138. Ms. Jones further testified that she was not an expert in utility regulation and 

                                                                                                                                             
upon what the Staff’s testimony was changing the factors.” Transcript p. 338. 
223 Transcript p. 371 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
224 Transcript p. 371-373 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
225 Transcript pp. 374-376 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
226 Transcript pp. 374, 379, 383-386 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
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not an expert in utility infrastructure.227 

139. When asked, “And what basis are you tendering testimony before the 

Commission as an expert on?”, Ms. Jones replied “ Well, I'm not sure I've ever said I'm an 

expert exactly. But, basically, allocations.”  Ms Jones clarified that she tendered herself 

before the Commission as an expert in allocations.228 

140. Ms. Jones also testified that she had not reviewed any previous rate cases for 

MAWC; had not reviewed any allocation factors previously approved by this Commission; 

was unaware of the Commission’s approved systems of accounts, and was unaware of the 

National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners’ (“NARUC”) water cost allocation 

manual.229 

141. In essence, Joplin’s new position was to adopt, for all but one of the corporate 

expense items, the same allocation factors proposed by the Company or Staff (i.e., 

customers or payroll).230   

142. After acknowledging that all but one of her newly recommended allocation 

factors was in line with either Staff’s position or MAWC’s position, Ms. Jones testified that 

she could not offer an opinion as to whether she was in agreement with any of the 

compromises these parties had reached in the Global Agreement.231 

143. Ms. Jones further testified that while she felt Staff’s allocation methods were 

“not the best” that she was unable to comment as to whether the application of Staff’s 

                                            
227 Transcript p 394 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
228 Transcript pp. 394-395 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). See Footnote Number 197, supra, for Ms. Jones’s 
biographical information. 
229 Transcript pp. 395, 406-407 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
230 Transcript pp. 411-413 (Testimony of Leslie Jones) . 
231 Transcript p. 415 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
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methods produced an unreasonable result.232 

144. Staff’s placed a value of $85,113 on Joplin’s Corporate Allocation issue based 

upon District Specific Pricing.233  

Issue 2: What is the proper basis for payroll tax payment as annualized for the Joplin 
District and certain depreciation issues?234 

 
Findings of Fact Regarding Joplin’s Issue 2 

145. There are two aspects to the payroll and payroll tax.  First, there is payroll and 

payroll tax directly attributable to those employees who work within a specific district.  That 

payroll and payroll tax amount is directly assigned to that particular district.  Then there is 

the payroll and payroll tax associated with employees working at the corporate office, which 

is allocated to the various districts.235    

146. MAWC’s witness Donald J. Petry testified that MAWC annualizes payroll and 

associated payroll tax by determining the number of employees on its payroll at the end of 

the test period (i.e., June 30, 2006).  It adjusts this number for any vacancies or new hires 

that occurred through the end of the true-up period (i.e., May 31, 2007), and calculates 

labor rates based on pay rates existing at the time of the true-up.  Payroll taxes were based 

on the annualized payroll for each employee using the appropriate tax rates.236    

147. Staff’s witness Lisa Hanneken testified that Staff looks at all employees as of 

the end of the test year (i.e., June 30, 2006).  It includes any employees that were hired 

subsequent to that date and through the true-up period; and eliminates any employees that 

                                            
232 Transcript p 419 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
233 Staff’s Response to the Commission’s Order Directing Filing of September 10, 2007, filed September 17, 
2007. 
234 Depreciation issues were addressed in the section covering Joplin’s first issue. 
235 Transcript p. 221 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry). See also Exhs. MAWC-16 and 17. 
236 Transcript pp. 219-227 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry).  See also Exhs. MAWC-16 and 17. 
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had been terminated during that period.  Staff’s annualization takes into effect any union 

labor rate increases and any changes in positions of the employees that would cause their 

salary to change.  Staff takes an individual’s hourly rate and multiplies it by the number of 

hours given the employee’s position (including overtime amounts, shift differentials, etc.) 

and then arrives at an annualized salary amount for each employee.  Staff takes the 

annualized salary amount for each employee and factors it up for payroll taxes.237    

148. Like the Company, Staff annualized payroll and payroll tax for each employee 

whether they were working in a specific district, or at the corporate office.238     

149. MAWC’s witness Edward Grubb testified that he reviewed Staff’s work papers 

and concluded that Staff properly calculated payroll and payroll tax.239   

150. Ms. Jones again sought to change her prefiled testimony with regard to this 

issue and stated that she wished to change lines 14 through 17 of her prefiled testimony to 

read as follows:  “The payroll and payroll tax annualization under Administrative and 

General Expenses does not flow or follow with the payroll annualization contained in the 

Staff schedules.  While I find no problem with the payroll normalization, the payroll and 

payroll tax annualization should follow directly the payroll annualization since payroll taxes 

are a direct percentage of payroll.” 

151. When asked to clarify what her position was on payroll annualization at 

hearing, Ms. Jones testified: “And that would be on the corporate schedule. Particularly, the 

                                            
237 Transcript p. 241-251 (Testimony of Lisa Hanneken).  See also Hearing Exhs. Staff-3 and 4.  Lisa 
Hanneken serves the Commission in the position of Utility Regulator Auditor IV.  She holds a Bachelors 
Degree in Accounting and a Masters of Business Administration with an emphasis on Accounting.  She has 
provided subject matter expert testimony in multiple cases before the Commission.  Exh. Staff-3, p. 2 and 
Schedule 1.  
238 Transcript p. 243 (Testimony of Lisa Hanneken).  See also Exhs. Staff-3 and 4. 
239 Transcript p. 187-188 (Testimony of Edward Grubb).  See also Exhs. MAWC-6, 7, 8 and 9. 
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salaries line item where the -- the test year number is 200.  I'm sorry. I don't have that -- 

that one on me. But it's 200 and basically nine -- 290,000 for the test year, which is a full 

year.  And the annualized number is much closer to 800,000. And the question is how, by 

annualizing from a full year, do you increase that much? And then the payroll taxes follow 

that -- that amount of the payroll annualization.”240 

152. Ms Jones provided no accounting schedules to demonstrate her method of 

payroll annualization and demonstrate how Staff and MAWC had, in any way, 

miscalculated these values. 

153. Ms. Jones did not delineate how her method of payroll annualization would 

affect Joplin’s, or any other District’s, portion of MAWC’s revenue requirement.  In fact, in   

its Statement of Filing of Calculations (filed August 22, 2007), the City of Joplin states that 

“there is no direct revenue impact upon the payroll tax annualization and payroll 

annualization discussed in Leslie Jones’ testimony on August 14, 2007.”   

Findings of Fact Regarding the Live Testimony of the Witnesses 

 154. MAWC’s witnesses Edward Grubb and Donald Petry, Staff’s witnesses 

Steven Rackers and Lisa Hanneken, and Joplin’s witness Leslie Jones all prefiled 

testimony and presented live testimony before the Commission with regard to Joplin’s 

issues.241 

 155. Mr. Grubb, Mr. Petry, Mr. Rackers and Ms. Hanneken have all served as 

subject matter experts in numerous utility rate cases.242 

 156. Ms. Jones has not served as a subject matter expert in any prior utility rate 
                                            
240 Transcript p. 355 (Testimony of Leslie Jones). 
241 See Footnote Numbers 187 (Grubb), 188 (Petry), 190 (Rackers), 197 (Jones) and 237 (Hanneken) for 
biographical information on these witnesses. 
242 See Footnote Number 241, supra. 
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case.243 

157.    Mr. Grubb, Mr. Petry, Mr. Rackers and Ms. Hanneken all provided extensive 

pre-filed testimony in this matter addressing the allocation factors in dispute.244 

 158. Ms. Jones provided three pages of pre-filed testimony composed of 

conclusory statements.245 

159. Mr. Grubb, Mr. Petry, Mr. Rackers and Ms. Hanneken provided extensive 

documentary support with regard to their respective positions on the proper allocation 

factors, via various accounting schedules.246 

 160. Ms. Jones provided virtually no documentary support for her positions, 

providing only three pages of calculations when compelled by the Commission to produce 

them.247 

161. While on the witness stand, Mr. Grubb, Mr. Petry, Mr. Rackers and Ms. 

Hanneken were composed, confident, sincere, and unwavering in their testimony.  

162. Ms. Jones demeanor on the witness stand was anxious, defensive, and 

wavering.  

163. Mr. Grubb, Mr. Petry, Mr. Rackers and Ms. Hanneken were articulate and 

their testimony at the hearing was consistent with their pre-filed testimony. 

 164. Ms. Jones’s testimony at the hearing was inconsistent with her pre-filed 

testimony; in fact, it represented a complete and sudden change in position. 

                                            
243 Ms. Jones testified that this was the first utility rate case that she had personally been involved with.  
Transcript p. 407. 
244 Exhs. MAWC MAWC-6, 7, 8, 9, 16, and 17; Staff-3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32. 
245 Exh. Joplin-1. 
246 See Footnote 241.  
247 See Statement of Filing of documents Pursuant to Commission’s Order of August 15, 2007, filed August 
22, 2007. 
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165. Ms. Jones’s testimony at the hearing was also internally inconsistent and 

contradictory throughout its presentation and duration.248 

166. The testimony provided by Mr. Grubb, Mr. Petry, Mr. Rackers and Ms. 

Hanneken was substantial, credible and unbiased. 

 167. Ms. Jones’s testimony was insubstantial, non-credible, and self-serving.  

168. Ms. Jones’s testimony was biased by her own admission.249 

Conclusions of Law Regarding Joplin’s Issues 

Allocation of costs is not an exact science or a process that has only a single correct 

answer.  The Missouri Supreme Court has stated that it is “the province and duty of the 

commission, in determining the questions of reasonable rates, to allocate and treat costs . . 

. in the way in which, in the commission’s judgment, the most sound result is reached.”250  

As Mr. Grubb appropriately noted in his testimony, the choice of allocation factors should 

be reasonable and promote consistency.251   

Noting that “allocation factors are used to allocate those costs which cannot be 

directly assigned to a particular customer class,” the Commission has previously found that 

the proper method for allocating administrative and general expenses is on the basis of 

direct payroll (i.e., labor).252  The Commission further stated “. . . that it is through its 

employees that the coordination and management of all facets of its operations are 

conducted, and that therefore the proper method to allocate costs associated with those 

                                            
248 See Findings of Fact Numbers 111-155. 
249 Id. 
250 State ex rel. City of West Plains v. Public Service Commission, 310 S.W.2d 925, 933 (Mo. banc 1958). 
251 Transcript p. 178 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb). 
252 In Re: Union Electric, 27 Mo. P.S.C.(N.S.) 183, 275 & 290, 66 PUR4th 202(1985). 
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employees’ expenses is by direct labor.”253   

Conclusions of Law: Issue 1 

Considering the chronology of events surrounding Joplin’s last-minute change of 

position, and the lack of evidentiary support for any of the positions put forth by Joplin, the 

Commission concludes that Joplin is merely attempting to arbitrarily shift costs away from 

Joplin to the other districts.254   Joplin was fully advised of Staff’s correction to the length of 

main allocator calculation well in advance of hearing, yet as late as August 10, after being 

so advised, Joplin steadfastly maintained its position that corporate administrative and 

general expenses should be allocated based on length of main.   

 On Tuesday, August 14, following the testimony of MAWC and Staff witnesses and, 

more importantly, hearing the corrected number of linear feet of main in the St. Louis 

County District, (a calculation Ms. Jones had not independently confirmed prior to hearing) 

Ms. Jones took the witness stand, and attempted to “correct” her testimony and her position 

regarding the proper allocation of corporate costs.  Ms. Jones gave dramatically 

contradictory reasons for having changed her positions further suggesting her change of 

position was a spur of the moment decision.  It is clear to the Commission that Ms. Jones 

did not change her testimony based upon a belief that her newly selected allocation factors 

were, in fact, more appropriate allocators, but rather because Staff’s correction caused her 

initially preferred allocation factor (i.e., length of mains) to increase from .011% to 7.105%.   

Had Ms. Jones stuck with her initial position that the “amount of usage of corporate 

                                            
253 (27 Mo.P.S.C.(N.S.) at 290) 
254 It is also important to note that when Joplin proposes to shift costs away from its district, those costs flow 
to other districts.  So while Joplin may get the benefit of a reduced revenue requirement, it has done so at the 
expense of one or more other districts.  As Joplin witness Jones acknowledged in response to questioning 
from the bench – “. . . obviously, the revenue requirement for Joplin should go down.  By how much, I cannot 
tell you.  And, . . . that would make the revenue requirement for some other districts increase.” (Tr. 415, 416) 
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services is directly tied to infrastructure on the ground” (i.e., lengths of mains), and used  

the corrected allocation factor for length of mains, she would have allocated more costs to 

the Joplin District than allocating by either Staff or the proposal in the Global Agreement.  

Ms. Jones revealed the true purpose of changing her testimony when she testified that she 

was going to be as favorable to Joplin as possible and that she was more comfortable with 

using pipe length as an allocation factor when the length of main allocator was very small 

(i.e., .011%).   

 Joplin provided no credible evidence that its shifting position on these allocation 

factors was superior to those factors agreed to by the signatory parties to the Global 

Agreement.  Moreover, Joplin provided no evidence that the allocation factors agreed to by 

the signatory parties to the Global Agreement were in any way unjust or unreasonable.   

 As a result of the compromises in Global Agreement, the allocation of costs to Joplin 

is actually less than it would be under a strict application of district-specific costs, resulting 

in a revenue increase for the Joplin District that is far less than it would be under a strict 

district-specific cost of service allocation.255  Joplin’s main professed concern with the 

Global Agreement was that the resulting increase for Joplin was somehow discriminatory.  

Given that Joplin would receive a much lower revenue increase from the Global Agreement 

                                            
255 For example, in Staff’s True-Up Accounting Schedule (which at the time it was filed assumed a total 
revenue increase of $19,493,370 based on Staff’s mid-point return on equity of 9.10%) Joplin’s revenue 
increase would be $4,580,185 using a strict district-specific cost assignment.  (Staff True-Up Accounting 
Schedule 1, Total Company and Joplin District, in Exhibit Staff-29)  The Global Agreement proposes an 
overall revenue increase of $28,700,000 (Appendix A-1-1), which is approximately $9 million greater than the 
Staff’s True-Up Accounting Schedules.  Factoring up the Joplin increase to reflect Joplin’s ratable share of the 
increase in the revenue requirement deficiency on a total company basis between Staff True-Up Schedule 
and the Global Agreement would add roughly $670,060 to the Joplin District revenue requirement on a district 
specific basis. (Revised Reconciliation, filed September 7, 2007)  Thus, the total revenue requirement on a 
district specific basis for Joplin would be $5,250,245 ($4,580,185 + $670,060), prior to correction for 
chemicals.  In contrast, the Global Agreement proposes that Joplin’s share of this stipulated total water 
revenue requirement deficiency of $28,579,683 is only $4,856,240, prior to the correction for chemicals (See 
FOF Numbers 28-29, 57-62, 107, 126, and 144, supra; the Global Agreement, filed August 9, 2007; and 
Staff’s Revised Reconciliation, filed September 7, 2007. 
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than it would receive using strict district specific pricing, there is no credible argument that 

the Global Agreement is discriminatory.   

 Joplin has not demonstrated that the basis for Staff’s allocation factors, as 

incorporated into the Joint Recommendation/Global Agreement is unreasonable, 

particularly where it now proposes to use many of the same allocation factors as Staff.  

Subject matter experts Edward J. Grubb, Donald J. Petry and Stephen Rackers attested to 

the reasonableness of the Global Agreement and all of its elements, including the chosen 

allocation factors.256    The Commission concludes that the allocation factors agreed to by 

the signatories to the Joint Recommendation, as embodied in the Global Agreement, are 

not only reasonable, but are supported by competent and substantial evidence as being the 

most reasonable and appropriate methods for allocating the costs in dispute.   

Conclusions of Law: Issue 2 

 The payroll and payroll tax annualization reflects actual employee levels as of the 

end of the true-up period and reasonably reflects a going-forward level of payroll and 

payroll tax expense that MAWC will likely incur at the time rates set in this proceeding will 

become effective.257  Joplin offered no evidence to support its position that the method of 

payroll and payroll tax annualization executed by Staff is in error.  Similarly, it offered no 

calculation of an alternative payroll and payroll tax annualization amount.  Joplin merely 

offers a conclusory statement that Payroll was inappropriately annualized.  Under the 

circumstances, not only is Staff’s calculation of payroll and payroll tax appropriate, there is 

no credible evidence to suggest otherwise.  Moreover, Joplin has affirmatively pled that 

                                            
256 Transcript pp. 178-180 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb); pp. 230-231 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry); pp. 
319-320 (testimony of Stephen Rackers).  Mr. Grubb further testified that there was no “anti-Joplin” animus 
exhibited by Staff at any time. Transcript pp. 189-190. 
257 Transcript pp. 247-259.   

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 244 of 355



 74

“there is no direct revenue impact upon the payroll tax annualization and payroll 

annualization discussed in Leslie Jones’ testimony on August 14, 2007.”  Consequently, it 

is unclear what, if any, objection Joplin continues to have with the payroll and payroll tax 

annualization amounts.  The Commission concludes that Staff’s payroll and payroll tax 

annualization, as embodied in the Joint Recommendation/Global Agreement, is accurate 

and reasonable.   

Local 335’s Issues 

 As noted in the procedural history, Local 335 did not join the other parties in their 

motion to modify and limit the issues list.  Local 335 considers the three issues it raised 

during the course of this proceeding to be live issues and the Commission issued a notice 

stating it would consider all record evidence in this matter addressing Local 335’s issues.258   

Findings of Fact Regarding Local 335’s Issues 

169. The issues raised by Local 335 were:  

1.  whether MAWC has provided adequate training of its employees in 
dealing with asbestos-cement and lead-jointed pipe;  
 
2. whether funds should be allocated to employee training or the 
removal of asbestos-cement and lead-jointed pipe; and  
 
3.  whether MAWC has properly asserted privilege with regard to 
payroll information.259   

 
 170. Local 335 affirmatively pled that it did not oppose the outcome of the case as 

proposed in the Global Agreement, and that it recognized that the issues it raised may not 

                                            
258 See Order Granting Motion to Modify Order and Amend Issues List, issued August 30, 2007, Local 335’s 
Advice to the Commission, filed September 4, 2007, and Notice Regarding Issues List, issued September 5, 
2007.   
259 Id. 
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be outcome determinative for this matter.260 

  171. Local 335 failed to appear at the evidentiary hearing.  Because Local 335 

failed to appear at hearing, it is subject to dismissal as a party to this action pursuant to 

Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.116(3).   

172. Because Local 335 failed to appear at hearing, it was not present to formally 

offer the testimony of its witness, Alan Ratterman into evidence, or to defend that offering 

from objections from the other parties.  The mere pre-filing of testimony is not a formal offer 

of evidence into the record.261 

173. Mr. Ratterman’s testimony was prefiled as “rebuttal” testimony and addressed 

issues 1 and 2 in Finding of Fact Number 169 above.   

174. Mr. Ratterman’s rebuttal testimony did not rebut any other witness’s direct 

testimony as required by Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.130(7)(B).  While a party is not 

required to file direct testimony, rebuttal testimony must be responsive to direct 

testimony.262  

175. The objections to Mr. Ratterman’s testimony based upon it being improper 

rebuttal were sustained at hearing and Mr. Ratterman’s prefiled rebuttal testimony was 

excluded from the record.263 

176. The only remaining evidence offered into the record by Local 335 was Mr. 

                                            
260 Local 335’s Advice to the Commission, filed September 4, 2007. 
261 Exh. Local 335-1, Ratterman Rebuttal, filed July 13, 2007.  On July 31, 2007, Local 335 filed a motion to 
refile Mr. Ratterman’s testimony to include two exhibits that it had failed to file on July 13, 2007.  Also on July 
31, 2007, MAWC filed a motion to strike Mr. Ratterman’s rebuttal testimony. 
262 Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.130(7)(B) is not ambiguous and states that “where all parties file direct 
testimony, rebuttal testimony shall include all testimony which is responsive to the testimony and exhibits 
contained in any other party’s direct testimony.”   
263 Transcript, p. 443 While Local 335 filed a written response to MAWC’s objections that were first raised in a 
Motion to Strike filed on July 31, Local 335’s circular arguments that not filing direct testimony negated the 
rule on rebuttal testimony, or that the Commission should waive its rules, are not persuasive.   
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Ratterman’s live testimony at the local public hearing held in Kirkwood, Missouri on June 

13.264   

177. The only issue raised by Mr. Ratterman at the public hearing was issue 3 in 

Finding of Fact Number 169 above regarding whether MAWC properly raised privilege with 

respect to disclosing certain payroll information.265   

178. Mr. Ratterman’s statements at the local public hearing were conclusory in 

nature and did not provide a proper legal basis to support an argument regarding MAWC’s 

exercise of privilege.   

179. The Commission has a proper procedure for challenging the classification of 

information in Rule 4 CSR 240-2.135(2)(B); a procedure that Local 335 elected not to 

follow.   

Conclusions of Law Regarding Local 335’s Issues 

The evidentiary rules ensure a level playing field for all of the parties and prevent 

undue surprise and prejudice to any party.  If Local 335 wished to present its case-in-chief 

regarding its issues, the proper procedure would have been to file Mr. Ratterman’s 

testimony as direct testimony.  Local 335’s failure to follow proper procedure in this matter 

has essentially left the Commission with only Mr. Ratterman’s conclusory statements from 

the local public hearing in Kirkwood for its review.266  Having no substantial or credible 

                                            
264 Local Public Hearing, Kirkwood, Missouri, June 13, 2007, Transcript Volume 9, pp. 9-11. 
265 Id. 
266 The pleadings of Local 335’s attorneys are also of no consequence, because it is well established legal 
doctrine that unsworn statements of attorneys or parties, statements in briefs, pleadings, motions, arguments, 
allegations, or charging documents, as well as articles or exhibits not formally or constructively introduced are 
not evidence of the facts asserted unless conceded to by the opposing party. State ex rel. TWA, Inc. v. David, 
158 S.W.3d 232, 236 (Mo. Banc 2005) (Judge White Dissenting), citing to, State ex rel. Dixon v. Darnold, 939 
S.W.2d 66, 69 (Mo. App. 1997); State v. Smith, 154 S.W.3d 461, 469 (Mo. App. 2005); Lester v. Sayles, 850 
S.W.2d 858, 864 (Mo. Banc 1993); State v. Rutter, 93 S.W.3d 714, 727 (Mo. Banc 2002); State v. Robinson, 
825 S.W.2d 877, 880 (Mo. App. 1992); State ex rel. Horn v. Randall, 275 S.W.2d 758, 763-764 (Mo. App. 
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evidence in the record upon which to evaluate Local 335’s issues, the Commission 

concludes that Local 335 failed to meet its burden with establishing the need for further 

training of MAWC’s employees or the need to declassify MAWC’s salary information. 

This is not to say that the Commission does not appreciate, or lacks concern 

regarding, the issues raised by Local 335.  Ensuring the provision of safe and adequate 

service is of paramount importance to the Commission.  These safety issues not only 

involve MAWC’s employees, but also the consumers of the water MAWC provides to its 

customers.  Local 335 has not provided the Commission with evidence in this rate case 

upon which to fully evaluate these issues, and the rate case may not, in any event, be the 

appropriate forum to address these issues.  Consequently, the Commission will authorize 

and direct its Staff to conduct an informal investigation case into: (1) whether MAWC 

provides adequate training of its employees in dealing with asbestos-cement and lead-

jointed pipe, (2) whether funds should be allocated to employee training or the removal of 

asbestos-cement and lead-jointed pipe, and (3) whether MAWC’s water customers face 

health risks in association with the use of asbestos-cement and lead-jointed pipe. 

Finally, the Commission notes that while Local 335 has not yet followed proper 

procedure to challenge the classification of the payroll information it wishes to be made 

public, there is nothing to prevent Local 335, or Staff, from filing a motion pursuant to 
                                                                                                                                             
1955).  No party has conceded to any of the issues raised by Local 335. 

Local 335 did not file a pre or post-hearing brief. Local 335’s pleading did include: Application to Intervene, 
filed January 4; Position on Test Year and True-Up Recommendation, filed January 24; Suggestions in 
Response to the Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, filed August 13; Advice to the Commission, filed 
September 4; and Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, filed September 17.  On September 
19, 2007, MAWC moved to strike Local 335’s Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law asserting 
that there was no record evidence for the Commission to consider in regard to Local 335’s allegedly “live 
issue,” and that; consequently, the Commission should strike Local 335 proposed findings and conclusions.  
The Commission finds no reason to sustain this motion given there is no record evidence to support Local’s 
335’s Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. 
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Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-2.135(2)(B) to determine whether the requested information 

may be deemed public. 

Capacity Charge Tariffs for Warren and Jefferson Counties 
 

As noted in the procedural history, on April 2, MAWC filed revised sewer tariffs for 

the purpose of implementing a capacity charge for its Warren County and Jefferson County 

sewer districts, Tariff File Numbers JS-2007-0713 and JS-2007-0714.  These tariff filings 

were filed outside of the existing rate cases and docketed under Case Number ST-2007-

0443.  Ultimately ST-2007-0443 was consolidated with this case, and the capacity charge 

tariffs were suspended to match the suspension date of the rate-case tariffs.  Case Number 

ST-2007-0443 was left open to follow a separate additional procedural schedule and 

receive filings specifically related to the capacity charge tariffs.   

Findings of Fact Regarding Capacity Charge Tariffs 
 

180. In the Global Agreement, the signatories agreed to dispose of all issues in 

Case Number ST-2007-0443 concerning the capacity charges proposed by MAWC for its 

sewer districts serving Warren County (Incline Village subdivision) and Jefferson County 

(Cedar Hill subdivision).267  

181. MAWC had originally filed tariffs proposing capacity charges of $5,500 per 

new residential customer for those districts.268  

182. HBA and the OPC objected to those proposed charges, and the tariffs were 

suspended by this Commission.269   

183. Pursuant to the Global Agreement, the signatories – which include HBA, 
                                            
267 Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, paragraph 6, filed August 9, 2007. 
268 See Tariff filings JS-2007-0713 and JS-2007-0714, filed April 2, 2007. 
269 Order Suspending Tariffs and Scheduling a Conference, Case No. ST-2007-0443 (May 31, 2007). Order 
Suspending Procedural Schedule, Case No. ST-2007-0443 (Aug. 10, 2007). 
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OPC, Staff, and MAWC – all agreed that capacity charges of $1,500 per new residential 

customer would be appropriate.270   

184. Those four parties are the only parties that have entered appearances in case 

Number ST-2007-0443.271  

185. A schedule of the agreed-to capacity charges for Single Family Residence, 

Mobile Home, Multi-Family Apartment and Commercial Premise customer classes are 

specifically described in the specimen tariffs that were attached to the Global Agreement as 

Exhibit C.272 

186. The capacity charges proposed in the Global Agreement are acceptable to all 

concerned parties as evidenced by these parties being signatories to the Agreement.273 

187. No party has objected to the capacity charges proposed in the Global 

Agreement. 

188. No party requested a hearing with regard to the capacity charges proposed in 

the Global Agreement. 

189. All parties waived cross-examination of any and all witnesses with regard to 

the capacity charges proposed in the Global Agreement. 

190. The Global Agreement resulted from extensive negotiations between parties 

with diverse interests including public consumer groups, large-use industrial customers, 

municipalities, a labor union, and the Commission’s Staff. 

                                            
270 Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, paragraph 6, filed August 9, 2007. 
271 See Case Number ST-2007-0443. 
272 Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, Appendix C, filed August 9, 2007. 
273 Id. at pp. 10-12. 
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191. Subject matter experts, Edward J. Grubb, Donald J. Petry and Stephen 

Rackers attested to the reasonableness of the Global Agreement and all of its elements, 

including the capacity charge tariffs for Warren and Jefferson Counties.274     

Conclusions of Law Regarding Capacity Charge Tariffs 

 After reviewing the proposed capacity charges encompassed in the Global 

Agreement/Joint Recommendation, and the parties’ positions on those charges, the 

Commission finds the proposed charges to be reasonable.275  The Commission shall allow 

MAWC to implement its capacity charges in the amount of $1,500 per new residential 

customer for the specified districts, and shall require MAWC to file revised tariff sheets in 

the form attached to the Global Agreement as Exhibit Appendix C. 

All Remaining Items in the Global Agreement/Joint Recommendation 
 

The Global Agreement/Joint Recommendation contains several additional items that 

the Commission must address. These items include the following: 

Sewer Rates – The portion of the overall increase to be obtained from 
MAWC’s sewer districts is identified as follows: $55,465 in the Warren 
County district, $57,552 in the Cedar Hill district and $7,300 in the Parkville 
district.  

  
Experimental Consolidated Bill Tariff – MAWC proposed in this case tariff 
sheets that would implement an experimental consolidated bill tariff for the 

                                            
274 Transcript pp. 178-180 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb); pp. 230-231 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry); pp. 
319-320 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers). 
275 At the hearing on Joplin’s opposition to the Global Agreement, MAWC’s pre-filed testimony in case no. ST-
2007-0443 was admitted into evidence as Hearing Exh. MAWC-26 Testimony of Greg A. Weeks (July 10, 
2007).  See Transcript pp. 116-119.  MAWC prepared the testimony to support its initial proposal for higher 
capacity charges and, the testimony necessarily also supports the much lower capacity charges presented in 
the Global Agreement. The other parties – HBA, Public Counsel, and Public Service Commission staff – have 
not yet filed their own testimony, because the procedural schedule in ST-2007-0443 was suspended pending 
review of the Global Agreement. In the event that the Commission were to refuse to accept the position in the 
Global Agreement, the parties have reserved the right to put on additional testimony as discussed at the 
September 6, 2007 prehearing conference and as discussed the day of hearing in this matter, August 14, 
2007.  
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Company’s St. Louis district.  This would allow consolidation of customer’s 
bills for contiguous, owner-occupied properties to allow for an aggregation of 
usage. The signatories propose tariff sheets for this purpose.  See Appendix 
D of the Global Agreement. 

 
OPEBs/FAS 106 Tracker Mechanism and Pensions/FAS 87 Tracker 
Mechanism – “Tracker” mechanisms concerning both MAWC’s Other Post-
Employment Benefits (OPEB) and pension costs are recommended. See 
Appendix E of the Global Agreement. 

  
National Call Center and Shared Services Center Transition Costs – It is 
recommended that the Commission authorize MAWC to create a regulatory 
asset associated with the net investment that was made to plan, design and 
implement the National Call Center and National Shared Services Center 
utilized by MAWC.  This asset would be amortized and recovered in rates 
over a fifty (50) year period.  The mechanism would provide MAWC with 
recovery of its investment, while not requiring the customers to fund a return 
on the investment.   

 
Tank Painting Tracker – It is recommended that the Commission authorize 
MAWC to establish a regulatory asset or liability for tank painting and 
inspection expense.  An asset or liability will be recorded on an annual basis 
in the amount that actual tank painting and inspection expense is greater 
than or less than $1,000,000 in that year.  This mechanism addresses an 
issue where there is disagreement as to whether past expense levels are 
indicative of future expenses. 

 
Depreciation Rates – A comprehensive set of depreciation rates, to be 
effective as of January 1, 2008, are recommended and attached to the 
Global Agreement as Appendix F. 
 
ISRS (Infrastructure System Replacement Surcharge) – As required by 
Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-3.650(17) and Section 393.1006.6(1), RSMo 
2000, MAWC’s current ISRS shall be reset to zero upon the effective date of 
the new rates in this proceeding.  The Signatories agree that for any ISRS 
filings implemented between the date new rates are established in this 
proceeding and the effective date of new rates established in MAWC’s next 
general rate increase, the overall rate of return shall be computed by utilizing 
a 10% return on common equity and the Company’s capital structure filing in 
this case. 
 
Customer Service Reports – It is recommended that MAWC be required to 
provide certain reports concerning its Call Center performance. 

 
Consumer Service – The Company agrees to respond to Commission Staff 
inquiries/complaints within specified time periods in a specified form. 
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Cost Allocation Manual – MAWC agrees to provide an updated cost 
allocation manual on an annual basis in a specified form. 

 
Weather Reporting – The Company agrees to provide certain billing cycle 
data in a specified form. 
 

Findings of Fact Regarding Remaining Items in Global Agreement 
  

192. The remaining items proposed in the Global Agreement/Joint 

Recommendation, as outlined above, are acceptable to all concerned parties as evidenced 

by these parties either being signatories to the Agreement, or by having not objected to 

these items.276 

193. No party has objected to the remaining items, as outlined above, proposed in 

the Global Agreement. 

194. No party requested a hearing with regard to the remaining items, as outlined 

above, proposed in the Global Agreement. 

195. All parties waived cross-examination of any and all witnesses with regard to 

the remaining items, as outlined above, proposed in the Global Agreement. 

196. The Global Agreement resulted from extensive negotiations between parties 

with diverse interests including public consumer groups, large-use industrial customers, 

municipalities, a labor union, and the Commission’s Staff. 

197. Extensive Local Public Hearings were held to receive public comment on the 

proposed rate increases.277 

                                            
276 Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement, pp. 10-12, filed August 9, 2007. 
277 See procedural history section of this Report and Order.  See also Transcript, Volumes 3-11. 
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198. Subject matter experts, Edward J. Grubb, Donald J. Petry and Stephen 

Rackers attested to the reasonableness of the Global Agreement and all of its elements, 

including all of the items listed above.278     

Conclusions of Law Regarding Remaining Items in Global Agreement 

After reviewing the remainder of the items encompassed in the Global 

Agreement/Joint Recommendation, as outlined above, and the parties’ and public’s 

positions on, or lack of position on, those items, the Commission finds the proposed items 

to be reasonable as adjunctive provisions of the Global Agreement/Joint Recommendation.  

The Commission shall approval all of the above items as encompassed in the Joint 

Recommendation. 

Final Decision 

Joplin was the only party to this action that opposed the Global Agreement.  Joplin’s 

opposition was limited to two issues related to District Specific Pricing.  The Commission 

has determined that the positions of the joint signatories with regard to those issues were 

supported by substantial and credible evidence on the record as a whole.  The Commission 

further discharged its statutory duty with regard to determining what constituted just and 

reasonable rates for MAWC.  The Commission went to great lengths to ensure that all due 

process requirements were satisfied and that all parties had an opportunity to fully litigate 

any issue identified in this matter.   

Having found in favor of the joint signatories with regard to the only issues in 

dispute, and having found all of the components of the Joint Recommendation to be just 

and reasonable, the Commission will adopt the Joint Recommendation of the signatory 

                                            
278 Transcript pp. 178-180 (Testimony of Edward J. Grubb); pp. 230-231 (Testimony of Donald J. Petry); pp. 
319-320 (Testimony of Stephen Rackers). 
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parties, as embodied in the Global Agreement, in its entirety.  The Commission shall direct 

the parties to comply with the terms of the Global Agreement in all respects. 

IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

1. The Joint Recommendation, as embodied in the Non-Unanimous Stipulation 

and Agreement, filed on August 9, 2007, it approved in its entirety. 

2. The signatory parties shall comply with the terms of the Non-Unanimous 

Stipulation and Agreement, filed on August 9, 2007.  A copy of the Agreement is attached to 

this order. 

3. The proposed water service tariff sheets submitted under Tariff File Nos. YW-

2007-0407, YW-2007-0409, YW-2007-0410, YW-2007-0411, YW-2007-0412, and YW-2007-

0413 on December 15, 2006, by Missouri-American Water Company for the purpose of 

increasing rates for water service to customers are rejected.  The specific sheets rejected are: 

P.S.C. Mo. No. 6 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 1.0, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 1.0 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.0, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.0 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.1, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.1 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.2, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.2 
10th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.3, Canceling 9th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.3 
12th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.6, Canceling 11th Revised Sheet No. RT 2.6 
10th Revised Sheet No. RT 3.0, Canceling 9th Revised Sheet No. RT 3.0 
9th Revised Sheet No. RT 3.1, Canceling 8th Revised Sheet No. RT 3.1 

11th Revised Sheet No. RT 4.0, Canceling 10th Revised Sheet No. RT 4.0 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 5.0, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 5.0 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 5.1, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 5.1 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 5.2, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 5.2 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 6.0, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 6.0 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 7.0, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 7.0 
13th Revised Sheet No. RT 8.0, Canceling 12th Revised Sheet No. RT 8.0 

2nd Revised Sheet No. RT 10.0(a), Canceling 1st Revised Sheet No. RT 10.0(a) 
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P.S.C. Mo. No. 3 
11th Revised Sheet No. 1, Canceling 10th Revised Sheet No. 1 
7th Revised Sheet No. 2, Canceling 6th Revised Sheet No. 2 

4th Revised Sheet No. 2A, Canceling 3rd Revised Sheet No. 2A 
9th Revised Sheet No. 3, Canceling 8th Revised Sheet No. 3 

11th Revised Sheet No. 1, Canceling 10th Revised Sheet No. 1 
10th Revised Sheet No. 4, Canceling 9th Revised Sheet No. 4 

2nd Revised Sheet No. 5A, Canceling 1st Revised Sheet No. 5A 
 

P.S.C. Mo. No. 2 
12th Revised Sheet No. 3, Canceling 11th Revised Sheet No. 3 
7th Revised Sheet No. 5, Canceling 6th Revised Sheet No. 5 

9th Revised Sheet No. A-1, Canceling 8th Revised Sheet No. A-1 
6th Revised Sheet No. A-2, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. A-2 
6th Revised Sheet No. A-3, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. A-3 
9th Revised Sheet No. B-1, Canceling 8th Revised Sheet No. B-1 
6th Revised Sheet No. B-2, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. B-2 
6th Revised Sheet No. B-3, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. B-3 
9th Revised Sheet No. C-1, Canceling 8th Revised Sheet No. C-1 
6th Revised Sheet No. C-2, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. C-2 
6th Revised Sheet No. C-3, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. C-3 

10th Revised Sheet No. D-1, Canceling 9th Revised Sheet No. D-1 
6th Revised Sheet No. D-2, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. D-2 
6th Revised Sheet No. D-3, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. D-3 
8th Revised Sheet No. E-1, Canceling 7th Revised Sheet No. E-1 
6th Revised Sheet No. E-2, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. E-2 
6th Revised Sheet No. E-3, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. E-3 
6th Revised Sheet No. E-4, Canceling 5th Revised Sheet No. E-4 

 

P.S.C. Mo. No. 1 
12th Revised Sheet No. 1, Canceling 11th Revised Sheet No. 1 

1st Revised Sheet No. 1b, Canceling Original Sheet No. 1b 
8th Revised Sheet No. 2, Canceling 7th Revised Sheet No. 2 

 

P.S.C. Mo. No. 7 
1st Revised Sheet No. 4, Canceling Original Sheet No. 4 
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4. The proposed sewer service tariff sheets submitted under Tariff File Nos. YS-

2007-0415, YS-2007-0416, and YS-2007-0417 on December 15, 2006, by Missouri-American 

Water Company for the purpose of increasing rates for sewer service to customers are 

rejected.  The specific sheets rejected are: 

P.S.C. Mo. No. 8 
3rd Revised Sheet No. 4, Canceling 2nd Revised Sheet No. 4 

 

P.S.C. Mo. No. 2 
3rd Revised Sheet No. 4, Canceling 2nd Revised Sheet No. 4 

 

P.S.C. Mo. No. 7 
1st Revised Sheet No. 9, Canceling Original Sheet No. 9 

 
5. The proposed capacity charge tariff sheets submitted under Tariff File Nos. 

JS-2007-0713, and JS-2007-0714 on April 2, 2007, by Missouri-American Water Company for 

the purpose of increasing rates for sewer service to customers are rejected.  The specific 

sheets rejected are: 

PSC Mo. - No 8 
Jefferson County (Cedar Hill) District 

Original Sheet No. 4a 
Original Sheet No. 16a 
Original Sheet No. 16b 
Original Sheet No. 16c 

 
PSC Mo. - No 7 

Warren County (Incline Village et al.) District 
Original Sheet No. 9a 
Original Sheet No. 9b 
Original Sheet No. 9c 

 
6. Missouri American Water Company may file proposed water service tariff 

sheets in compliance with this Report and Order. 
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7.   Missouri American Water Company may file proposed sewer service tariff 

sheets in compliance with this Report and Order. 

8. Missouri American Water Company may file proposed capacity charge 

service tariff sheets in compliance with this Report and Order. 

9. Pursuant to Commission Rule 4 CSR 240-3.650(17) and Section 

393.1006.6(1), RSMo 2000, MAWC’s current Infrastructure System Replacement Surcharge is 

reset to zero upon the effective date of the new rates in this proceeding.  Any new ISRS filings 

implemented between the dates the new rates are established in this proceeding and the 

effective date of new rates established in Missouri American Water Company’s next rate case 

proceeding shall follow the terms established for said filing in the Joint Recommendation, as 

embodied in the Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement filed on August 9, 2007. 

10. The Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission is hereby authorized and 

directed to conduct an informal investigation into the issues raised by Utility Workers Union of 

America Local 335, AFL-CIO Local 335 as directed in the body of this order.  The Staff shall file 

a report of this informal investigation with the Commission under this case number, WR-2007-

0216. 

11. All pending motions, not otherwise disposed of herein, are hereby denied.  

12. Any witness not finally excused by the Commission prior to the issuance of 

this Report and Order is hereby finally excused.  
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13. This Report and Order shall become effective on October 14, 2007. 

 
   BY THE COMMISSION 

 
 
 
 
 

 Colleen M. Dale 
   Secretary 

 
( S E A L ) 
 
Davis, Chm., Clayton, Appling, and 
Jarrett, CC., concur; 
Murray, C., concurs, with separate  
concurring opinion attached;  
and certify compliance with the provisions  
of Section 536.080, RSMo. 
 
 
Dated at Jefferson City, Missouri, 
on this 4th day of October, 2007. 
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BEFORE 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMI^ION OF OHIO 

In the Matter of the Applicatior\ of Ohio ) 
American Water Compciny to Increase its ) Case No. 09-391-WS-AIR 
Rates for Water and Sewer Services ) 
Provided to its Entire Service Area. ) 

OPINION AND ORDER 

The Conimission, coming now to consider the application, testimony, pleadings, 
and public comments of record in this proceeding, hereby issues its opinion and order. 

APPEARANCES: 

Bricker & Eckler, by Sally W. Bloomfield and Matthew W. Wamock, 100 South 
Third Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215-4291, on behalf of Ohio American Water Company. 

Richard Cordray, Ohio Attorney General, by Duane W. Luckey, Section Chief, and 
Thomas G. Lindgren and Sarah Parrot, Assistant Attorneys General, 180 East Broad Street, 
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3793, on behalf of Staff of the Commission. 

Janine L. Migden-Ostrander, Ohio Consumers' Counsel, by Melissa R. Yost and 
Michael E. Idzkowski, Assistant Consimiers' Counsel, 10 West Broad Street, Suite 1800, 
Columbus, Ohio 43215, on behalf of residential customers of Ohio American Water 
Company. 

Heruy W. Eckhart, 50 West Broad Street, Suite 2117, Columbus, Ohio 43215, on 
behalf of Dragoo Management Company. 

Mark D. Russell, Law Director, 233 West Center Street, Marion, Ohio 43302, on 
behalf of the city of Marion^ Ohio. 

HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDINGS: 

Ohio American Water Company (Ohio American, Company) is an Ohio corporation 
headquartered in Marion, Ohio, and a public utility supplying water and wastewater 
service to consumers within the state of Ohio. The Company is the successor to the 
Marion Water Company, incorporated in 1923, and subsequently formed by the merger of 
the Marion Company with Ashtabula Water Works Company, Lawrence County Water 
Company, and the Ohio Cities Water Company in Tiffin, Ohio. In 2002, Ohio American 
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added customers in Franklin and Portage counties through the purchase of the assets of 
Citizerts Utilities Company of Ohio (Citizens) (Staff Ex. 3, at 1,30). 

Ohio American is a wholly owned subsidiary of American Water Works Company, 
Inc. (AWW)̂  headquartered in Voorhees, New Jersey, which controls water company 
subsidiaries serving almost 17 million people in 29 states. Administrative, legal, 
engineering, and other back-office functions are provided by a related affiliate, American 
Water Works Service Company, Inc., through its central region office in St. Louis, 
Missouri. In January 2003, AWW was acquired by RWE AG (RWE), a German 
multinational utility group headquartered in Essen, Germany. In November 2006, RWE 
announced its intention to divest all of its shares of AWW, subject to market conditions. 
On April 23, 2008, RWE sold approximately 40 percent of its shares of the common stock 
of AWW through an initial public offering on the New York Stock Exchange. Since that 
time, RWE has been divesting itself of AWW stock. As of August 18, 2009, RWE's 
holdings in AWW common stock have been reduced to 23.54 percent (Id.), 

Ohio American's service territory consists of 17 water systems and three 
wastewater systems serving approximately 51,120 water and 6,575 wastewater customers 
throughout Ohio, as of December 31, 2008. The Company's service territory is separated 
over eight districts in the state of Ohio: Ashtabula, Lawrence County, Marion, Tiffin, 
Franklin County, Mansfield, Lake White, and Portage County. These districts are 
combined into three divisiorts for rate-making purposes: 

(1) The "Water A" division includes the Ashtabula, Lake White, 
Lawrence County, Mansfield, Marion, and Tiffin districts. 

(2) The "Water C" division includes the former Citizens customers 
in Portage County and water operations in Franklin County. 

(3) The "Wastewater" division includes only wastewater 
operations in Franklin County. 

(Ohio American Ex. 1 at 4-6; Staff Ex. 3, at 1). 

The Company operates its own water treatment facilities, except in Lawrence 
County, Portage County, and a portion of Marion County, The Lav^Tence County District 
purchases all of its water from the Huntington Water Company, a West Virginia 
subsidiary of AWW. The Portage County District purchases all of its water from Portage 
County Water Resources. The Preble County portion of the Marion District purchases all 
of its water from the Richmond District of Indiana American Water Company, another 
AWW subsidiary (Staff Ex. 3, at 1). 
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On May 7, 2009, Ohio American filed a notice of intent to file an application to 
increase its water rates in its entire service area, and its sewer service rates in the Franklin 
County district. In its notice of intent, the Company also requested a waiver for certain 
standard filing requirements relating to financial and informational data and testimony. 
By entry issued June 3, 2009, the Commission approved the requested waivers, date 
certain of December 31, 2008, and test-year period of October 1, 2008 through September 
30,2009. 

Ohio American filed its application to increase rates with standard filing 
requirements on June 8,2009. Ohio Consumers' Counsel (OCC), Dragoo & Associates, Inc. 
aka Dragoo Management, Inc. (Dragoo), and the city of Marion filed motions to intervene 
in the case on May 15, 2009, May 27, 2009, and July 20, 2009, respectively. By its entiy 
issued July 29, 2009, the Commission accepted the application for filing as of June 8, 2009, 
and ordered the applicant to publish notice of the application pursuant to Section 4909.19, 
Revised Code. 

On September 23, 2009, Ohio American filed a motion seeking an expedited ruling 
from the Commission that substantial compliance with the publication directive outiined 
in the July 29, 2009, entry had been achieved and directing that an additional notice be 
published to ameliorate a newspaper's error in publication. Specifically, Ohio American 
explained that, rather than publishing notice of the application once a week for three 
consecutive weeks as directed by the July 29,2009, entry, notice was published three times 
but twice in one week (i.e., August 10 and August 12, 2009) in the Columbus Dispatch. By 
entry issued September 30, 2009, the Conunission found that substantial compliance vdth 
the publication directive had occurred but to ameliorate the newspaper's error, a fourth 
publication of notice at the newspaper's expense was approved. On October 13, 2009, 
Ohio American filed proofs of publication. 

Pursuant to Section 4909.19, Revised Code, Staff conducted an investigation of the 
application and filed its report (Staff Report, Staff Ex. 3) on November 27,2009. Objections 
to the Staff Report were filed by Ohio American, OCC, and Dragoo on December 28,2009. 

Ohio American's ctorrent rates and charges were established by this Conrunission's 
opinion issued on November 12, 2008, in Case No. 07-1112-WS-AIR. The following table 
shows the approximate amount and percentage increase of additional revenue generated 
using the applicant's proposed rates versus those recommended in the Staff Report, when 
applied to the total adjusted test year sales volume. 
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Service Area 
Water A 
Revenue Increase 
Percentage Increase 
Water C 
Revenue Increase 
Percentage Increase 
Wastewater 
Revenue Increase 
Percentage Increase 
Total Company 
Revenue Increase 
Percentage Increase 

Application 

$6,694,235 
23.57% 

$1,339,956 
26.44% 

$716,760 
18.28% 

$8,750,951 
23.40% 

Staff Report 

$1,216,714 to $1,645,968 
4.30 -5.82% 

$299,601 to $372,505 
5.85% - 7.27% 

$136,470 to $200,967 
3.58%-5.27% 

*$1,936,113 
5.20% 

(Staff Report at 2-4,84.) *Total Company Staff Mid-Point. 

By entry issued January 5, 2010, local public hearings were scheduled for January 
20, 2010, in both Mansfield and Marion, Ohio; on January 21, 2010, in Galloway, Ohio; on 
January 25, 2010, in Groveport, Ohio; and on January 28, 2010, in Westerville, Ohio. By 
entry issued January 29, 2010, additional local public hearings were scheduled for 
February 22, 2010, m Ashtabula, Ohio and on February 23, 2010, in Tiffin, Ohio. The 
evidentiary hearing was held as scheduled beginning on January 27, 2010, and lasting 
until February 12, 2010, at the offices of the Commission. Notice of the local public 
hearings was published in accordance with Section 4903.083, Revised Code, and proofs of 
such publication were filed on January 26,2010, and March 5,2010. 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY: 

More than 180 letters, petitions, and other correspondence were filed in this docket 
by Ohio American customers and public officials in opposition to the proposed rate 
increases. Most of the conunents relate to the amount or percentage of the proposed 
increase and the frequency of Ohio American rate increases given that this proceeding 
marks the Company's fourth rate case in just over five years.^ 

Each of the seven local hearings were well-attended with 11 witnesses testifying at 
the January 20, 2010, afternoon hearing in Mansfield, and 14 witnesses testifying at the 
evening hearing in Marion. At the Mansfield hearing, the public witnesses generally 

In Ohio-American's previous rate cases, the company's application was filed on March 12, 2004, in Case 
No. 03-2390-WS-AIR, on April 17, 2006, in Case No. 06-433-WS-AIR, and on November 17, 2007, m Case 
No. 07-1112-WS-AIR. 
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voiced opposition to the size and frequency of the Company's rate increases, and concerns 
about the impact of higher rates on property values, low-income customers, and retirees 
on fixed incomes. Two witnesses testified that they would like to have a water meter 
installed to measure the volume of water they use. One vdtness testified to rust problerr\s, 
while others asserted that their water quality was good and that service has improved 
since Ohio American assumed ownership of their system. 

At the Marion hearing, every witness voiced opposition to the current proposed 
increase, particularly in light of the Company's history of recent increases. Other concerns 
dealt with water leaks and repair problems, billhig or meter issues, and odor or 
appearance issues. Many witnesses discussed the depressed economy of Marion and how 
an additional rate increase will impact the unemployed, low-income, and senior citizen 
populations. 

As in the previous Ohio American rate cases, the local public hearings in Franklin 
County, specifically Groveport (January 25, 2010), Galloway (January 21, 2010), and 
Westerville January 28, 2010), were heavily attended with 38 witnesses testifying in 
Groveport, 14 witnesses testifying in Galloway, and 32 customers testifying in Westerville. 
These customers almost unanimously testified m opposition to the proposed rate increase. 
Many witnesses claimed that the water led to the premature replacement of water-using 
appliances and fixtures such as water heaters, dishwashers, faucets, and toilets. Also 
discussed were sediments suspended in the water and an orange residue and white chalky 
substance left behind by the water. Numerous witnesses at the Groveport hearing 
expressed frustration at having to bear the expense of privately softening the water while 
paying such high rates to Ohio American for water service. A few witnesses even 
expressed a belief that the water contributed to health concerns. Many witnesses claimed 
to be receiving inferior water quality while paying an outiandish rate. Several witnesses 
discussed the relatively high rates of Ohio American compared with nearby municipal 
water services. Additionally, as noted in the 2006 and 2008 hearings, customers are 
concerned about the impact of the frequent rate hikes on their neighborhoods that are 
populated by moderate and fixed-income families, and their ability to sell their homes 
given the relatively higher water and sewer rates compared to surrounding areas served 
by cheaper municipal water and sewer services. Many discussed the level of their rates as 
compared with wage and inflation levels, and expressed a desire to see justification for the 
proposed increase and to better understand the factors upon which their rates are 
determined. 

At the Ashtabula local public hearing on February 22, 2010, five witnesses testified 
concerning Ohio American's rate application. All five witnesses expressed opposition to 
the rate increase proposed by the Company. Several witnesses testified that during these 
tough economic times, Ohio American should make do with the revenues the Company 
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currently receives. One witness noted that any increase in rates would be devastating to a 
lot of households in the area (Ashtabula transcript at 10). A county commissioner testified 
that any increase in rates would impact more than just Ohio American customers as the 
county also buys water in bulk from Ohio American (M. at 12). Another customer 
expressed concern over the proposal to increase the customer charge and the provisions 
for uriaccoimted-for-water. Four witnesses testified at the Tiffin local public hearing on 
February 23, 2010, The mayor of Tiffin testified that he would like to see the Company 
update the water infrastructure within the conununity when the water lines are exposed 
during a construction project (Tiffin trcuiscript at 14). The Seneca County Job and Family 
Services director offered statistics on the underemployed and unemployed in Seneca 
County while the director of law for the city of Tiffin expressed a position that Tiffin 
customers just carmot afford a 23.57 percent rate increase (7d. at 15-16,20). 

COMMISSION REVIEW AN DISCUSSION 

Motion for Protective Order 

On January 4, 2010, OCC filed a motion seeking protective treatment of the 
confidential testimony of OCC vdtness Rusty Russell. In support of the motion, OCC 
submits that portions of Mr. Russell's testimony reflects information deemed by Ohio 
American to constitute trade secret mformation. OCC's motion for protective treatment of 
the unredacted version of the testimony of Rusty Russell is well made and is, therefore, 
granted. Pursuant to Rule 4901-1-24(1^, Ohio Administrative Code (O.A.C), protective 
treatment will be granted for 18 months from the date of this opinion and order. 

Post-hearing Motions to Strike 

Following the conclusion of briefing in this matter, OCC and Staff filed motions to 
strike certain portions of the briefs submitted by Ohio American. These motions generally 
fall into two categories: (1) objections to the Staff Report that should be deemed 
withdrawn; and (2) arguments based on non-record resources. We will address these two 
categories below. 

On March 25, 2010, Staff filed a memorandum in support of a motion to strike 
portioris of Ohio American's initial and reply briefs filed by OCC on March 24, 2010. 
Included within the memorandimi in support. Staff made arguments concerning 12 
objections the Company made to the Operating Income and Rate Base and Rate of Return 
sections of the Staff Report that Ohio American did not address in its initial brief. Citing to 
Rule 4901-1-28(D), O.A.C, and the attorney examuier's December 9, 2009, ruling in this 
case. Staff notes that the Company's objections are, without further action, deemed 
withdrawn. Staff requests that the Commission strike those portions of Ohio American's 
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reply brief that pertahi to objections to the Staff Report that the Company failed to address 
in its initial brief. Staff argues that Ohio American's opportunity to refute these arguments 
has been foreclosed by its failure to address its objections in its initial brief. 

On March 29, 2010, Ohio American filed a memorandum contra the OCC motion to 
strike and the memorandum in support filed by Staff on March 24 and March 25, 2010, 
respectively. Regarding those issues Staff has argued should be deemed withdravm, Ohio 
American claims that those objections were addressed in either the Company's initial brief 
and/or reply brief. The Company also notes that it would be unfair to prohibit the 
Company from filing a reply brief responsive to the arguments made in the Staff's initial 
brief. Further, Ohio American claims that there is no requirement in the Commission's 
rules indicating that an objection topic must be addressed in a certain amount of detail. 
Nevertheless, the Company submits that the Commission has the authority, pursuant to 
Rule 4901-1-38(B), O.A.C, to waive any requirement, k\cluding Rule 4901-1-28(D), O.A.C, 
upon its own motion or for good cause shown. On April 5, 2010, Staff filed a reply to Ohio 
American's memorandum contra. 

OCC filed, on April 1, 2010, a motion listing 24 objections that should be deemed 
withdrawn as Ohio American failed to address those objections in the Company's initial 
brief. OCC's list of withdrawn objections includes and expands on the list contained in the 
March 25, 2010, Staff memorandum in support. On April 2, 2010, Ohio American filed a 
memorandum contra OCC's April 1, 2010, motion. Ohio American reiterates its 
disagreement with Staff's interpretation of Rule 4901-1-28(D), O.A.C, and the role of reply 
briefs in Commission proceedings. The Company states that the only objections 
withdrawn by the Company are those objections not raised in either the initial or the reply 
briefs. Ohio American then listed six specific objections (subsumed within the lists offered 
by Staff and by OCC) withdrawn by the Company. OCC filed a reply to Ohio American's 
memorandum contra on April 9,2010. 

The Commission agrees with the positior\s expressed by Staff and by OCC in 
support of their respective motions to have certain Ohio American objections withdrawn 
for failure to address those issues in the Company's initial brief. Rule 490l-l-28(D), 
O.A.C, is very straightforward. This rule states that "In a rate case proceeding, an 
objection to a staff report will be deemed withdrawn if a party fails to address it in its 
initial brief." This rule is intended to narrow the issues which the Confunission must 
decide in its order and it serves to provide parties with issues to address in their reply 
briefs. Ohio American has also pointed out that the Commission has the authority to 
waive this rule. We decline to do so as it would prejudice the other parties in this case. 
Ohio American had a full opportunity to address these issues in its initial brief. The 
Company's failure to avail itself of that opportunity provides no basis for us now to 
provide the Company with relief. Accordingly, the Company objections listed by Staff 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 297 of 355



09-391-WS-AIR -8-

and by OCC in their respective pleadkigs filed on March 25, 2010, and April 1, 2010, are 
deemed withdravm. Pursuant to Rule 4901-1-28(C), Ohio Administrative Code (O.A.C), 
unless otherwise discussed in this opinion and order. Staff's position on the issues as set 
forth in the Staff Report to which no objection has been filed and as modified by Staff 
testimony presented at the evidentiary hearing, is adopted. Those modificatioT\s to the 
Staff Report recoixunendations made at hearing include: (1) Schedule C-3.1 Sales Revenue 
(Tr. IX at 1598); (2) Schedule C-3.5 Purchased Power Expense (Staff Ex. 4 at 5; Tr. XI at 
1481-1487); (3) Schedule C-3.9 Unaccounted for Water Expense Adjustment (Staff Ex, 9 at 
4; Tr. IX at 1524-1525); and (4) Schedule C-3.14 Tank Painting Expense Adjustinent (Staff 
Ex. 9 at 6). 

On March 24, 2010, OCC filed a motion to strike certain portions of Ohio 
American's uiitial and reply briefs for relying on non-record resources. OCC first seeks to 
strike portions of the Company's reply brief (pages 49-50) which cite to Application 
Schedule E-2 as this schedule, along with the application, certain schedules, and company 
work papers, were never introduced as exhibits at the hearing. Next, OCC seeks to strike 
testimony filed as part of a previous rate case that was subsequently stipulated. OCC also 
notes that references to this testimony had been stricken by the attorney examiner at the 
hearing (Tr. XII at 2139-2140). According to OCC, Ohio American also improperly cited to 
two documents from the Federal Register that were not introduced at the hearing to 
support the Company's contention that additior\al costs to increase water quality 
standards are affordable if they do not exceed 2.5 percent of median household income. 
OCC also points to information from other Commission cases (e.g.. Aqua Ohio and 
FirstEnergy) that is not evidence in this case that Ohio American uses to support its 
positions. OCC next moves to strike references in the initial and reply briefs to a National 
Regulatory Research Institute (NRRI) Report used to rebut arguments of residential 
subscribers subsidizing special contract customers. OCC notes that a co-author of the 
NRRI Report was an OCC witness and thus the report could have been introduced and the 
OCC witness could have been cross-examined about the report during the hearing but this 
was never done. OCC also challenges the use by Ohio American of a quotation from a 
book entitled Principles of Public Utilih/ Rates. Further, OCC seeks to strike all discussion of 
updated rate case expense offered in response to a Staff Data Request No. 80 that was not 
offered as evidence. Finally, OCC submits that arguments offered concerning hiring dates 
cind employment details of certain Ohio American employees and non-record statements 
in an attempt to refute criticisms of the Company's rate case expenses should be stricken. 

Ohio American filed a memorandum contra on March 29, 2010. Ohio American 
submits that it is not necessary to introduce the application as evidence as the application 
is the foundation of the Staff's investigation and is statutorily required pursuant to Section 
4909.18, Revised Code. Regeirding Schedule E-2, the Company explains that this schedule 
and Schedule E-1 (which was admitted as an exhibit) are essentially the same document. 
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Regarding testimony from a prior Ohio American rate case, the Company submits that it 
very carefully crafted this portion of the brief to conform to the testimony at the hearing 
and that was not otherwise stricken. Citing to 44 USCS § 1507, Ohio American claims that 
the contents of the Federal Register are appropriate for judicial notice. Regarding citation 
to OCC comments made in a prior Aqua Ohio proceeding, the Company notes that this is 
a publicly filed document and a proper subject for administrative notice. As for the 
reference to the FirstEnergy tariff, Ohio American notes that a published tariff has the 
effect of a statute. OCC's objections to the NRRI Report should be derued, according to the 
Company, as OCC also cited to sources not introduced as evidence in the case. Regarding 
the book entitled Principles of Public Utility Rates, Ohio American claims that this is a 
citation to a learned treatise relied upon in the direct prefiled testimony of Company 
witness Ahern. Moreover, the author of the quotation cited from the book, James 
Bonbright, has been relied upon by the Supreme Court and lower federal courts. 
Regarding Staff Data Request No. 80, Ohio American claims such technical non­
compliance can be cured by a late-filed exhibit if the Commission wishes the Company to 
file this data request respor\se. Lastiy, the Company believes it is utterly ridiculous for 
OCC to argue that every sentence and/or thought needs to be cited in a brief. OCC filed a 
reply to Ohio American's memorandum contra on April 5,2010. 

The Commission will grant in part and deny in part OCC's motion to strike certain 
portions of the brief for reliance upon non-record evidence. For the reasons cited in OCC's 
March 24, 2010, motion to strike and the April 5, 2010, reply, the Commission will strike 
references to the testimony of Patrick Baryenbruch filed as part of the 2007 Ohio American 
rate case, the statements referring to OCC conunents concerning the service quality of 
Aqua Ohio made in a separate Commission proceeding, references to the NRRI Report, 
arguments concerning Staff Data Request No. 80, and non-record statements concerning 
hiring dates and regarding OCC attorneys Mr, Poulos and Mr. Weston. The remaining 
motions to strike are denied. Thus, the Conunission will not strike references in the 
Company's initial or reply briefs to the application and schedules required by the 
Commission's standard filing requirements. Chapter 4901-7-01, O.A.C, the Company's 
citation to the Federal Register, citation to the book entitled Principles of Public Utility Rates, 
and the reference to the FirstEnergy tariff. 

RATE BASE 

Rate base represents an applicant's net investment in plant and other assets as of 
the date certain which are used and useful in providing regulated utility services to its 
customers and upon which its uivestors are entitied to the opportunity to earn a fair and 
reasonable rate of return. For purposes of the Staff Report, rate base is divided into Plant 
in Service, Depreciation Reserve, Construction Work in Progress, Working Capital, and 
Other Rate Base Items. 
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Continuing Property Records Adjustments 

Ohio American objects to the Staff's exclusion of approximately $1.5 million of 
electrical upgrades at the Marion Electrical Plant. Ohio American claims that, in 2008, the 
Company completed sigruficant upgrades to the entire electrical system at its Marion 
Treatment Plant (Marion Electrical Plant). According to the Company, these upgrades 
included necessary equipment such as generators, switch gear, and wiring and breakers 
(Tr. IX at 1451). Staff did not question, Ohio American claims, the Company's inclusion of 
approximately $2 million of the electrical upgrades (Tr. IX at 1458), yet arbitrarily excluded 
from rate base more than $1.5 million including $99,999 from Account No. 323 (Other 
Power Producing Equipment) and $1,455,176 from Account No. 325 (Electrical Pumping 
Equipment) due to a keypunch error whereby Ohio American employees failed to trar\sfer 
the disputed amounts from Construction Work in Progress (CWIP) to Utility Plant (Staff 
Ex. 3 at 96, Sch. B-2.2a4). Ohio American claims that the evidence conclusively establishes 
that the entire Marion Electrical Plant was completed, in service, and used and useful as of 
the date certain and that the Marion Electrical Plant could not have operated without the 
components that the Staff excluded. 

Pointing to the testimony of Mr. David K. Little, President of Ohio American and 
Operator in Responsible Charge of the Marion Electrical Plant in 2008, the Company 
claims that the Marion Electrical Plant became operational on November 20, 2008, more 
than five weeks before the date certain in this case (Ohio American Ex. lA at 8; Tr. IX at 
1454; Rebuttal Testimony of David K. Littie, Ohio American Ex. 37 at 8). Mr. Littie testified 
that he personally observed the upgraded electrical system in service and operational on 
November 20,2008, and was at the Marion Treatment facility when Ohio Edison Company 
disconnected the old switch gear and transferred service to the new switch gear (Ohio 
American Ex. 37 at 8). Relying on maintenance records and other documentation, Mr. 
Little asserts that the upgraded Marion Electrical Plant was completed, in-service, and 
used and useful as of the date certain (Ohio American Ex. 37, Rebuttal Ex, DKL-2). 

On brief, Ohio American argues that Staff's exclusive reliance on the Company's 
CPR records is nusplaced and xmreasonable. Citing to Section 4909.18(A), Revised Code, 
Ohio American subnuts that Ohio law simply requires utility plant to be used and useful 
in order to be included in rate base. Staff relied solely on the Company's CPR records over 
any other evidence such as testimony of a witness who attended the in-service event and 
exhibits documenting the testing of equipment after it was in service. Ohio American 
contends that Staff's position defies common sense and Ohio Supreme Court precedent 
which states that the used and useful determination "should be ascertained by the trier of 
the facts in light of all the circunnstances." Office of Consumers' Counsel v. Pub. Util 
Comm'n, 58 Ohio St,2d 449, 453 (1979). Ohio American asserts that not only did Staff know 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 300 of 355



09-391-WS-AIR -11-

of the accounting error in the Company's CPR records, but Staff further inquired about the 
error and reviewed documents relating to the error before disregarding such information 
and relying solely on the Company's CPR records (Tr. IX at 1457). The Company claims 
that Commission precedent obligates Staff to perform a supplemental investigation of the 
plant account when notified of an error by an applicant and that information concerning 
unclassified plant can be included in rate base even though the Staff Report predated the 
availability of the information concerning the unclassified plant (Reply brief at 6). Based 
on the evidence of record, Ohio American asserts that approximately $1.5 rrullion 
associated with electrical upgrades at the Marion Electrical Plant was used and useful as of 
the date certain and should have been included in the Company's rate base. 

According to the Staff Report (Staff Ex. 3), Ohio American's plant-in-service 
represents the surviving original cost of the plant that is used and useful in providing 
water and wastewater services to its customers. The Company maintains it property 
records by district. The Mansfield district has ten physically separate systems while the 
Franklin County district has five separate systems and includes three wastewater 
treatment plants (Id. at 4). The Staff reviewed and tested Ohio American's plant 
accounting system to ascertain if the information in the Company's plant ledgers and 
supporting continuing property records represents a reliable source of original cost data. 
The Staff further conducted inspections to verify the existence of property and to 
detennine its used and useful nature (Id.). When the application was filed, Ohio American 
was in the midst of changing the CPR accounting system from JD Edwards to PowerPlant 
and, as a result, the Company had difficulty supporting its date certain plant-in-service 
account balances as reflected in the application. The Company's B-2.3 schedules reflect 
account balances but no work papers were provided supporting where plant additions, 
retirements, or transfers took place within Water A, Water C, and Wastewater (Id. at 5). As 
a result, the Staff requested the Company's CPR by district. In respor^se to the Staff's 
request, Ohio American provided three different CPR workbook files on three separate 
occasions. Nearly six weeks into the Staff's investigation, the Company provided a set of 
CPR's with work order numbers. Further complicating the Staff's investigation was the 
fact that the Company reflected plant additions in this case with a vintage date (discussed 
below) prior to the date certain in the previous rate case. Case No. 07-1117-WS-AIR (Id.). 
Ultimately, the Staff adjusted the plant balances in the application to match the balances 
reflected in the third set of continuing property records (Id. at 7; Staff Ex. 4 at 2). 

Citing to Section 4909.15(A)(1), Revised Code, the Staff explains that the value of 
rate base must be determined by examination of the utility's property as of the date certain 
and that the property must be used and useful on that date (Staff brief at 4). The Ohio 
Supreme Court has also addressed this issue, finding that property included in rate base 
must be used and useful by the date certain (OCC v. PUCO at 457). The Staff notes that 
Ohio American chose when to file this rate application and also selected the test year and 
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the date certain. The Company's CPR records indicate that the items excluded by the Staff 
were not listed as plant-in-service on December 31, 2008, die Company's selected date 
certain (Staff brief at 4). 

In the Staff's view, Ohio American is asking the Commission to ignore what its own 
records reveal. However, the Staff is boimd by statute to assess property as of the date 
certain. In this case. Staff used Ohio American's CPR's which establish that a portion of 
the electrical system upgrade to the Marion Electrical Plan was not plant-in-service as of 
the date certain (Staff Ex. 4 at 2; Tr. IX at 1454). Although the Staff also visited the Marion 
Electrical Plant, the site visit occurred in August 2009, well after the date certain of 
December 31, 2008 (Tr. IX at 1453,1454,1470). Additionally, altiiough the Staff had some 
indication from the Company's CPR that at least a portion of the electrical system upgrade 
was operational in November 2008, the Staff had no way of knovdng whether the specific 
items ultimately excluded were used and useful as of the date certain (Tr. DC at 1454,1470). 
Nor should it matter, according to the Staff, that the excluded items were included in 
CWIP. The Staff did not review the CWIP account because Ohio American did not request 
an allowance for CWIP in its application (Staff Ex. 3 at 12). On rebuttal, Ohio American 
attempted to demonstrate, by way of plant maintenance records for a back-up generator, 
that the excluded items had to be operational on the date certain (Ohio American Ex. 37; 
Rebutted Ex. DKL-2). These plant maintenance records were only seen by the Staff during 
the final days of the evidentiary hearing and, therefore, were not reviewed by Staff during 
the course of its investigation (Staff brief at 6). The Staff asserts that the Staff, and the 
Commission, must be able to rely on a company's CPR. The Staff maintains that the 
Conrunission's practice of relying on utility records of property in service to determine the 
value of utility property used and useful has been upheld as a reasonable means of 
determining rate base. City of Columbus v. Puk Util. Comm% 58 Ohio St.2d 103,105 (1979). 
According to Staff, the fact that these items were not included in plant-in-service in the 
Company's ov̂ m CPRs, combined with the discrepancies found in those records as 
discussed below in the Prior Vintage Additions section, supports the Staff's 
recommendation to exclude a portion of the Marion Electrical Plant system upgrade (Staff 
brief at 6). Lastiy, Staff asserts that Ohio American bears the burden of proof in this 
proceeding, and the Company's CPRs fail to support this burden (Staff Reply brief at 5). 

Having fully reviewed the arguments presented on this issue, we find that Staff's 
disallowance of $1.5 million in electrical upgrades at the Marion Electrical Plant was 
proper. As noted by Staff, Ohio American has the burden of proof on this item and the 
evidence of record is far from clear on whether the electrical upgrades Staff questioned 
were used and useful on the date certain. While the Company president testified that 
electrical upgrades were completed five weeks before the date certain in this case, Ohio 
American's own continuing property records do not support the Company's contention. 
The Company on rebuttal also pointed to maintenance records to attempt to prove that the 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 302 of 355



09-391-WS-AIR -13-

electrical upgrades were completed and the plant operational on the date certain. We 
afford these maintenance records littie weight because the Company was aware of Staff's 
position in late November 2009 but chose to wait to bring the maintenance records to the 
Staffs attention until the final days of the evidentiary hearing. Under these circumstances. 
Staff had little or no opportunity to examine and investigate Ohio American's additional 
proof. For the foregoing reasons, we adopt the Staff's position on this issue. 

Prior Vintage Adjustments 

Ohio American next objects to exclusion by Staff of $1,442,914 of Prior Vintage 
Additions from the Company's rate base ($1,282,874 in Water A Utility Plant, $101,236 in 
Water C Utility Plant, and $58,804 in Wastewater Utility Plant). The Company submits 
that, contrary to the statutory mandate set forth in Section 4909.15, Revised Code, Staff 
neglected to focus on the relevant issue of whether these plant items had prior vintage 
dates that were used and useful as of the date certain. Instead, Ohio American claims. 
Staff established an arbitrary cut-off point and excluded plant items merely because Ohio 
American took too long after the in-service date to accotmt for them (Tr. IX 1465-1466). 
The length of time between the in-service date and placement of data in the CPR is 
irrelevant, Ohio American claims, and constitutes no basis at all for excluding items from 
the Company's rate base. Moreover, the Company maintains, the fact that Ohio American 
failed to record the in-service date for these plant assets on the CPR schedules in its prior 
rate case merely means that the Company prejudiced itself from not having those items 
included in a prior rate case. 

Further, the Staff was aware, according to the Company, that the length of time 
between the in-service date and the accounting date often resulted from blanket work 
orders (Tr. IX at 1460-1462). A blanket work order is used to account for a number of small 
projects (e.g., installations of service lines, meters, and meter settings) so the projects 
appear on a single work order instead of numerous small work orders, which entails a 
delay in recording the correct in-service date (Tr. IX at 1461). Perhaps, most importantly, 
Ohio American claims, is that the vintage date identified for each project in the blanket 
work order is the date of the first project on the blanket work order (Id.). 

Staff submits that the exclusiorw from plant for items listed in the Company's CPRs 
as plant additior\s occurring between June 30, 2007, and December 31, 2008, but with a 
vintage date prior to June 30, 2007, which was the date certain in the Company's prior rate 
case. Case No. 07-1117-WS-AIR, (2007 Rate Case) were appropriate. Because these plant 
additions have a vintage date prior to the date certain in the 2007 Rate Case, the additions 
should have been included in Case No. 07-1117-WS-AIR (Staff Ex, 3 at 7; Staff Ex. 4 at 3). 
Staff witness Brown provided examples of plant items with three different dates, a vintage 
or in-service date, an activity date (showing when the dollars were actually booked) from 
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the CPRs as submitted in this case, and a vintage or in-service date from information 
provided by Ohio American in Case No. 09-92-WW-SIC (Tr. IX at 1461-1464, 1499-1500, 
1501; Staff Ex. 5; Staff Ex. 6; Staff Ex. 7). The Staff does not dispute tiiat these items are in 
service; however, it is the timing of the plant additions and the long periods of time that 
passed before the Company actually booked the dollars for these plant additions that 
causes the concern. The Staff submits that these discrepancies impeded the Staff's 
investigation and made it impossible to determine just when exactiy these plant additions 
became used and useful. While the Company attributes the discrepancies in its records to 
its use of blanket work orders, only some of the items are related to blanket work orders, 
testified Staff witness Brown (Tr. IX at 1460,1499-1500,1501; Staff Ex. 5). Without access to 
accurate CPRs, Staff carmot evaluate the used and useful rmture of the plant additions as 
of the date certain. In the absence of reliable records. Staff would need to complete a 
visual inspection of each plant addition on the day that it is placed in service, clearly an 
expensive, time-consunaing, and ur\reasonable proposition. 

Once again, Ohio American has failed to adequately prove that the prior vintage 
adjustments made by Staff are urweasonable and that the items should be included in the 
Company's rate base. Ohio American has offered no convincing evidence to establish that 
plant additions with a vintage date that proceeds the date certain in the last rate case have 
not already been factored into the Company's rates. Given the discrepancies in the 
Company's records and the long periods of time that passed before Ohio American 
actually booked these items, it is impossible to properly determine when these plant 
additior\s became used and useful. Accordingly, Staffs position on this issue will be 
adopted. 

Marion Corporate Office Plant -15 Percent Exclusion 

Ohio American next objects to the Staff's reduction of the Marion Corporate Office 
building by 15 percent. The Company claims that this exclusion is arbitrary insofar as 
Staff agreed to an 11 percent reduction in the 2007 Rate Case (Tr. IX at 1477). Ohio 
American claims that aU areas of the Marion Corporate Office building are currentiy used 
and that the Company has actually increased the percentage of utilized space since the 
2007 Rate Case. From Staff testimony submitted at the evidentiary hearing, Ohio 
American asserts that only two specific portions of the Marion Corporate Office building, 
the former call center and lobby, were excluded. Staff reached the conclusion that the 
former call center was not used and useful because the second floor conference room 
provided adequate conference space (Tr. IX at 1476). Staff reached this conclusion 
regarding the former call center, the Company avers, without opening the door to the 
second floor conference room and without determining the number of people the second 
floor conference room could hold. Staff further reached this conclusion, Ohio American 
clainos, vdthout acknowledging that the call center area was empty diu:ing its investigation 
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in the last rate case (Tr. IX at 1475), but that, at the time of the Staffs on-site investigation 
in this case, the call center area had a table and some chairs and could be used for training 
and conferencing purposes such as employee training, staff meetings, and labor relation 
meetings (Id.). 

Regarding lobby space, Ohio American claims that the Staff witness acknowledged 
that this is the first time that lobby space of a utility office building had not been 
considered used and useful (Tr. DC at 1479). In fact, according to the Company, the Staff 
witness was unaware of any other case in which a utility's lobby space has been excluded 
from rate base (Tr. IX at 1478-1479). Accordingly, because the Staff could not support the 
15 percent reduction (totaling $282,959), the Commission should, according to the 
Company, include 100 percent of the Marion Corporate Office building in Ohio 
American's rate base. 

Staff claims that the balance of the land and the outer shell of the Marion Corporate 
Office building was reduced by 15 percent to account for the total portion that was not 
deemed used and useful as of the date certain (Staff Ex. 3 at 7; Staff Ex. 4 at 4). Staffs 
inspection revealed that the portion of the Marion Corporate Office building referred to as 
the former call center was ordy used on occasion for training or meetings and that ample 
trairung and conference space is already available in the building for the same purpose (Tr. 
IX at 1475-1476,1478,1509-1510; Staff Ex. 4 at 4). Additionally, otiier areas of the building, 
such as an office on the second floor and a room in the basement of the building, are not 
used and still other areas, such as the lobby, are completely empty (Tr. JX at 1510-1511; 
Staff Ex. 4 at 4). Accordingly, the Staff determined that approximately 15 percent of the 
Marion Corporate Office building is not used and useful and properly excluded that 
amount. 

Staff notes that it was misleading to assert that, during the visual inspection. Staff 
did not open the door to the second floor conference room as the day of the inspection a 
meeting was taking place in the room and, regardless, the Staff witness knew from prior 
experience that tiie second floor conference room was a good-sized room capable of 
holding more than ten people (Tr. IX at 1478). Regarding the lobby area, the Staff witness 
noted that the lobby and counter area next to the lobby are completely empty (Tr. IX at 
1510-1511; Staff Ex. 4 at 4). 

Staff has provided sufficient rationale to justify excluding 15 percent of the Marion 
Corporate Office plant as not being used and useful. Staff noted that there are rooms on 
the second floor and in the basement that are not used. In addition. Staff testified that the 
lobby and that the counter area next to the lobby are empty. Accordingly, we find that 
Staff properly excluded 15 percent of the Marion corporate office plant from rate base. 
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Corporate Office Plant 

Ohio American next claims that the Staff improperly excluded items from 
Corporate Plant based on an arbitrary listing of assets compiled during the 2006 rate case 
(Case No. 06-433-WS-AIR). The Company claims tiiat any plant items that the Staff could 
not find during an on-site visit were included on the list for exclusion from rate base (Tr. 
IX at 1468). Because the parties reached a stipulation in the 2006 rate case, Ohio American 
claims it did not contest the listing of assets at that time. For purposes of the 2007 Rate 
Case, Ohio American claims that it reviewed the Staffs list and eliminated certain retired 
plant items from the Staff's list and included those items used and usefid. Yet the Staff 
excluded all of the assets remaining on the list from the 2006 rate case. Because the parties 
reached a settlement in the 2007 Rate Case, Ohio American claims that it did not formally 
contest the Staffs reliance on the arbitrary list of assets at that time. As the starting point 
for the current case, Ohio American claims that the Company once again began with the 
2006 rate case list, eliminated additional retired plant from its CPRs, and included in its 
rate base the remaining used and useful assets. The Company claims that, despite being 
informed by the Company that the 2006 list is incorrect, the Staff continues to use the 
outdated and incorrect information from a three-year old list and improperly excluded 
$797,268 of used and useful plant from rate base (Staff Ex. 3 at 99, Sch. B-2,2a7). 

Staff explains that the 2006 rate case adjustments were the product of an on-site 
inspection for which items could not be located and other items, designated by the 
Company, as items to be retired off of ti:\e books (Tr. IX at 1468,1508; Staff Ex. 4 at 3, Staff 
Ex. 8). These items were thus excluded by Staff in that case and again in the 2007 Rate 
Case. Because Ohio American did not reflect Staffs prior adjustments in its books for 
ratemaiking purposes in the current case. Staff excluded those items that had already been 
deemed not used and useful (Staff Ex. 4 at 4). During its site inspection in this case, Staff 
found the same types of items, not in use by the Company, but rather in storage (Tr. IX at 
1472). Staff thus made the same adjustments in this case as in the earlier cases. Staff 
maintains that the Company's CPRs continue to list items from its plant service accounts 
that should have been removed as a result of the past two rate cases. Therefore, Staff 
recommends that the Conunission order Ohio American to reflect Commission-approved 
plant-in-service adjustments made in prior rate cases by removing the assets from its 
plant-in-service accounts (Staff Ex. 3 at 5). 

The Commission agrees with Staffs position. Staff has justified the removal of the 
listed items from rate base for purposes of this proceeding. Moreover, we agree with Staff 
that the Company must reflect these ordered plant-in-service adjustments by now 
removing the assets from its plant-in-service accounts. 
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Management fees 

In its application, Ohio American sought recovery of management fee expenses 
totaling $4,060,453 (Ohio American Ex. 10 at 21-24). In the Staff Report, Staff proposed an 
adjusted management fee exper\se level of $2,318,804, based on various adjustments set 
forth in the Staff Report. At hearing. Staff offered the testimony of Staff witness Jeffrey 
Hecker (Staff Ex. 20) who proposed a revised level of management fee expense of 
$2,035,603 in revised Schedule C-3.18 which superseded the amount set forth in the Staff 
Report. 

Ohio American submits that the Staff Report unreasonably and unjustifiably 
excluded more than half of the Company's proposed management fees. Further, the 
Company claims that adoption of Staffs recommendations would reduce Ohio American's 
management fees to levels well below the amounts approved by the Commission in the 
last three rate cases. The first exclusion challenged by Ohio American is a reduction from 
management fees of $962,568 for salary and overhead of nine employees (Ohio American 
brief at 15 citing Staff Ex. 3 at 19). Ohio American claims that the Staff was under the 
mistaken impression that the Company had hired nine employees from the Service 
Company during the test year (Tr. XI at 1906, 1907-1908, 1933-1934). Contrary to Staffs 
position, Ohio American claims that seven of the nine employees hired by the Company 
had never been employed by the Service Company and the other two employees were 
hired by Ohio American in 2006, well before the test year in this case (Ohio American brief 
at 17). None of the activities performed by these Ohio American employees could have 
been duplicated by services performed by the Service Company and, although having 
similar titles to Service Company employees, there was no duplication of duties according 
to Ohio American witness VerDouw (Tr. XIII at 2258). For these reasor\s, Ohio American 
claims that $962,568 should be added back to the Company's expenses as management 
fees. 

Staff disagrees with the Company's objection and continues to recommend the 
exclusion of mariagement fees for nine positions. Staff witness Hecker testified that the 
employees in these nine positions perform functions for Ohio American that are similar in 
nature to functions provided by the Service Company for which Ohio America is being 
billed (Staff Ex. 20 at 34). According to Staff, the Company has apparentiy decided that it 
is preferable to staff these positions in Ohio rather than pay the costs of similar services 
from the Service Company (Id.). Staff supports Ohio American's decision to staff these 
employees in Ohio. Staff believes, based on information contained in the manual 
describing the functions that the Service Company provides, that there is some overlap in 
function for services including engineering, water quality compliance, lab analysis, 
finance, and human resources (Staff Ex. 20 at 3-4; Tr. XI at 1926,1932). Moreover, Staff 
submits that the Company has provided no documentation supporting its position that 
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there is absolutely no overlap in function. Thus, Staff included the nine positions in its 
labor expense calculation and excluded the entire salaries and associated overhead from 
management fees (Id.; Staff Ex. 22; Staff Ex. 3 at 9). Regarding the testimony of Company 
witness VerDouw, Staff maintains that Mr. VerDouw admitted on cross-examination that 
there is an overlap in positions retained by Ohio American and positions staffed at the 
Service Company, and that he did not know for which areas those latter positions 
provided support or services (Tr. XIII at 2210). Therefore, Staff claims that Ohio 
American's objection regarding the exclusion of $%2,568 from management fees should be 
rejected. 

The Commission finds that Staffs exclusion of $962,568 from management fees is 
appropriate. We are convinced that Staff has justified its rationale for excluding the salary 
and overhead for these rune positions from management fees and including such expenses 
in the labor expense calculation. Ohio American, who has the burden of proof in this 
proceeding, has failed to justify its position that there is no overlap in function regarding 
this matter. 

Next, Ohio American claimed that Staff improperly excluded an additional $499,435 
from management fees based on a misunderstanding of the Service Company (Ohio 
American brief at 20). The Company submits that Staff is assuming that there is a direct 
correlation between the number of budgeted Service Company employees and the actual 
numt)er of Service Company employees for the same period. The Company continues that 
Staff wrongly deducted from the fees that Ohio American pays to the Service Company 
the cost difference between the actual and budgeted number of Service Company 
employees. Staff makes this incorrect correlation, Ohio American submits, witiiout 
looking at each individual position and verifying that these employees would have 
worked for, and charged their time to Ohio American. Without knowing the activities that 
each of the employees in the unfilled positions would have performed and where the time 
of those positions would have been charged, an adjustment like this has no factual or 
rational basis claims Ohio American (Id. at 21). 

Staff disputes Ohio American's claims regarding this exclusion. Stciff notes that the 
Company's application included three months of actual expenses and nine months of 
forecasted expenses for the test year (Staff Ex. 20 at 2). The forecasted expenses were 
based on a projected headcount that was much higher, by 212 employees, than the actual 
headcount at the end of the test year (Id.). Staff believes that the actual headcoimt at the 
end of the test year is more characteristic of the current employee level at the Service 
Company and thus a more representative figiu-e for ratemaking purposes (Id.). Staff also 
disputes the Company's position that Staff used an arbitrary point in time to measure 
vacancies by using the actual headcount as of August 2(H}9 (Id.). Staff states that it used 
the most recent headcount when the Staff Report was issued which was the August 2009 
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headcount (Id.; Staff Ex. 3 at 19). Later, the Company provided updated information for 
September 2009 that revealed that there were 62 fewer employees as the Service Company 
than in August 2009. Thus, Staff revised its management fee adjustment to reflect the 
actual headcount as of September 2009 (Staff Ex. 20 at 2-3). 

We concur with Staffs exclusion of an additional $499^45 from management fees 
as discussed above. Staff offered a full explanation and justification for this exclusion. 
Ohio American, the party with the burden of proof, criticizes Staff's exclusion but offers no 
evidence in return to support the Company's position. 

In addition to the adjustments made by Staff to the Company's proposed 
management fee expenses, OCC offered eight additional exclusions^ that would, if 
adopted, restilt in a further reduced recovery in the amount of $1,475,918 in management 
fee expenses (OCC brief at 14). OCC's first two adjustments would eliminate one-half of 
the expenses associated v^th services provided by the Regulatory function of the Service 
Company as well as one-half of the expenses of the Rates and Regulation section of the 
Shared Service Center to Ohio American in line vdth OCC's recommendation to reduce by 
half all rate case expense (OCC Ex. 48 at 5,10). OCC's tiiird, forth, and fifth adjustments 
would be in the areas of External Affairs, Investor Relations, and Business Development. 
OCC offers that these three functions provide no direct and primary benefit to Ohio 
customers (Id. at 6-7, 8, 9). The sixth adjustment offered by OCC was to exclude that 
portion of management fees associated with Employee Awards such as employee 
appreciation dinners, prizes, and gift cards (OCC Ex. 49 at 8-11). Lastiy, OCC believes that 
management fees, regardless of the adjustments made above, should only increase by five 
percent as the result of imprudent management policies and/or administrative practices of 
the Company (OCC Ex. 48 at 12). 

In its reply brief, Ohio American asserts that none of OCCs further adjustments to 
management fees should be adopted. The Company argues that OCC's witness erred by 
beginning with Staffs reduced management fee adjustments and reducing further from 
this point (Tr. VII at 1236). Ohio American also claims that the OCC witness lacked an 
understanding of the Service Company's functions. As a final position, Ohio American 
states that there is absolutely no justification whatsoever for the arbitrary five percent cap 
the OCC witness proposed to the level of management fees (Tr. VII at 1241-1243; Ohio 
American reply brief at 13-14). 

Staff disagrees with all of OCC's further adjustments to management fees discussed 
above except one. Regarding the first adjustment. Staff points out the business 
development function authorized by Staff includes coordinating reporting and trairung 

We will address seven management fee exclusions here and discuss the OCC's further adjustment to 
deferred Pension and Other Post Employment Benefit expense below. 
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between the operating comparues (Staff Ex. 20 at 5). On the issue of external affairs, the 
expenses Staff included relate to corporate communications with customers which Staff 
submits are vital to the Company (Id. at 6). The investor relatior\s expenses provide a 
direct and primary benefit to customers by promoting a strong and healthy company and 
are thus a necessary cost of doing business. Staff avers (Id, at 7). Staff next disagrees with 
OCC's exclusion of one-half of the experises for regulatory and for the rates and regulation 
section of the Service Company. In support. Staff notes that these two categories of 
expenses are the nomud cost of doing business and further that OCC's one-half reduction 
is an arbitrary reduction (Id. at 7-8). Staff does, however, agree with OCC s adjustment to 
exclude the expenses associated with employee awards as employee awards offer no 
direct and primary benefit to customers (Id. at 8). Lastiy, Staff finds OCC's proposal to cap 
management fees at five percent based on an arbitrary percentage and contrary to the 
Staffs in-depth investigation of test year expenses undertaken in this proceeding (Id. at 9). 

The Commission determines that Staff has reasonably justified both the adjustments 
that Staff made to management fee expenses and the reasoris why further adjustments 
have not been made. For the reasons listed above, we deny all of OCC's further 
recommended adjustments to management fees except for those expenses associated with 
employee awards (in the amount of $10,811) which should have also been excluded. 
Accordingly, the Commission will adopt Staff's management fee exclusions set forth in 
revised Schedule C-3.18 in the amount of $2,035,603 and subject to any further 
modifications regarding incentive compensation discussed below. 

Incentive Compensation 

Staff improperly excluded 100 percent of incentive compensation plan expense 
from management fees totaling $223,935, Ohio American claims (Staff Ex, 3 at 15; Ohio 
American brief at 21, 38). Nevertheless, at hearing, Ohio American claims that Staff 
witness Choudhury agreed that only 40 percent, representing tiie financial standard 
portion of the plan, should have been eliminated, leaving $134361 that should not have 
been excluded from management fees (Id.). The Company asserts that excluding ordy the 
financial portion of the incentive compensation plan would be consistent with Ohio 
American's 2007 Rate Case (Tr. VIII at 1335) and the Commission's January 21, 2009, 
opinion and order in Case No. 07-551-EL-AIR, a recent FirstEnergy rate proceeding. 
Further, Ohio American claims that the 2008 American Water Incentive Plan (incentive 
compensation plan) involved no significant changes between the 2007 Rate Case and this 
proceeding (Tr. VIII at 1336-1337). Before any payouts are made xmder the incentive 
compensation plan, the Service Company must meet certain financial health goals (Tr. VIII 
at 1344). Once the financial health goal has been satisfied, the incentive compensation plan 
is triggered. The plan has three components; (1) financial; (2) operational; and (3) 
individual (OCC Ex. 49, RPR-I at 4-5; Tr. IX at 1613-1614). From a percentage standpoint. 
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the financial component comprises 40 percent of the Company's incentive compensation 
plan (Tr. IX at 1614). The remaining 60 percent of the incentive compensation plan not tied 
to Ohio American's financial goals is related to employee achievements and certain 
operational goals (Tr. VIII at 1345). Consistent with the Commission's treatment of 
incentive compensation in recent rate cases and prior Ohio American rate cases, the 
Company submits that 60 percent tied to the Company's employee's achievements and 
other operational/non-financial goals should be included as proper operating expenses 
(Ohio American brief at 40). 

Pointing to the same 2009 FirstEnergy rate decision, OCC claims that the 
Conunission adopted a bright-line test to determine whether incentive compensation is 
appropriately recoverable from customers. The test, according to OCC, was sucdnctiy 
stated as "[T]o the extent that financial incentives are awarded for achieving financial 
goals, the primary benefit of such financial incentives accrues to shareholders and that 
portion of incentive compensation should not be recovered from ratepayers" (2009 
FirstEnergy decision, OCC Ex. 49, Att. RPR-J at 17). OCC opposes Ohio American's 
collection from customers of incentive compensation because the amount of incentive 
compensation expense is unknown or measurable. The Company filed to collect from 
customers $229,868 in incentive compensation for Ohio employees but as of the end of the 
test year (September 2009), the amount of accrued incentive compensation was slightiy 
more than $133,000 says OCC Such a wide disparity supports the position that the 
Company's incentive compensation is an unknown expense according to OCC (OCC brief 
at 13). 

OCC objects to the Staffs failure to state, as rationale for exclusion of incentive 
compensation from rates, that Ohio American's utilization of an income-based incentive 
compensation plan is inappropriate because the primary beneficiaries are the shareholders 
and not the customers who pay the rates (OCC Ex. 49 at 13-15). 

On brief. Staff recommends that all incentive pay expenses, both the portions based 
on financial and non-financial goals, for Ohio employees should be excluded from 
management fees (Staff Ex. 3 at 19; Staff Ex. 20 at 4; Staff Ex. 12A at 2-3). Staff views tiie 
2008 American Water Incentive Plan as a bonus, not a part of the employee's base salary. 
Nor does Staff believe that Ohio American must pay cash awards in order to retain 
employees as the Company rewarded employees with an average increase in pay of four 
percent during the test year (Id.). Staff recognizes that its reconunendation to exclude the 
full amount of incentive pay, and not just the portion related to financial goals, is a 
departure from Commission precedent. Nonetheless, Staff believes, for the reasons set 
forth above, that Staff has explained the rationale for its recommendation and believes that 
these reasons justify a departure from the Commission's treatment of incentive pay in 
prior cases. 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 311 of 355



09-391-WS-AIR -22-

Consistent with 2009 FirstEnergy rate decision, we find that 40 percent of the 
Company's incentive compensation plan is related to financial goals and are, therefore, not 
recoverable from ratepayers. However, the remairung 60 percent of the incentive 
compensation plan not tied to Ohio American's financial goals is recoverable as proper 
operating expenses. 

Accounting Mismatches 

Ohio American accuses Staff of violating the matching principle of accoimting 
throughout this proceeding (Ohio American brief at 41-42). According to the Company, 
the matching principle of accounting states that revenues and expenses should relate to 
the same period (Tr. IX at 1488; Tr. IX at 1521-1522). Ohio American claims tiiat Staff 
violated this principle by irregularly and arbitrarily mismatching 12 months of actual 
revenues with three months actual, nine months projected expenses (Ohio American brief 
at 41). Compounding this accounting error, Ohio American submits that Staff failed to 
annualize a number of Staff s adjustments (Id.). 

Staff asserts that Ohio American is using an incomplete definition of the matching 
principle of accounting. Staff maintains that the matching principle also requires that 
there be a correlation, or cause-and-effect relationship, between revenues and expenses 
(Staff brief at 23). Contrary to the Company's position. Staff claims to have matched actual 
revenues with actual expenses with respect to production-related costs (e.g., purchased 
power, purchased water, and chemicals) that generated the Company's revenues, thus 
satisfying the prerequisite of a cause-and-effect relatior\ship (Tr. XI at 1992-1993), Further, 
Staff explained that for those expenses that do not drive the Company's revenues. Staff 
elected to use projected expenses. Examples of such costs not related to production of the 
commodity include waste disposal, insurance other than group, and tank painting (Staff 
brief at 24). 

The Commission finds that Staff has reasonably explained the basis upon which 
Staff matched actu£d revenues with actual expenses for production-related costs that 
generated company revenues while using projected figures to account for costs that do not 
drive the Company's revenues. Accordingly, the Commission will deny the Company's 
objections concerrung accounting mismatches. 

Pension Experise and Other Post-Retirement Employee Benefit Expense 

The Staff Report adjusted test year pension and other post-retirement employee 
benefit (OPEB) expenses to eliminate the effects of financing and other non-service related 
expenses. Staff also armualized test year pension and OPEB expenses to reflect the 
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estimated service costs using the latest 2009 Actuarial Valuation Reports. Further, Staff 
excluded pension and OPEB deferrals for which the Company had not sought prior 
Commission authorization (Staff Ex. 3 at 15). Ohio Americcm objected to Staffs treatment 
of pension and OPEB experises as set forth in the Staff Report (Staff Ex. 12A at 4). In his 
prefiled testimony, Ohio American witness Edward Grubb (Ohio American Ex, 4) 
proposed a balancing account. With its prefiled and supplemental testimony of Staff 
witness Choudhury (Staff Ex. 12A and 12B), the Staff recommended a slightiy different 
pension and OPEB balancing account consistent with a July 8, 2009, entry in Case No. 09-
371-GA-AAM (In the Matter of the Application of Columbia Gas of Ohio, Inc. for Approval to 
Change Accounting Methods) to which the Company does not object (Tr. XIII at 2246-2247). 

Under the balancing account mecharusm recommended by Staff, the annual 
pension and OPEB costs that are incremental to the amounts currentiy included in the base 
rates would be deferred. The exact amount of the deferral will be the difference between 
the FAS 87 (for pensions) and FAS 106 (for OPEBs) levels in the actuarial valuation report 
prepared each year and the FAS 87 and FAS 106 levels included in the base rates 
established in the prior case. The deferred amounts wUl be recorded in a unique sub­
account of Account 182.3. Other Regulatory Assets, or Account 254, Other Regulatory 
Liabilities. The deferred balances should not accrue carrying charges and the accounting 
treatment should be effective January 1, 2009. Ohio American should not seek recovery of 
pension and OPEB deferrals in a base rate proceeding for five years. Additionally, Staff 
recommends that the Company be required to file annual updates on the status of the 
deferred balances. At the end of five years, any over-recovery (regulatory liability) should 
be treated as a reduction to pension and OPEB exper\se and the amortization of the 
deferred liability treated as a rate base deduction. Any under-recovery at the end of five 
years should be treated as a regulatory asset and the Company should be permitted to 
begin recovery of the underfunded amount in rates beginning the first rate case following 
the fifth year. Likewise, the amortization of the deferred regulatory asset should also be 
included as a rate base addition. 

OCC reconmiends that the Commission permit the balancing account for deferred 
pension and OPEB expenses only if: (1) there is no guarantee of ratemaking treatment in 
the next case; (2) the Company files annual updates on the status of the deferred balances; 
and (3) the balancing account does not continue beyond the next rate case unless a 
thorough review by the Staff and others determine otherwise (OCC brief at 23-28; OCC 
reply brief at 18-19). 

Due to the rather dramatic decline in the stock market in conjunction with the 
decline in long-term interest rates, which are used to calculate the present value of future 
pension and OPEB obligations, the Commission determines that the balancing account 
proposal set forth by Staff is appropriate and should be adopted. We clarify that, similar 

TAW_R_COCDR1#036Attachment 
Page 313 of 355



09-391-WS-AIR -24-

to the July 8, 2009, entry in Case No. 09-371-GA-AAM, this bcdancing account approach to 
pension and OPEB expenses is for booking purposes only, and does not address or affect 
ratemaking treatment of these deferrals. Also, the balancing account concept will be 
reviewed during the Company's next rate case; however, it would be premature at this 
time to state that this process will not extend beyond the next rate case. 

Pension Expense and OPEB Expense for Service Company Employees 

OCC objected to Staffs failure to eliminate the deferred pension and OPEB expense 
from the Service Company Schedule C-3.18, Management Fees Expense Adjustment. Ohio 
American notes that Staff and the Company agree that Service Company pension and 
OPEB expenses will not be accounted for using the balancing account or deferral 
mechanism addressed above. The Company recommends that the Commission continue 
its longstanding treatment of pension and OPEB experise on this issue and continue to 
recognize Service Company pension and OPEB expenses at FAS 87 and FAS 106 levels as 
established in the Tower Perrin actuarial report in this proceeding (Ohio American brief at 
33). Staff agreed with OCC that the deferred amounts for Service Company pension and 
OPEB should be eliminated from the Management Fees Expense Adjustment Schedule C-
3.18 to be consistent with the elimination of deferred pension and OPEB adjustment made 
in the Labor and Labor Related Expenses in Schedule C-3.3 and C-3.3a (Staff Ex. 12A at 7), 
Therefore, Staff adjusted $84,872 from pension and $15,623 from OPEB in Management 
Fees. 

The Commission agrees with Staff's recommendation to adjust Service Company 
pension and OPEB expenses to be consistent with the elimination of deferred pension and 
OPEB adjustment made in the Labor and Labor Related Expenses. Thus, this adjustment 
shall be adopted. 

Rate Case Expense 

Ohio American has two objections regarding Staff's recommendations concerrung 
rate case expense. First, the Company objects to Staff's recommendation to reduce rate 
case expense to $523,417, tiie amount authorized in the 2007 Rate Case (Staff Ex. 3 at 17; 
Staff Ex. 9 at 3). The justification for the level of rate case expense set forth in the Staff 
Report, the Company claims, is that this was a known amount from the last rate case (Tr. 
IX at 1529). In fact, the Company argues. Staff confirmed that Ohio American should be 
permitted to recover all of its actual rate case expenses at the conclusion of this 
proceeding, even if greater than the recommendation in the Staff Report (Tr. IX at 1554). 
In response to a Staff data request, the Company's updated rate case expense is 
approximately $973,106 (Revised Company response to Staff Data Request No. 80; Ohio 
American brief at 35). In its reply brief, Ohio American takes issue with OCC's deliberate 
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tactics to increase rate case expense. According to the Company, OCC promulgated an 
unreasonable ntunber of discovery requests, lengthy depositions, the outright refusal to 
even discuss settlement, and the blatant use of this rate case as a platform to promote 
unreasonable legislation arbitrarily reducing the amount of recoverable rate case expense 
(Ohio American reply brief at 17). The Company also takes issue with the improper and 
unreasonable attacks on Ohio American's attorney staffing levels by OCC, city of Marion, 
and Staff particularly as it is Ohio American that has the burden of proving that its 
application is just and reasonable {Id. at 17-18). 

Ohio American's second objection to Staffs recommendation concerning rate case 
expense is that Steiff s recommendation for a three-year amortization period for the 
recovery of rate case expense runs contrary to Commission precedent (Ohio American 
brief at 34). The Company argues that the Conurussion has traditionally used two factors 
to determine the appropriate amortization period for the recovery of rate case expense. 
The first is the utility's length of time between past rate cases and the second is when that 
utility's next rate case will be filed (The Chillicothe Telephone Company, Case No. 85-995-TP-
AIR, Opinion and Order dated November 12, 1986; Ohio Suburban Water Company, Case 
No. 81-657-WS-AIR, Opinion and Order dated May 5,1982; The Cincinnati Gas & Electric 
Company, Case No. 91-410-EL-AIR, Opiruon and Order date May 12,1992; Columbia Gas of 
Ohio, Inc., Case Nos. 88-716-GA-AIR et. al. Opinion and Order dated October 17, 1989). 
Based upon these factors, Ohio American recommends a two-year amortization time 
frame. 

While OCC did not object to Staffs recommended level of rate case expense 
($523,417) or to a three-year amortization time frame, OCC did object to the Staffs failure 
to reduce the level of rate case expense by 50 percent (OCC Ex. 48 at 3). OCC submits that 
the Company and its shareholders benefit as much if not more than customers from a rate 
case proceeding, thus, shareholders should equally share the expenses associated with 
such cases (Id.). OCC claims that the Commission has reduced the allowable recovery of 
rate case expense by 50 percent in the past upon a finding that the requested amount was 
um-easonable (The Cincinnati Gas & Electric Company, Case No. 91-410-EL-AIR, Opinion 
and Order dated May 13,1994). OCC also finds support for such a reduction in rate case 
expense by a pending bill in the Ohio House of Representatives, H.B. 344, which would 
permit large water companies, such as Ohio American, to recover no more than 50 percent 
of rate case expenses from the Company's customers (Tr. VII at 1158). In its reply brief, 
OCC submits that the Commission shoiild disregard Ohio American's revised estimate of 
its current rate case expense set forth in the Company's initial brief ($973,106) because the 
Company failed to file a late-filed exhibit of the revised estimate of current rate case 
exper\se as required by the Commission's Standard Filing Requirements, Chapter 4901-7, 
Appendbc A, Chapter II, Section C(D)(5), Ohio Adndnistrative Code (O.A.C) (OCC reply 
brief at 17). 
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Staff maintains that its rate case amount is reasonable considering that the current 
rates established in the 2007 Rate Case have been in effect for less than 14 months (Staff Ex. 
3 at 17; Staff Ex. 9 at 3). Staff confirmed that the Company should update its estimate of 
rate case expense for the Commission's consideration and that the Commission make the 
final determination of rate case expense (Id.). Staff notes that a utility should be permitted 
to recover a reasonable level of rate expense (Cincinnati Gas & Electric Company, Case No. 
91-410-EL-AIR, Opinion and Order issued May 12, 1992) and that such a standard has 
been upheld by the Ohio Supreme Court (City of Canton v. Pub. Util Comm% (1980) 63 
Ohio St. 2d 76, 83; Ohio Utilities Co. v. Pub. Util. Comm'n, (1979) 58 Ohio St.2d 153,163-164). 
Staff then asserts that it is not reasonable for the Company to retain four attorneys on a 
case, and then expect to pass the expenses along to ratepayers. In Staffs view, two 
attorneys would have been sufficient to litigate this case (Staff brief at 23). Moreover, Staff 
argues that if the Company believes that more than two attorneys were needed for this 
case, that Ohio American should bear the additional expense, not ratepayers (Id. at 24). 

Regarding the amortization time frame. Staff points out that the Commission has 
traditionally used a three-year amortization period for rate case expense {In re Ohio Edison, 
Case No. 07-551-EL-AIR, Opinion and Order issued January 15, 2009; In re Columbus and 
Southern Ohio Electric Company, Case No. 77-545-EL-AIR, Opinion and Order issued March 
31,1978). Further, Staff avers that the Commission has found that because precision on 
this issue is not possible, it is far better to adopt an amortization time frame which 
minimizes the risk that ratepayers be subjected to rates which have costs built into them 
that have afready been recovered (W.). Given this uncertainty. Staff maintains that a three-
year amortization time frame is appropriate in order to lessen the possibility that Ohio 
American's customers will be adversely impacted by an over-recovery of the Company's 
rate case expense (Staff brief at 25). 

Regarding OCC's objection. Staff disagrees with reducing by half the recovery of 
rate case expense (Staff Ex. 9 at 8). Staff submits that OCC's reconunendation is an 
arbitrary reduction that does not pass muster pursuant to the reasonableness standard 
prescribed by the Commission and the Ohio Supreme Court (Staff brief at 24). 

Pursuant to the Commission's Standard Filing Requirements, Chapter 4901-7, 
Appendix A, Chapter II, Section C(D)(5), O.A.C, Ohio American was to have filed a 
revised estimate of the current rate case expense in this docket within ten days of the close 
of the hearings in this matter. The record reveals that no such updated filing was made. 
The record evidence reveals three recommendations concerning the level of recoverable 
rate case expense. The Company requested $692,785 which anticipated this matter being 
fully litigated (Ohio American Ex, 24; Tr. IX at 1527). Staff recommended recovery of 
$523,417 but noted that the Company shoixld ordy recover expenses for two attorneys and 
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not the four that represented the Company at the hearing and further that the Company 
only be permitted to recover a reasoruble level of rate case expense. Finally, Staff 
recommends that the Conurussion also exclude any unamortized balance from OMo 
American's prior rate case that the Company would attempt to recovery through this 
proceeding (Staff Ex. 9 at 3-4). OCC concurs with the Staff recommendation concerning 
the level of recoverable rate case experise but then OCC would reduce Staffs level by 50 
percent consistent with OCC's concept that shareholders and the Company benefit equally 
from a rate case proceeding (OCC Ex. 48 at 3). 

Considering the three recommendations in the record, the Commission determines 
that a reasonable level of rate case expense eligible for recovery in this case is $692,785. 
This represents the Company's estimate for a fully litigated proceeding and excludes the 
unamortized balance from the 2007 Rate Case. We can not consider the higher level of rate 
case expense cited by the Compcmy in its irutial brief as Ohio American never filed an 
updated revised estimate for rate case expense as required by the Commission's Standard 
Filing Requirements, Chapter 4901-7, Appendbc A, Chapter II, Section C(D)(5), O.A.C 
Staffs recommendation was based on a known level of rate case expense from the 2007 
Rate Case; however, the 2007 Rate Case was stipulated and did not go through a fully 
litigated proceeding. Staff acknowledged that the Company should be permitted to 
recover its reasonable actual rate case expense. We also note that the Company has the 
burden of proof in this matter and thus we find, under the circumstances of this case, that 
$692,785 is a reasonable level of rate case expense. Regarding OCC's recommendation that 
the allowable rate case expense be reduced by 50 percent, we determine that such a 
position not be adopted. As noted by Staff, such a reduction in allowable rate case 
expense in this case would be contrary to the reasonableness standard prescribed by the 
Commission and upheld by the Ohio Supreme Court. 

On the issue of the proper amortization time frame, the Commission agrees with 
the Company that a two-year amortization time frame is appropriate. The Company's 
statistics reveal that the actual number of months between the last four rate case 
approvals, begiruiing with Case No. 01-626-WW-AIR and ending with Case No. 07-1112-
WS-AIR, is approximately 25.25 months. As the Company's most recent rate case 
approval time period is more consistent with Ohio American's recommendation, we will 
adopt the Company's recommended recovery interval. 

Miscellaneous Operation and Maintenance Expense 

Under the miscellaneous operation and maintenance (O&M) expense portion of the 
Staff Report, Staff adjusted test year operating expenses to eliminate certain lobbying 
expense and excluded a variety of other expenses such as flowers, meals, and cable 
service. Additionally, Staff amortized certain legal fees associated with proposed water 
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legislation. Lastiy, under this section of the Staff Report, Staff amortized over three years a 
complete reconditioning associated with a 400 HP water pump at the Company's 
Ashtabula plant (Staff Ex. 3 at 18). 

OCC objected to Staff's miscellaneous O&M expense recommendations arguing 
that Staff improperly failed to exclude various items OCC finds inappropriate for recovery 
from ratepayers. First, OCC challenged certain lobbying expenses billed in conjunction 
legislative efforts at the Ohio General Assembly (OCC Ex. 49 at 4-12; OCC brief at 9-10). 
OCC also objected to certain legal expenses incurred as part of a National Labor Relations 
Board (NLRB) matter involving the Company and its union employees (Id.). Lastiy, under 
this item, OCC argues that the maintenance charges associated with the reconditioning of 
the 400 HP water pump at the Ashtabula plant should be excluded as being much more 
expansive than what OCC has found to be typical (Id.). 

In its reply brief, Ohio American took issue with the OCCs recommendations 
concerning further exclusions from the miscellaneous O&M expense category. The 
Company believes OCC's position concerning legal representation before the NLRB 
involving an employee union matter is imreasonable. Moreover, the Company challenged 
OCC's exclusion of maintenance on the Ashtabula water plant pump stating that the OCC 
witness on cross-examination admitted that he knew littie of the importance of the pump 
to the Ashtabula district, the age of the pump, the nmintenance schedule of the pump, or 
how expensive it woxdd have been to replace the ptunp with a new one (Tr. VIII at 1317-
1326). 

Staff agreed in part and denied in part OCC's objections. Staff agreed with OCC 
that two years of amortized expenses for services provided in the NLRB matter should 
have been excluded rather than the one-year exclusion set forth in the Staff Report (Staff 
Ex. 10 at 4). In all other respects. Staff disagrees with OCCs objections. Regarding the 
expenses associated with the maintenance on the Ashtabula water piunp. Staff found that, 
while abnormal on an annual basis, such expenses were a legitimate business expense and 
thus a three-year amortization period was appropriate (Id.). As for certain lobbying 
activity expenses, Staff found that such expenses were a legitimate business expense (Id.). 

The Commission agrees with Staff's recommendations concerning miscellaneous 
O&M expense. Staff has reasonably examined the expenses set forth in this category by 
Ohio American and has made legitimate modifications and the proposed exclusions were 
appropriate. No further exclusions are warranted. 
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Three Step Increase, Pass-Through Provisions, and Unavoidable Expeitse Rider 

As part of its Jime 8, 2009, rate increase application, Ohio American proposed three-
step increases in April 2011, April 2012, and April 2013. The Company also proposed two 
pass-through provisions for purchased water adjustments and for infrastructure 
improvements and an unavoidable expense rider (collectively, surcharges or pass-through 
provisions). The Company withdrew its step-increase proposal on January 20, 2010, Ohio 
American claims that a legislative effort for expanded surcharge authority was abandoned 
after meeting with the Commission and being advised that the Company should pursue 
these surcharges in the Company's next rate case application. Now, Ohio American 
claims that Staff has rejected the surcharge proposals with littie or no analysis. The 
Company proclaims that each expense category covered by the proposed surcharges 
represent significant cost and/or expenses which sigruficantiy impact when a rate case is 
filed. Moreover, Ohio American believes that Staff has completely ignored the fact that the 
Commission long ago approved surcharges in the electric and gas industries which are 
directiy analogous to those proposed by Ohio American in this case. Finally, Ohio 
American claims that Staff ignores the very purpose of the proposed surcharges which is 
to reduce the frequency between rate case filings and reduce the impact of rate case cost 
recovery on ratepayers (Ohio American Ex. 4 at 18-22). 

OCC objects to the Company's stircharge proposals (OCC brief at 61-62). OCC 
asserts that there is no provision in the Ohio Revised Code or the Ohio Administrative 
Code that authorizes these types of pass-throughs for water comparues as Ohio American 
has proposed (Id.). Moreover, OCC subnuts that where these types of pass-through 
provisions have been adopted for other utility industries, such items are generally related 
to wholesale energy costs or other costs that are outside the control of the utility and 
generally volatile in nature (OCC Ex. 23 at 31). 

Staff does not recommend approval of the pass-through provisions. According to 
Staff, Ohio American would have the Commission authorize a much expanded 
interpretation of the puirhased water adjustment clause provision and the irrfrastructure 
improvement surcharge provision as those provisions currentiy exist in the Ohio Revised 
Code (Staff brief at 41). Regarding the unavoidable expense rider, the Company seeks 
authority to pass along increases in purchased water rates that have been approved by 
regulatory authorities in other states thereby depriving the Commission and its Staff of 
having the opportunity to examine the reasonableness of the purchased water rate 
increase (Tr, XI at 1983-1984; Staff Ex. 3 at 24). For the infrastructure improvement 
surcharge, Ohio American seeks authority to recover the costs associated with new 
infrastructure, main extensions not subject to a main extension agreement, and major plant 
additior\s, repairs, and replacements providing the Company with additior\al revenue. 
This is, according to Staff, not permitted by Section 4909.172, Revised Code (Staff Ex. 3 at 
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25; Staff brief at 42). Staff continues that the Company seeks to recover, through the 
unavoidable expense rider, costs associated with tax increases, uncollectible accounts, 
increases in chemical expense, wastewater disposal expense, purchased water expense, 
purchased power expense, and increases resulting from decisions of regulators (Staff Ex. 3 
at 25). As explained by Staff witness Willis, the costs associated with some of these items 
(e.g., taxes) are not drivers of the Company's rate cases (Tr, XI at 1979,1980), Additionally, 
there are a number of other factors that impact the Company's costs and Ohio American is 
not unique compared to any other Ohio-regulated water company that must deal with 
these circumstances (Tr. XI at 1980-1981,1996; Staff Ex. 3 at 26). 

With its pass-through provisions, Ohio American is seeking greater opportunity to 
adjust rates outside of a rate case proceeding than permitted under current law. We 
recognize that the adoption of surcharges and pass-through provisions, as proposed by 
Ohio American, could operate to reduce the frequency by which the Company files rate 
case proceedings. However, we are troubled by the fact that the Company has pointed to 
no statutory authority which would authorize the Corruiussion to approve pass-through 
provisions for the water industry. Further, the Ohio Supreme Court has held that the 
Commission may only authorize adjustment clauses, such as ttie ones proposed by Ohio 
American, if authorized by statute (Pike Natural Gas Co. v. Pub. Util. Common, (1981) 68 
Ohio St.2d 181,183). Thus, we must reject, for lack of underlying statutory authority, the 
Company's proposed surcharges and pass-through provisior\s. 

Rate Base Summary 

Consistent with the foregoing discussion, the Conunission finds Ohio American's 
jurisdictional property used and useful as of the December 31, 2008, date certain, to be as 
set forth below. 

Water A Water C Wastewater Total 

Plant in service $99,142,554 16,525,092 16,330,535 131,998,181 
Depreciation reserve (35,508,813) (5,492,709) (5,954,449) (46,995,971) 
Net plant in service 63,633,741 11,032,383 10,376,086 85,042,210 
Working capital -0- -0- -0- -0-
CWIP -0- -0- -0- -0-
Otiier rate base items (10.482,949) rZQ56.922) (2,430,215) 14.970,086 
Rate base $ 53,150,792 8,975,461 7,945,871 70,072,124 

The Commission finds the rate bases determined herein to be reasonable and 
proper and adopts these valuations for purposes of this proceeding. 
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OPERATING INCOME SUMMARY 

Based on our findings above, the Commission finds Ohio American's operating 
revenues, operating expenses, and net operating incomes to be as set forth below. 

Water A Water C Wastewater Total 

Operating revenues 
Water sales 27,349,091 4,868,467 3,805,183 36,022,741 
Other operating revenues 915,315 256,685 7,009 1,179,009 

Total operating revenues 28,264,406 5,125,152 3,812,192 37,201,750 

Operating expenses 
Operation & maintenance 
Depreciation & Amortization 
Taxes, other than income 
Federal income taxes 

15,702,989 
3,039,711 
5,744,047 

895,524 

2,968,985 
398,308 

1,255,603 
76,961 

1,733,391 
371,209 

1,130,149 
113,178 

20,405,365 
3,809,228 
8,129,799 
1,085.663 

Total operating expenses 25,382,271 4,699,857 3,347,927 33,430,055 

Net operating income 2,882,135 425,295 464,265 3,771,695 

The Commission finds Ohio American's operating revenues, operating expenses, 
and net operating income as determined herein to be reasonable and proper. The 
Commission will, therefore, adopt these figures for purposes of this proceeding. 

A comparison of total operating revenue of $37,201,750 with total operating 
expenses of $33,430,055, indicates that, under existing rates, Ohio American had a net 
operating income of $3,771,695. This net operating income, when applied to rate base of 
$70,072,124, results in a rate of return for Ohio American of 5.38 percent, A rate of return 
of 5,38 percent is irtsufficient to provide the Company with reasonable compensation for 
the services the Company provides. 

RATE OF RETURN 

In its Staff Report, Staff found that a fair and reasonable rate of return for Ohio 
American in this proceeding would fall in the range 7.60 percent to 8.11 percent with a 
nudpoint of 7,85 percent (Staff Ex. 3 at 27). Staff notes that this recommended rate of 
return range was developed using a cost of capital approach, which reflects the 
Company's market-derived cost of equity, Ohio American's embedded cost of long-term 
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debt and preferred stock, and the embedded capital structure of the Company (Id.). In 
reaching its reconunendation. Staff utilized Ohio American's capital structure rather than 
the capital structure of American Water Works, Inc., the Company's parent. Staff 
determined the embedded cost of long-term debt (6.16 percent) and the Company's 
embedded cost of preferred stock (8.40 percent) (Id.). To determine cost of common 
equity. Staff used a proxy group made up of water utilities and averaged the results 
calculated using the capital asset pricing model (CAPM) and the non-constant discounted 
case flow model (DCF). The result of averaging the non-constant DCF estimate of 10.58 
percent and the 7.93 percent CAPM estimate is 9.25 percent (Id. at 28-29). To account for 
uncertainty, Staff included a 100 basis point range making the cost of equity estimate a 
range between 8.76 percent and 9.76 percent. Staff then applied an adjustment factor of 
1.03627 to allow for issuance and other costs. Applying this adjustment to the baseline 
cost of common equity range resulted in a recommendation of 9.07 percent to 10.11 
percent (Id. at 29). Representing Staffs rate of return and cost of common equity 
recommendations was Mr. Stephen Chaney, Utilities Specialist in the Capital Recovery 
and Financial Analysis Division of the Utilities Department (Staff Ex. 14). 

Ohio American offered the testimony of Ms. Pauline Ahem to support the 
Company's proposed cost of common equity (11.7 percent) and rate of return (8.87 
percent) (Ohio American Exs. 11 and llA). To arrive at the Company's recommendations, 
Ms. Ahem used four methodologies: the DCF approach, the Risk Premium Model (RPM), 
the CAPM, and the Comparable Earnings Model (CEM), While Staff and OCC used a 
comparable group made up of foiu* companies to arrive at a cost of common equity (Staff 
Ex. 3 at 28; OCC Ex. 47 at 10), Ms. Ahem used two groups of comparable companies, six 
water comparues and ten gas distribution companies, adjusted for the increased business 
risk of Ohio American due to its relative size (.25 percent) and for the Company's 
increased financial risk (.30 percent) relative to the comparable companies (Ohio American 
Exs. 11 and llA). 

To support its cost of conunon equity and rate of return recommendations, OCC 
offered the testimony of Mr. Daniel Duann (OCC Ex. 47). OCC recommends that the 
Commission approve a cost of common equity of 8.31 percent and a rate of return of 7.23 
percent for Ohio American in this proceeding. OCC asserts that Ohio American has failed 
to demonstrate that its proposed cost of common equity and rate of return are based on 
credible and commonly applied methodologies and financial input data (OCC brief at 31). 
While an improvement over the Company's recommendations, OCC also finds fault with 
Staff's cost of common equity and rate of return recommendations discussed further below 
(/rf.at32). 

Ohio American filed several objections to the Staff Report and found fault, in its 
reply brief, with a number of Staff recommendations. For example, in its reply brief, Ohio 
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American challenged the sufficiency of the Staff's cost of common equity models, the 
appropriateness of the Staffs comparable groups, the inappropriateness of the historical 
risk free rate in the CAPM, the need for adjusted Gross National Product (GNP) rates in 
the DCF, and the necessity for adjustments for business and financial risks (Ohio 
American reply brief at 35-41). However, to the extent that the Company did not discuss 
its objections in its initial brief, the Commission need not further address them at this time 
as those objections are considered withdrawn as discussed above. 

Capital Asset Pricing Model (CAPM) 

First, Ohio American objects that Staffs comparable group is not comparable 
because the Company is actually a small company. Staff responds that the cost of equity 
can only be observed from the large parent company as Ohio American issues no publicly 
traded stock (Staff Ex. 14 at 5). Therefore, it is the parent company's business 
characteristics that are relevant in forming a comparable group. The Commission agrees 
with Staffs composition of the comparable group of companies. Accordingly, Ohio 
American's objection is derued. 

Regarding CAPM, Ohio American finds fault with the Staff using historic yield on 
U.S. treasury bonds as the risk-free rate ratiter than a more appropriate forecasted rate. 
Staff used actual data which reduces the amount of estimation used in the CAPM analysis 
(Id. at 6). The Conunission determines that Staff's reliance on actual data is preferable to 
estimated data. Therefore, the Company's second otxjection to Staffs CAPM methodology 
is derued. 

Similarly, Ohio American objects that Staff did not adjust its market premitun 
estimate to reflect hypothetical changes in the overall market risk premium due to current 
market fluctuations. Again, Staff used actual historic information as it is not possible for 
any party to predict the market prospectively (Id.). The Commission finds that Staff's 
approach is reasonable and will adopt it. 

Ohio American also objects that Staff inappropriately averaged the historical yields 
on 10-year and 30-year U.S. treasury bonds. Staff explains its approach noting that this 
approach accommodates the use of Ibbotson data to calculate a market-to-risk-free-spread 
for CAPM (Id.). Ibbotson's 2009 SSBI Valuation Yearbook states that long-term 
government bonds are those with an approximate 20-year maturity. In the CAPM 
calculation, the yield and the spread should be consistent with respect to maturity (Id.). 
Staff has adequately explained the rationale for its position and we will, accordingly, 
adopt Staff's position. 
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OCC objects to Staffs exclusive use of arithmetic mean of annual returns for 
purposes of determining common equity cost as this approach, according to OCC, tends to 
inflate the historical armual rate of return and, thus, inflate the estimated cost of equity. 
Instead of relying solely on the arithmetic mean, OCC submits that the better approach is 
to average the geometric and arithmetic means of return as this approach is superior and 
more beneficial to Ohio American's customers (OCC Ex. 47 at 19). 

Staff responds that the arithmetic mean is used as CAPM estimates current cost of 
equity, not past performance as the geometric mean does. Moreover, Staff uses the 
aritiunetic mean as it is advocated by Ibbotson because it is Ibbotson data that is being 
used to develop the market risk premia. Therefore, Staff believes it is important to use the 
method consistent with the data used and that is what the Staff has done in this instance. 

The Commission notes that the question of whether to use a geometric or arithmetic 
mean has been the subject of considerable academic debate. Nevertheless, we find that the 
rationale offered by Staff for using the arithmetic mean is not unreasonable. Accordingly, 
we will adopt the Staffs recommendation. 

Discounted Cash Flow (DCF) Model 

Both Ohio American and OCC object to the use of long-term GNP growth in the 
Staff's non-constant growth DCF calculation. However, Ohio American failed to address 
its objection in the Company's initial brief. Therefore, in accordance with the ruling above, 
Ohio American's objection is deemed to be withdrawn. 

OCC faults Staffs analysis for using a growth rate based on the average armual 
change in GNP for the years 1929 to 2008, which does not reflect investor's expectations of 
the long-term dividend growth in the future, thereby artificially increasing the common 
equity cost that consumers have to pay. OCC would use short-term GNP as a better 
growth estimate measure. 

Staff witness Chaney explained that he used analysts' earrung growth estimates for 
the first five years into the future from October 2009 and then calculated a blended rate 
from analysts' growth earnings estimates for years six through 24, From year 25 on, the 
witness used long-term historical GNP growth rate in the analysis (Tr. X at 1657-1658). On 
redirect, Mr. Chaney testified that he used long-term average GNP for the period of 30 
years onward as he believes that is the best available proxy for investors' expectations 
reflecting growth at that time frame (Id. at 1673). 

Staff has reasonably justified its position for using an economy-wide average in the 
absence of a company-specific growth rate for purposes of its DCF analysis. Accordingly, 
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for the reasons set forth above, the objections submitted by Ohio American and by OCC 
are denied. 

Ohio American faulted the Staff and OCC witnesses for fixating on the source of 
Ohio American's funds (from the parent company) rather than the use to which the funds 
were put, as advocated by Ms. Ahem (Ohio American Exs. 17 and 27). As a result, neither 
took into account, or adjusted for, the Company's relative smadl size claims Ohio American 
(Ohio American reply brief at 44). 

OCC asserts that Ohio American's proposed adjustments for business and financial 
risk are baseless and have no support in economic theory or empirical evidence in this 
proceeding to support the Company's proposed adjustments (OCC Ex. 47 at 37-38). 

Staff responds that an adjustment based on the relative size of Ohio American is not 
necessary and that the Company misconstrues the issue by pretending to be a small 
company rather than part of a corporate structm"e serving 15 million people across 32 
states and Canada (Staff Ex. 14 at 10-11). The Commission determines that no adjustment 
to the DCF calculation is necessary based on the relative size of Ohio American, 

The Company has failed to prove any truly imusual financial or business risks 
associated with Ohio American for which an additional adjustment is necessary that a 
properly applied DCF model and properly selected comparable group do not already 
account for. 

Issuance Costs 

OCC opposes Staff's adjustment to account for equity issuance costs. OCC claims 
that such an adjustment unnecessarily increases the costs of water and wastewater services 
to Ohio American's customers. Furtiier, OCC submits that Ohio American did not seek a 
cost of equity adjustment to account for issuance costs nor did the Company prove that 
such costs had occurred or would occur in the futxure (OCC Ex. 14 at 45). 

Staff explains that issuance costs include expenditures made by the Company for 
the purpose of issuing stock. Issuance costs represent the difference between the amount 
paid by the primary purchasers and the net proceeds, which is the amount available for 
investment by the Company. Yet the investor is paid a return on the full amount of the 
investment. A greater return, therefore, must be earned on the lesser amount that can be 
invested. This is made possible, according to Staff, by the Staff's adjustment to the 
baseline cost of equity (Staff Ex. 14 at 12-14). 
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The Comnussion agrees with the Staff rationale that an adjustment to the baseline 
cost of equity to reflect issuance costs is appropriate. We therefore adopt the Staff position 
on this issue. 

Rate of return and authorized increase 

A comparison of adjusted test-year operating revenue for the Company as a whole, 
of $37,201,750, with allowable adjusted test-year expenses of $33,430,055, indicates that tiie 
Company, imder its present rates, would have realized net operating income of $3,771,695. 
Applying this figure to the rate base, the applicant would have earned a rate of return of 
5.38 percent during tiie test year. Such a rate of return is insufficient to provide the 
applicant with reasonable compensation for its water and wastewater services and is 
below the rate of return reconunended by staff in the staff report, of 7,60 percent to 8.10 
percent. Based on the harsh economic times as reflected in the testimony of this 
proceeding and because this marks the Company's fourth application for an increase in 
rates in just over five years, the Commission determines that the first quaitile of Staff's 
recommended rate of return of 7.73 percent is fair and reasonable and, accordingly, we 
will authorize a rate of return of 7.73 percent for Ohio American for purposes of this case. 

In light of the foregoing, the Commission finds that Ohio American should be 
authorized to increase its company-wide revenues. This increase is comprised of increases 
of $1,968,175 for Water A (an increase of 6.96 percent), $436,197 for Water C (an increase of 
8.51 percent), and $243,429 for Wastewater (an increase of 6.39 percent). The company-
wide increase totals $2,647,801 (an increase of 7.12 percent) in revenues over the current 
armual operating revenues. Adding the increase of $2,647,801 to the current adjusted test 
year revenues of $37,201,750 produces a new pro forma revenue total of $39,849,551. A 
comparison of the pro forma revenues of $39,849,551 with the total allowable test-year 
expenses, adjusted to include taxes and uncollectible expense associated with the 
increased revenues, of $34,432,976 indicates that the applicant would realize net operating 
income of $5,416,575. The application of the net operating income to the rate base of 
$70,072,124 results in a rate of return of 7.73. 

The Commission finds an increase of $2,647,801 to be fair, reasonable, and 
supported by the record and will, therefore, adopt it for purposes of this proceeding. 

RATES AND TARIFFS 

Tariff Analysis 

Ohio American proposed varioxis textual revisions to its tariffs. Staff reported its 
findings and recommendations in the Staff Report. Unless otherwise noted in the Staff 
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Report, Staff recommended approval of the changes sought by Ohio American. The 
Company, Dragoo, and OCC filed objections to some of Staffs recommendations. Those 
objections are addressed below. 

Section 3(B) 

Both OCC and the Company objected to the Staffs initial recommendation 
regarding the Company's proposal for Section 3(B) of its tariff (Staff Ex. 18 at 3, 5). The 
Company's proposal would require an applicant for new service to assume the unpaid 
debt of a previous customer if both the applicant and the previous customer resided in the 
same premises during all or part of the time during which the previous customer was 
responsible for tiie bill (Ohio American Ex. 22; Staff Ex. 18 at 3). In the Staff Report, Staff 
recommended certain amendments to the Company proposed tariff language in an effort 
to make it corisistent witii the Rule 4901:1-15-27(C)(1), O.A.C Staff recommended that the 
Company's proposed tariff include the requirement that the former customer continue to 
reside at the premises (Staff Ex. 3 at 31; Staff Ex. 18 at 4). Upon further review. Staff 
changed its position and now recommends agair^t the Company's proposed tariff 
provision (Id.). 

Ohio American states that this tariff provision is necessary as the Company is 
seeing a lot of customers attempting to change the customer billing designation among 
various family members in order to get a clean slate on bills that have accumulated in the 
prior customer's name (Ohio American Ex. 1 at 11), Under proposed Section 3(B), the 
Company argues that the new applicant for water service is not being forced to assume the 
current customer's debt with no corresponding benefit. Rather, tiie applicant actually 
benefitted from the utility service as much as the current customer and should not now be 
permitted to claim that the tariff provision is unfair (Ohio American reply brief at 51), 

Staff argues that Rule 4901:1-15-27(C)(1), O.A.C, does not apply to tiie proposed 
tariff provision as that rule only applies to situations involving discormection or refusal of 
service (Staff Ex, 18 at 4). Ohio American's proposal goes beyond disconnection and 
refusal of service Staff contends and would require the applicant for new service to 
assume the debt of the previous customer (Tr. XI at 1850). Staff further explains that the 
Company's proposal is contrary to general principles of contract law as the applicant for 
new service is not a party to the contract between the Company and the previous 
customer. According to Staff, coercing tiie applicant to assmne the debt of the previous 
customer, as a condition of service, fails the requirement of mutual assent (Staff brief at 
54), Additionally, Staff claims, the proposed tariff provision is not supported by any 
statute or rule of the Conunission (Id.). 
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Ohio American has failed to sustain its burden of proof on this issue. The Company 
failed to provide any statistics regarding the magnitude of its concern. Nor has the 
Company pointed to any other utility segment in Ohio which has a similar provision, 
Additior\ally, the Company already has other tools (e.g., deposits) available to it to 
dissuade family manbers from changing billing designations in order to obtain a zero 
balance. Based on the foregoing, we will not adopt the tariff provision as proposed by 
Ohio American. 

Section 3(Q 

Ohio American's proposed tariff modification Section 3(C) is similar to the 
provision discussed immediately above. Section 3(C) would impose upon landlords the 
ultimate responsibility of paying water and/or sewer service used by a tenant if the tenant 
failed to pay Ohio American, The recommendation from Staff in the Staff Report was to 
not approve proposed tariff provision Section 3(C) as this provision is contrary to existing 
law and long-standing Commission policy (Staff Ex. 3 at 31). 

Ohio American maintains that not only is this proposed tariff provision consistent 
with Ohio law, but this provision cilso reduces the Company's tmcollectible expenses and 
is thus beneficial to Ohio American's customers (Ohio American brief at 53), Citing to 
Arlington Natural Gas Co. v. Martens, 173 Ohio App,3d 450, 2007-Ohio-5479, die Company 
claims that the law of Ohio requires some type of "authority" in order to impose liability 
on a property owner such as a landlord for the tenants use of utility services. Such 
"authority" could be in the form of a municipal ordinance, village regulation, state law, or 
a tariff approved by the Commission (Ohio American reply brief at 54). Finally, Ohio 
American argues that many of Ofiio's municipal water companies have analogous 
provisions (e.g., Cincinnati Code § 410-71; Columbus City Code §§ 1105.045(D) and (E); 
Mansfield City Code § 941.04(e)) which have been upheld as constitutional (Pfau v. 
Cincinnati (1943), 142 Ohio St. 101; Mansfield Apt. Owners Ass'n v. Mansfield, 988 F.2d 1469, 
1477 (6tiiCir. 1988)). 

As noted above, the Company has failed to provide any statistical information in 
order to identify the magnitude of this issue. Further, we are imaware of any utility 
segment where such a tariff provision has previously been authorized by this 
Commission. Ohio American has a means to protect itself by collecting a deposit from 
customers. For the foregoing reasons, Ohio American's tariff proposal Section 3(C) will 
not be adopted. 
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Section 3(D) 

In its application, Ohio American proposed two new tariff provisions as Section 
3(D) which impose obligations upon a landlord for the acts of one or more tenants in a 
multitenant property situation when the property is served by a single service line. The 
first paragraph of proposed tariff provision Section 3(D) addresses situations where a 
tenant in a multitenant property served by a single service line is engaging in 
unauthorized water usage. In that scenario, the new tariff provision proposed by Ohio 
American would require a landlord, upon 14 days notice, to immediately install a separate 
service line so that the Company could shut off the water orJy to the offending customer 
(Ohio American Ex. 22 at 21). Ohio American notes that there is limited motivation on the 
part of some landlords to provide access to the meter for processing disconnections (Ohio 
American brief at 53). The proposed tariff provision would allow the Company to direct 
the landlord to install a separate service line to the units (Ohio American Ex, 22 at 21). The 
property owner then bears the expense of installing the separate service lines (Tr. 1 at 91). 
Ohio American claims that this tariff provision complies with an existing tariff provision 
in l̂ t Revised Sheet No. 46, Subsection (F) (Tr. VIII at 1437). 

The second proposed tariff provision of new Section 3(D) addresses those situations 
where one or more tenants in a multiunit property served by one service line are eligible 
for discormection of service. Under this proposal, the landlord has three options (Tr. XI at 
1854; Tr. VIII at 1435-1436) and the property owner has the discretion to choose the one 
best suited for the property owners circumstances (Tr. XI at 1856). First, the property 
owner can inunediately install a separate service line to the unit so that only the offending 
customer is subject to disconnection. Second, the property owner may choose to pay the 
bill of the tenant subject to disconnection. This option provides a property owner with a 
quick fix and in no way prohibits the property owner from collecting the unpaid water bill 
from the offending tenant. Third, the property owner retains the option of providing 
access to the customer's meter or separate cuih stop (Ohio American Ex. 22 at 21). Ohio 
American claims that the third option is the preferred method by which to resolve these 
discormection issues as it involves no cost to the property owner and places the cost of 
discormection upon the Company (Ohio American brief at 56). 

Staff recommends against approval of either proposed tariff provision in Section 
3(D). Regarding the first paragraph of the Company's proposal. Staff states that it would 
be unreasonable to inflict such a financial hardship on the property owner and the 
Company has other means of redress available to it, including adequate remedies at law 
(Staff Ex. 3 at 31). Regarding the second paragraph of proposed tariff provision Section 
3(D), Staff avers that this provision is urmecessary. According to Staff, the first option 
imposes urmecessary financial hardship on property owners while the second option is 
not supported by Commission rules. Finally, the third option is already provided for in 
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Ohio law Staff asserts. Further explaining. Staff submits that Section 5321.04, Revised 
Code, requires all landlords and property owners to make sure that their tenants have 
access to water service. Thus, landlords and property owners have adequate incentive to 
cooperate with the Company to provide access to the meter or the curb stop says Staff 
(Staff brief at 57). 

Regarding the first paragraph of Company proposed tariff provision Section 3(D), 
the Commission agrees with Staff, and as noted above, that the Company has other 
avenues to redress this situation. Further, we are concerned that this proposed tariff 
provision will present a financial hardship on property owners. 

As for the second paragraph of Company proposed tariff provision Section 3(D), we 
find this provision reasonable and will permit Ohio American to institute it. Unlike the 
previous provisions which imilaterally imposed a solitary obligation on a property owner, 
this proposed tariff provision affords the property owner a choice of among three options. 
While the first two options would involve some expense to the property owner, the third 
option would cost the property owner nothing. Because the choice lies with the property 
owner and because one of the options would involve littie or no expense to the property 
owner, we find the second paragraph of proposed tariff provision Section 3(D) reasonable. 
In order to afford landlords an opportunity to prepare for this revised tariff provision, we 
will require the Company to give those landlords with multitenant facilities served by a 
single service line notice of this revised tariff provisions and delay the effective date for six 
months from this order. 

Section 12(K) 

In its application, the Company had proposed a provision to combine billings 
where the same customer takes domestic water or sewer service in two or more locations. 
At hearing, the Company withdrew this tariff provision (Tr. I at 15). 

Section 14(A)(1) 

The Company proposed to add a new provision to its tariff, as part of its 
application, which would apply special conditions upon any customer who for a second 
time, within a 12-month time frame, had paid the Company with a bad check, dishonored 
credit card, or some other form of dishonored payment. This proposed provision would, 
according to OCC, permit the Company to delay reconnection of service, in violation of 
Rule 4901:1-15-28(A), O.A.C., while the payment is processed by the bank or credit card 
company (OCC Ex. 51 at 8). OCC argues that adoption of this tariff provisions could also 
result in customers having to wait urmecessarily to have service recormected (Id.). Finally, 
OCC argues that the Company could protect itself by requiring a deposit in lieu of its 
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proposal (Id.). OCC acknowledges that the proposed tariff language would also permit 
the customer to avoid any delay in reconnection by paying the past due charges and any 
reconnection fees or deposits in cash or by money order (OCC brief at 63 citing Ohio 
American Ex. 1 at 13). 

Staff did not find the proposed tariff provision to be xmreasonable and 
recommended approval provided the Company adds language stating that the customer 
would be informed of the time frame needed to verify tiie payment and that the time 
frame conmiunicated to the customer should be no longer than the time period required to 
complete the standard verification of payment processed by tiie bank or credit card 
company. Ohio American conctirs with ttie Staff's proposed modifications. 

The Commission will adopt the Company's proposed tariff provision with the 
additional modification recommended by Stsiff. In adopting this tariff provision as 
modified, we note that the provision will only apply to customers who, within a 12-month 
time frame, have, for a second time, provided a dishonored payment. Given the fact that 
this tariff provision, by its terms, will only apply after a second instance where the 
customer has made a dishonored payment, we believe it is reasonable that the Company 
have some assurance that the amount tendered for reconnection will be honored by the 
bank or by the credit card company. We also note that the proposed tariff provision offers 
the customer the option of ensxiring timely reconnection by paying the amount due in 
cash, money order, or equivalent in lieu of tendering payment through some other 
method. On balance, we can not find that the proposed tariff provision, as modified by 
Staff, to be uru-easonable and will, accordingly, permit the Company to adopt such tariff 
language. 

Cost of Service Analysis 

Cost of service (COS) studies approximate the costs incurred by the utility in 
providing service and the appropriate level of cost responsibility for each distinct 
customer class (Staff Ex. 3 at 35). Ohio American provided COS studies for both water and 
wastewater operations. The water COS was provided for total company costs and not 
broken out by Water A and Water C (Id. at 36). In preparing the COS studies, the 
Company used the base-extra capacity method to develop costs for demand. This method 
adheres to the objectives of a COS study, as described in the Staff Report, and properly 
accounts for costs incurred by the Company in providing service at both average and 
above-average rates of demand (Staff Ex, 3 at 35-36). Staff found that Company's water 
and wastewater COS studies to be a reasonable reflection of the system characteristics of 
Ohio American (Id.). 
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OCC and Dragoo offered a number of objections with respect to Staffs acceptance 
of the Company's COS studies. Specifically, OCC objects that water cost of service 
allocation factors 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 20 and wastewater cost of service allocation factors 1, 
2, and 3 are based solely on judgment without any substantiation or evidence of any kind 
(OCC Ex. 23 at 6). OCC also objects to Staff's failure to reject the Company's calculation of 
Factor lA which is intended to allocate costs which vary with the amount of water 
consumed but excluded specied contract customers from the calculation of this factor. To 
remedy the Company's use of uncorroborated subjective judgment in developing the 
allocation factors set forth above, OCC recommends using allocation factor 1, which is 
based on the ratio of the average daily consumption for each customer class. 

Staff responds that the factors used to estimate the maximum day extra capacity 
and maximum hour extra capacity have been utilized in prior cases before the 
Commission (Staff Ex. 16 at 2; Tr. XI at 1825-1826). Contrary to OCCs argument. Staff 
points out that the Company's maximum day extra capacity and maximum hour extra 
capacity factors were based on judgment, as well as consideration of field studies of actual 
customer class demands conducted for other American Water companies, filed 
observations of the service areas of the Company, filed studies of similar service areas, and 
generally accepted customer class maximum day and maximum hour demand ratios. 
Staff maintains that the degree of judgment exercised and tiie sources cor\sidered are not 
unreasonable (Staff Ex. 16 at 2). Further, Staff does not agree with OCC's recommended 
remedy because the remedy, applying factor 1, does not take into account maximum day 
extra capacity emd maximum hour extra capacity. 

The Commission agrees with Staff that Ohio American has adequately justified the 
make-up and usage of allocation factors 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 20 and wastewater cost of 
service allocation factors 1,2, and 3. OCCs objection is, therefore, denied. 

Regarding Factor lA, Staff did recommend a large quantity user rate (Staff Report 
at 43); however. Staff also acknowledged the difficulty of increasing rates to customers 
under special contracts unless the terms of the agreements tie the discounted rates to an 
increase in authorized revenues. Staffs determination on this issue is not unreasonable. 

Dragoo submits that Staff erred in not requiring Ohio American to conduct and 
provide the results of a separate COS study applicable to Dragoo as the Company pledged 
to do in a letter agreement with Dragoo in regard to settiement of the 2007 Rate Case 
(Dragoo brief at 2). Dragoo claims to be a unique commercial customer in the Huber 
Ridge area, more akin to a residential customer providing water and wastewater service to 
214 residential units and no commercial units (Dragoo Ex. 1 at 2). 
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Staff responds that in the 2007 Rate Case, Ohio American did submit a separate 
water and wastewater COS study for Dragoo (Staff Ex. 16 at 3), Continuing, Staff avers 
that the Dragoo COS study performed for the 2007 Rate Case reflected that the revenues 
recovered from this customer were not adequate when compared to the cost of services 
received (Id.). 

The Corrunission finds that it was not unreasonable for the Staff to have not 
required Ohio American to submit a COS study specific to Dragoo in this case since the 
alleged agreement was not approved by the Commission. The letter agreement referred to 
by Dragoo was not a part of the record in the 2007 Rate Case nor was it an exhibit or 
attachment entered in that case with the stipulation. Moreover, a water and a wastewater 
COS study specific to Dragoo was performed in the 2007 Rate Case. According to the Staff 
Report for the 2007 Rate Case, the COS study showed that the revenues recovered from 
Dragoo at that time were not adequate when compared to the cost of services. Further, 
there has been no evidence provided to suggest that a new COS study in this case would 
result in a different outcome. 

Revenue Distribution 

OCC next believes that Staff erred by using the Company's proposed revenue 
distribution based on the Company-proposed rate of return rather than the Staffs 
proposed revenue distribution based on the Staffs proposed rate of return (OCC Ex, 23 at 
15). Accordingly, OCC recommends that the Commission reject Staffs use of the 
Company's proposed revenue distribution percentages as a means to allocate Staff's 
proposed revenue requirements to the different customer classes. 

Staff responds that it is not uncommon for the Rates and Tariffs Staff to utilize the 
Company's proposed revenue to iQustrate Staffs proposed revenue distribution and rate 
design, since the revenue requirement and rates and tariff analysis are done 
simultaneously. Further, at some point in the rate case process, adjustments are made 
whether the case is litigated or settied to reflect usage of Staffs revenue distribution and 
rate design. 

The Commission finds that Staff's position is not unreasonable given the 
simultaneous work being done on the Staff Report by different Commission Staff. For 
purposes of the COS study in this case, the analysis in the Staff Report is illustrative only 
so one can see the breakdown by customer class. 

To eliminate an alleged rate subsidy from residential customers to industrial special 
contract customers, OCC recommends that the Corrunission allocate the appropriate 
amount of the revenue requirement to the industrial special contract customers (OCC brief 
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at 49). OCC explains that Ohio American had three industrial special contract customers, 
Whirpool Corporation (Whirlpool), Marion Ethanol, LLC (POET), and U. S. Yachiyo, and 
one public autiiority contract with Ashtabula County during the test year covered by this 
application (OCC Ex. 5). According to OCC, Ohio American did not allocate any of the 
revenue requirement to these industrial special contract customers even though the 
revenue from these customers under current rates is substantially less than the Company's 
proposed cost of service for this customer class (OCC Ex. 23 at 17). Two of the three 
industrial special contracts (Whirlpool and U.S. Yachiyo) expired during the test year yet 
Ohio American did not propose any rate increase for them (Tr. XI at 1838). U.S. Yachiyo is 
now being provided service under tariff rates (Tr. IX at 744). Ohio American is currently 
in negotiations with Whirlpool concerning a new contract; however, in the meantime, 
Whirlpool is still paying Commission approved rates from June 2000 (OCC Ex. 6). 
Regarding the POET contract, OCC argues that Ohio American's own COS study reveals 
that, as a class, industrial special contract customers are being subsidized by other classes. 
OCC does acknowledge, however, that the POET contract authorized annual increases 
using the Consumer Price Index (OCC Ex. 13 at par, 8). OCC believes the evidence 
supports OCC's proposal to allocate a portion of the Company's revenue requirements to 
the industrial special contract customers and to allocate the amounts proposed in the 
OCCs COS study so that the rate subsidies to the industrial and special contract 
customers are elinunated (OCC Ex. 23 at 17; OCC Ex. 13 at par. 9). Regarding the contract 
with Ashtabula County, OCC recommends maintaining the existing rate subsidy for the 
time being but that the Commission move toward eliminating rate subsidies for this class 
in future rate cases (OCC Ex. 23 at 17; OCC brief at 53). 

Ohio American disputes OCC's allegations of rate subsidies for the foiu* special 
contract customers. Pointing to the testimony of Company witness Herbert, Ohio 
American contends that although the industrial contract customer revenues do not cover 
the fully distributed costs of providing service, the revenues from these customers do 
cover the incremental costs of service plus contribute to the Compemy's fixed costs (Tr. II 
at 284-285, 306). Citing to a number of regulatory utility cases, including a Cincinnati Bell 
Telephone Company alternative regulation decision (Case Nos, 93-432-TP-ALT and 93-
551-TP-CSS, Opinion and Order date May 5, 1994), the Company claims that if a service 
covers its incremental cost, there is no rate subsidy (Ohio American brief at 45-47; Ohio 
American reply brief at 41-43). 

Regarding OCCs argument that residential customers are subsidizing industrial 
customers and, for that reason, the Commission should allocate a portion of the revenue 
increase to the industrial special contract customers. Staff disagrees. Cor\sistent with its 
discussion of factor lA above. Staff notes that neither the industrial special contract 
customers agreements nor the Conrunission orders approving such agreements provide for 
rate increases pursuant to a rate case (OCC Ex. 5; OCC Ex. 7; OCC Ex, 13), Accordingly, 
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Staff does not recommend that the Commission allocate a portion of the revenue increase 
to the special contract customers (Staff Ex. 16 at 4; Staff reply brief at 32). 

Having fully reviewed the evidence of record on the issue of subsidies, we can not 
find unequivocally that there is an ongoing unlawful rate subsidy being provided by 
residential customers to the industrial customer class. OCC's evidence of such subsidies 
relies, in part, upon its position that Ohio American's COS study is unreliable and that the 
OCC COS study represents the only appropriate basis for revenue distribution among the 
Company's customer classes. However, as noted above, we have found the Company's 
COS study to be reasonable and have adopted it for purposes of revenue distribution in 
this proceeding. While we have not specifically adopted the OCC's position to 
redistribute the revenue in this case, we are troubled by OCC's allegation that the 
Company has renegotiated and extended certain agreements without any increase in rate 
given the rate increases experienced by tariff customers since 2(K)1. We will review aU 
future contract extensions and any new special arrangements with industrial customers 
with a critical eye to ensure that the Company is appropriately recovering costs from all its 
customer classes, both tariff customers and special contract customers. 

Customer Charge 

In its application, Ohio American has proposed increasing the customer charge 
from $9.51 to $11.39. Except for including hydrants, maiwgement fees, and miscellaneous 
general expenses, the Company used Staffs methodology in calculating its proposed 
customer charge. Staff recommends no change to the Company's customer charge as a 
result of this case (Staff Ex. 3 at 47-48). 

While OCC generally agrees with the methodology used by Staff in calculating the 
customer charge for 5/8" metered service, OCC objects to Staffs recommendation to 
maintain the rate at the current level rather than reducing the rate to the customer charge 
calculated by the methodology which is $9.13 for 5/8" service (Staff Ex. 3 at 50; OCC brief 
at 56-58), OCC finds Staffs rationale for maintairung the customer charge at the current 
level, to reduce revenue volatility, contradictory as Staff recommended a $0.02 per month 
increase in the customer charge associated with a %" meter (Id.). 

Staff responds that it is not uru'easonable to reconunend maintaining the current 
fixed recovery achieved through the current rate structure since there is not a material 
change in rates. By maintaining the current customer charge for these customers, the 
Company would reduce revenue volatility by maintaining the current customer charge 
(Staff Ex. 16 at 4-5). 
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The Commission concurs in the Staff recommendation and will maintain the 5/8" 
meter rate of $9.51 per month. In making this determination, we note that the 5/8" meter 
customers, who are primarily if not exclusively residential customers, are the only 
customers not seeing an increase in their monthly customer charge. All other meter size 
customers will be seeing an increase eis a result of this case. The smallest increase will be 
$0.02 per month for a %" meter to a high of $39.63 per month for a 6-inch meter customer. 
Under the drcxmistances represented by this case and in light of the increases to be 
imposed on the remaining meter customers, we can not find that Staffs recommendation 
to maintain the current customer charge is unreasonable, 

Ohio American challenges two aspects of Staff's recommendations concerning the 
customer charge. Ohio American's challenges to the recommendations in the Staff Report 
are the Staffs omission of costs associated with public fire protection and the customer-
related portion of management fees (Ohio American brief at 47-48), The Company's 
position is that public fire costs are fixed costs not recovered through the public hydrant 
rates and therefore should be recovered in the customer service charge (Ohio American 
Ex. 3 at 12). Regarding the portion of management fees that should be included in the 
customer charge, the Company suggests that it is appropriate to include those costs related 
to the call center and customer billing and collections (Ohio American brief at 48). 

Staff disagrees with the Company's objections to the customer charge calculation. 
Staff believes that the costs associated with public fire protection are not customer-related 
costs and thus were properly excluded from the calculation (Staff Ex. 16 at 6). Staffs 
proposed customer charge is minimally compensatory and includes only those costs that 
are directiy and solely attributable to customers being connected to the system (Id.; Tr. XI 
at 1817, 1821). Staff explains that this methodology has been used in the past and is 
consistent with the American Water Works Association Ml manual (Staff Ex. 3 at 47; Tr. XI 
at 1818-1820). Regarding the inclusion of certain management fees in the calculation of 
customer charges, Staff continues to believe that such fees are not necessarily connected 
directiy to customer-related activities and, thus, should not be included (Staff Ex. 3 at 47-
48; Tr. XI at 1823-1824). Staff did however acknowledge that there was a possibility that 
such costs could be included in the customer charge calculation but that the Company had 
thus far failed to provide the necessary documentation to support the inclusion of such 
costs (Staff Ex. 16 at 5). 

The Conunission concurs with Stciff s recommendations concerning management 
fees and public fire protection costs. The Company has failed to satisfy its burden of proof 
regarding both issues. Accordingly, Staffs position is adopted. 
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Rate Design 

Citing the benefits of uniform tariff pricing to both the Company and the 
Company's customers, the Staff Report recommended uniform tariff rates for all Ohio 
American districts. 

OCC and Dragoo objected to Staff's reconunendations for uniform tariff pricing. 
OCC objects to the Staffs recommendation to move immediately to a uniform rate design 
for all Ohio American water districts as such movement wiU result in rate shock to 
customers. Thus, OCC recommends a gradual progression to uniform tariff pricing. 

According to Staff witness Goir\s, some of the benefits of uniform tariff pricing are: 
(1) less rate applications with a corresponding decrease in rate case expense, (2) shared 
rate increases reduces the amount of increase per customer per filing, (3) less cost to 
maintain one accounting system, (4) less cost in preparing armual report and tax reporting 
forms, (5) less cost of bill printing, (6) less information gathering required by the 
Company's Customer Service Department, and (7) less cumbersome information to be 
understood by customers (Staff Ex. 17 at 2). During the hearing. Staff witness Coins 
testified that, although the Staff continues to support a uniform rate design. Staff now 
recommends that the Company continue to move toward a uniform rate design as 
opposed to inunediately implementing a imiform rate design (Tr, XI at 1844-1845). 

Seeing as there now is no disagreement between the positions expressed by OCC 
and Staff, the OCC's objection is now moot. 

Dragoo objected to the Staffs recommendation to move toward a uniform rate 
design and, specifically, the Staffs failure to object to the Company's significant change in 
the rate block in Water C to 2000/Ccf without any supporting justification (Dragoo Ex. 1 at 
3). Dragoo recommends adoption of the rate block for Water C as agreed to by all parties 
in die 2007 Rate Case (Id.). 

Ohio American responded that, for a number of years at the behest of the Staff, the 
Company has been moving towards uniform rates aligning its Franklin County (Water Q 
customers with the voliunetric rate blocks that Water A customers have been paying. The 
change to make the second block of Water C consistent with the second block of Water A 
(which has had this rate block for four decades) is another step in that direction (Ohio 
American brief at 50). The COS study conducted by Ohio American witness Herbert 
reflects that the change is justified according to the Company. Ohio American asserts that 
although a COS study was not done for this proceeding, the Company did do a COS study 
specific to Dragoo for the 2007 Rate Case and there is no reason to believe that the results 
would be different this time (Id.). Further, the Company points out tiiat, as a master meter 
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customer, Dragoo only pays one customer charge rather than one per residential unit (Tr, 
VII at 1141-1142) and that Dragoo's volumetric usage falls mainly in the second and third 
rate blocks (Id.) which are lower than the first rate block which is where the majority of 
customer usage would fall if the residential units were individually metered. Finally, 
Ohio American asserts that Dragoo is treated the same as any customer with similar 
volume usage. 

Staff responds to Dragoo's objections by stating that Staff has, for some time, been 
recommending and moving Ohio American towards uniform tariff rates (Staff Ex. 17 at 5). 
Moreover, Staff has been moving the Company to the volmnetric rate blocks associated 
with Water A as a comprehensive study of class consumption patterns was done in 1980 
which established the Water A rate blocks. The Water A rate block approach was 
confirmed twelve years later by an extensive follow-up study (Id.). Staff continues to 
believe that it is appropriate to uniformly align the rates for Water A and Water C 
customers (Id.). 

The Comnussion determines that the benefits for Ohio American's customers 
warrant the continued move toward uniform tariff rates and rate blocks. Those benefits 
include holding down costs by consolidating operations, fewer rate cases and 
correspondingly less rate case expense, and the ability to further spread costs leading to a 
lower overall increase per customer per rate case filing. Dragoo is admittedly uruque in 
the Huber Ridge area but will be treated the same as any similar customer with similar 
usage characteristics. Dragoo's objection to the Staff's recommendation is denied. 

SERVICE MONITORING AND ENFORCEMENT 

Water Service Quality 

As reported in the Staff Report, Staff investigated all Ohio American water system 
physical facilities and administrative operations to assess the Company's compliance with 
Chapter 4901:1-15, O.A.C According to Staff, this investigation also included a review of 
plant operating records, water quality tests, maintenance and operational concerns, and 
various inputs requested by customers (Staff Ex. 3 at 52), 

OCC objected to Staff's reliance on the customer survey data from the 2007 Rate 
Case rather than conducting a more recent survey (OCC Ex, 50 at 16). OCC also 
questioned Staffs failure to recommend that the Company work with all customers, and 
not just Lake Darby customers, to resolve individual water quality and service complaints 
(Id. at 18). Finally, OCC objected that the Staff Report does not include any specific 
recommendations for evaluating and addressing water quality issues that were identified 
in the last customer survey (Id.). OCC recommended that the Commission should (1) 
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conduct an investigation into the water quality for each district and provide a report 
detailing any improvements needed within 180 days of the opinion and order in this case, 
(2) order a new, company-wide customer survey to measure customer perceptions about 
the quality of the service and water Ohio American provides, and (3) order the Company 
to conduct a fair and complete investigation of each customer complaint that it receives 
regarding water service and quality (Id.). Lastiy, OCC reconunends that the Company 
should be required to promptiy and properly respond to customers' concerns as required 
by Rule 4901:1-15-33, O.A.C, and provide satisfactory water quality as required by Rule 
4901:1-15-20, O.A.C, or face liability for forfeiture under Rule 4901:1-15-03, O.A.C (OCC 
brief at 76). 

Ohio American disputes OCC's allegations regarding the water quality provided by 
the Company. It is undisputed even by OCC, the Company maintains, that Ohio 
American satisfies all water quality requirements under both state and federal law as 
reflected in the Company Consumer Confidence Reports required by the Ohio 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) (Tr. IV at 616-617). Therefore, the Company 
submits, it is in compliance with the requirements of Rule 4901:1-15-20(C)(1), O.A.C, that 
the Company "furnish potable water that is of a safe and satisfactory quality for all 
domestic use and that is in compliance with federal and state requirements for drinking 
water" (Ohio American reply brief at 58). According to Ohio American, the issue then 
becomes one of customer preference that Ohio American can not control. And the 
majority of water quality issues relate to water hardness which is neither regulated nor 
harmful to the human body claims the Company (Tr. FV at 604). In fact, the Company 
asserts that some of the water quality issues mentioned at the local public hearings (e.g., 
rusting and discoloration) can be attributed to water that is very corrosive due to customer 
softening of water (Id. at 601). Ohio American witness Schwing explained that customers 
often do not follow the recommended hardness levels and set their personal water 
softeners at "zero or 10 milligrams" thereby resulting in "very corrosive water that is 
going to cause problems" (Id. at 656). Further, the Company notes that it is only 
responsible for the quality of water up to the property line or curb stop of the customer 
and that the Company can not control the materials used in the customer's home or the 
level of maintenance of the customer's appliances (Tr. XII at 2116-2117; Tr. IV at 567, 576, 
653-654, 655-656). Finally, Ohio American explained that every customer testifying about 
perceived water quality issues would be contacted to address the customers' concerns (Tr. 
XII at 2076). 

Staff asserts that OCC fails to paint a complete picture. Staff submits that the 
number one complaint from tiie local public hearings was the Company's rates, which is a 
matter being addressed in this case. And OCC fails to mention the $1.5 million plant 
improvement project in the Blacklick system which is scheduled for completion this 
summer (Staff Ex. 19 at 5). As for the letters and the public testimony, the Company 
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submits, according to Staff, that the Company is investigating each complaint and will 
respond to the complaining customers. Such responses may take some time but the 
Company asserted that it is following up on each one (Ohio American Ex. 9-C; Tr. XII at 
2075-2076, 2098). As for investigating water quality in each district. Staff constantiy 
evaluates customer contacts and meets with the Company as needed to ensure a safe, 
dependable, and satisfactory water supply to Ohio American's customers (Staff reply brief 
at 38). However, OCC's recorrmiendations go beyond the statutory authority afforded the 
Commission and even beyond established measurable treatment standards adopted by the 
Ohio EPA (Id.). In light of the above, Staff suggests that no further Commission-ordered, 
system-wide action is necessary in this case (Id.). 

Staff also believes that Ohio American has taken appropriate steps to address the 
recommendations raised in the previous cases and Staff will continue to work with the 
Company as necessary (Staff Ex. 19 at 5). Additionally, Staff notes that the Company is in 
the process of undertaking certain improvements, such as the Blacklick plant 
improvements, which should further improve the quality of the water product leaving the 
Company's plant and moving through the Company's distribution lines. As for 
complaints regarding the vintage of the most recentiy completed customer survey. Staff 
notes that it only conducts customer perception surveys ever four to five years and that 
the next one is due in 2011 (Id. at 4). It is Staffs observation that more frequent surveying 
of customers is urJikely to produce any more significant data to evaluate customer 
perceptions concerning water quality and service and are especially imnecessary in light of 
planned improvements being implemented at this time (Id.). As for the recommendation 
to work with all customers and not just Lake Darby customers. Staff believes that Ohio 
American has an ongoing responsibility to identify and address £ill water quedity and 
service issues that may significantiy affect the quality of the water and services provided 
to the Company's customers and to do so in a timely and economical manner (Id.). 
Additionally, Staff has in the past and will continue in the future to review information 
contained in quarterly operating reports, customer contact complaints made to the 
Commission, and the Company's own complaint resolution records to identify potential 
problems and to apprise the Company of where action may be needed (Id). Regarding 
OCC's recommendation for evaluating and addressing water quality issues identified in 
the last customer survey. Staff responds that, as noted above, Ohio American has made, or 
is in the process of making, a nvunber of plant improvements (Id. at 5). Staff notes that the 
Company has also modified a number of its operational and maintenance practices in 
order to improve its water quality (Id.). Thus, Staff believes that the Company has taken 
appropriate steps to address the recommendations raised in the previous cases and will 
continue to work with Ohio American as necessary (Id.), 

Whether perception or not, numerous Ohio American customers testified to a lack 
of quality in the water product being provided by the Company. OCC, the Company, and 
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Staff have spent a considerable amount of effort in the past few rate case stipulatiorw on 
improving the quality of water being provided and in fact the record reflects that Ohio 
American is meeting the commitments for water at the water treatment facilities and in the 
distribution mains. We also recognize however, that the Company is orJy responsible for 
the quality of water to the customer's property line or curb stop and that given past water 
quality issues, some of the water quality concerns now being experienced by customers 
could be lessened or eliminated by customer education. Therefore, we direct the 
Company to continue to respond in a timely fashion to customer complaints and concerns 
throughout its service territory. To ensure that all possible sources contributing to water 
quality concerns are being addressed, we direct the Company, working in conjunction 
with our Staff, to increase customer awareness of issues within customers' homes that 
could contribute to water quality concerns so that the customers can take every action 
within the customer's ability to improve water quality. Fiurther, we direct our Staff to 
continue to monitor the Company's customer complaints and ensure that Ohio American 
is responding timely to those complaints. Should Staff see a trend evolving. Staff should 
take tiie necessary steps with the Company to rectify any concerns. In short, we direct the 
Company and our Staff to work tirelessly to address and improve, where possible, the 
water quality provided to the Company's customers. 

Unaccounted-for Water 

In its application, Ohio American recommended a new system of measuring 
unaccounted-for-water (UFW) as a replacement for the 15 percent or less UFW percentage 
set forth in Rule 4901:1-15-20(C)(5), O.A.C. Ohio American asserts that the 15 percent 
UFW ratio does not include any provisions for the size of the water system, number of 
customers, or the age of the infrastructure like the Ir^frastructure Leak Index (ILI) set forth 
in the American Water Works Association Manual 36. Staff found that the ILI, as modified 
by the Staff Report, could be an acceptable method by which to determine that the 
Company was in compliance with Rule 4901:1-15-20(C)(5), O.A.C 

OCC objected that the Staff should have recommended that Ohio American 
continue to report its UFW data based upon the 15 percent criterion set forth in Rule 
4901:1-15-20(C)(5), O.A.C (OCC brief at 77-78). OCC also objected to tf\e Staffs failure to 
recommend that these UFW annual reports be docketed at the Commission (Id. at 81), 
Lastly, OCC believes that it was error for Staff not to have determined whether the 
Company's method of determining UFW gives Ohio American less of an incentive to 
repair leaks, other than main breaks, thus, negatively impacting the rates that the 
Company's customers ultimately pay (OCC Ex. 48 at 18). 

Staff responded that the Company must continue to comply with Rule 4901:1-15-
20(C)(5), O.A.C, until such time as the ILI targets replace the 15 percent criterion in the 
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Conunission's rules (Staff Ex. 19 at 6), However, Staff submits that downward 
adjustments to fuel, purchased power, and chemical expenses are not required by Rxile 
4901:1-15-20(C)(5), O.A.C Such adjustments have been made in the past only through 
stipulations negotiated by the Company, Staff, and other concerned parties (Staff reply 
brief at 39), Staff envisions that such adjustments, if made in the future, should be based 
on the ILI methodology because it provides a more representative measure of a water 
company's performance in minimizing the cost of real water losses on its customers (Tr. XI 
at 1882-1883). As for OCC's reconunendation that the proposed ILI reports be docketed at 
the Commission, Staff points out that there is no requirement in either the rules or in any 
prior Ohio American stipulation requiring today's UFW resixlts to be docketed and Staff 
sees no reason to begin docketing such reports calculated using the ILl methodology going 
forward (Staff Ex. 19 at 6). Finally, regarding the argument that the ILI methodology will 
give the Company less incentive to repair leaks. Staff disagrees. Staff explains that OCC's 
concerns are adequately addressed when the ILI teirgets are determined (Id. at 7). 

OCCs arguments concerning UFW are unavailing. Until such time as the Ohio 
Administrative Code is changed, Ohio American will still be required to submit reports 
concerning UFW in accordance with Rule 4901:1-15-20(C)(5), O.A.C. However, in addition 
to the UFW reports required by rule, the Company will also be tracking water loss through 
using the ILI targets. These ILI targets, which appear to be more representative of a water 
company's performance in minimizing the cost of real water losses on customers, will 
serve as the basis for adjustments to fuel, purchased power, and chemical exper\ses in 
future rate cases. As to whether such reports should be docketed, we agree with Staff's 
position that nothing in current law or rules of the Commission require such reports to be 
docketed. Consideration of this issue would be better addressed in a rulemaking 
proceeding that would have general, industry-wide applicability. Finally, regarding the 
incentive to repair leaks, the Commission notes that Staff believes this issue is adequately 
addressed in the determination of the ILI targets. We see no reason at this time to 
undertake any further action on this issue. 

Stipulation Corrunitment Review 

Staff undertook a review the Company's compliance with the stipulation 
commitments approved by the Commission in Case No. 07-1112-WS-AIR. For each of 
those commitments. Staff offered certain recommendations in the Staff Report. For 
example. Staff recommended tiiat the Company be ordered to continue repairing leaks as 
per the commitment and continue submitting quarterly leak logs. In the Lake Darby area, 
the Company committed to installing an on-line imit to measure water hardness levels, 
committed to maintain water hardness within certain parameters for finished water 
leaving the plant, and committed to monthly reporting requirements. Staff recommended 
that the Company continue to use the on-line monitor and to report hardness data on a 
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monthly basis, Ohio American had committed in the 2007 Rate Case to communicate and 
meet with the Marion City Engineer to coordinate projects impacting city streets. Staff 
recommends the continuation of these monthly meetings. In all, there were stipulation 
commitments covering many of the Company's districts as well as a meter reading 
change-out program and a hydrant flushing, painting, valve operation, and maintenance 
commitment. The Conunission determines that Staff's recommendations concerning past 
stipulation commitments set forth in the Staff Report are appropriate and should, 
therefore, be adopted. 

OCC objected to certain of the Staffs recommendations regarding prior stipulation 
commitments arguing that Staff did not go far enough with its recommendations. For 
example, OCC cites as error Staff failing to recommend specific consequences should Ohio 
American fail to meet the leak repair commitments made in prior stipulations. Staff 
disagreed noting that the Company has achieved significant progress towards meeting or 
exceeding the expectations from the prior two stipulated cases. OCC next objected that the 
Staff did not address continuing conunitments regarding nwintaining iron and manganese 
concentrations at the level established in the 2(X)7 Rate Case stipulation. Staff noted that 
the Company has consistentiy complied with the Ohio EPA iron and manganese levels, 
thus, Staff found it unnecessary to recommend a continuing commitment in this case. 
OCC disagreed with the Staff for failing to recommend monthly credits to customers for 
any month Ohio American fails to maintain its water quality commitments. Staff explains 
that Ohio American has consistentiy met all water quality issues addressed in the 2007 
Rate Case.- OCC also objected to Staff not recommending that the Company provide 
periodic updates to Staff, OCC, and the local commimity on the status of the new 
Ashtabula water treatment plant. Staff disagreed noting that such a requirement is 
unnecessary as Staff conducts approximately four regular inspections of the plant during 
the year and the Company already has a history of providing such updates upon request. 
OCC next found fault with Staff's failure to recommend that OCC be included in the 
distribution of Ohio American's annual meter reading report and should have 
recommended consequences should the Company fail to read meters for more than 12 
months. Staff has no objection to the inclusion of OCC in the distribution of the annual 
meter reading report, however. Staff believes that the Company has met the saturation 
level of encoder type meter installations. Staff, therefore, finds it imnecessaiy to 
recommend consequences as long as the Company can adequately document the reason 
for each failure to read a meter for more than 12 months (OCC Ex. 50; Staff Ex. 3 at 55-55-
63; Staff Ex. 19 at 7-10). 

We find that Staff has adequately explained the rationale for not adopting OCC's 
additional recommendations as commitments in this matter. There has been no showing 
that the Company is out of compliance in any of these areas at the present time and thus 
we are hesitant to order unnecessary conmiitments that will result in increased 
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expenditures by the Company. We are also reminded that many of OCC's additional 
commitments were the product of the give and take that routinely occurs in arriving at a 
stipulated settlement and go beyond any requirements placed on other water utilities 
today. Accordingly, OCC's additional commitments will not be ordered. 

Customer Service Audit 

As part of its investigation. Staff conducted a field audit of Ohio American's 
customer service practices (Staii Ex. 3 at 66). Staff determined that the overall customer 
service practices and policies of the Company comply with the applicable rules of the 
Commission (Id.). 

OCC raised a number of objectior\s to the customer service audit conducted by Staff 
as the audit did not result in additional and more specific consumer protection 
recommendations (OCC brief at 85-92). The topics covered by OCC's objections include 
discormection payments, credit and collection policies, security deposits, dishonored 
payments, budget billing, and discormection date reporting. OCC also recommended that 
Ohio American be required to credit customer payments to authorized payment agents the 
same day the agents receive the payment and that Ohio American be required to refund 
late payment charge improperly assessed due to delayed crediting of payments made to 
authorized agents. 

Staff disagreed with all of OCC's recommendatior\s. Staff notes that OCCs 
recommendations would (1) force the Company to institute credit and collection policies 
that are not otherwise required by the Ohio Administrative Code, (2) deny the Company 
the rights of disconnection permitted under Rule 4901:1-15-27, O.A.C, (3) require the 
Company to implement specific payment plan arrangements that are not otherwise 
required under Rule 4901:1-15-28(A)(3), O.A.C., (4) no longer permit the Company to 
require security deposits under Rule 4901:1-17-04, O.A.C, (5) require the Company to 
provide information on its bills that is not otherwise required under Rule 4901:1-15-23, 
O.A.C, and (6) require the Company to restrict the amount that Ohio American is 
otherwise allowed to require for a security deposit under Rule 4901:1-17-05, 0,A.C 
Regarding payments made to authorized payment agents. Staff noted that Ohio American 
provides a grace period to its customers before applying late payment charges and that, 
because of the grace period, no customer is harmed by the delay in crediting of payments 
made to an authorized agent. Staff explained that, because none of Ohio American's 
policies violate the Commission's rules regarding water service or credit procedures, 
OCCs recommendatioiis are unnecessary. 

The Commission concurs in Staffs assessment that requirements and restrictions 
beyond the scope of the Commission's rules and beyond those requirements placed on 
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other water utilities are not warranted especially in light of the fact that the Company has 
not been found to be engaging in any activities that violate the Commission's rules 
regarding customer service and consumer protectioris. Moreover, we note that requiring 
Ohio American to incur additional expense at a time when the Company should be 
striving to control costs is otherwise contradictory to the position recommended by OCC 
in this proceeding. Accordingly, OCC's additional requirements and restrictions are 
denied. 

MANAGEMENT AND OPERATIONS REVIEW 

Section 4909.154, Revised Code, requires the Commission to consider the 
management policies, practices, and organization of public utilities in fixing the just, 
reasonable, and compensatory rates to be charged by the public utility. The Comnussion 
has adopted Standard Filing Requirements which require medium and large utilities to 
include in rate filings a discussion of policy and goal setting, strategic and long range 
planning, organization structure, decision-making, and communications for the utilities 
executive management process. Staff routinely reviews the schedules submitted by an 
applicant and selects certain management topics for rate case investigation. In the present 
case. Staff investigated and reported on Ohio American's labor and budgeting and 
administrative cost control functions. In short. Staff is concerned that the rapid growth in 
labor resources at Ohio American has caused Administrative and General (A&G) expenses 
to rise significantly. Staff recommends that the Company alter its business model so that 
A&G expenses track more closely to the rate of inflation and take into account the 
customers' ability to pay, 

Ohio American's objects to the Staff's aruilysis of the Company's management 
operations (Ohio American brief at 4-21), Ohio American takes issue with both the Staffs 
commentary on the Company's staffing levels as well as budgeting and cost controls. 
Regarding the growth in staffing levels, the Company asserts that the Staff's concern is 
unsupported and contradictory. Ohio American claims that the Staff's position is 
unsupported because, although the Staff was not particularly critical of Ohio American's 
staffing levels and did not seek to review the number of Ohio American employees, the 
Staff concluded, without salient facts, that the current increased staffing levels appear to 
be growing beyond the level necessary to effectively perform functions and tasks needed 
for regulatory compliance (Staff Ex. 3 at 69, 71; Staff Ex. 15; Tr. X at 1705, 1706). The 
Company views Staff's concern as contradictory because Ohio American has modestiy 
increased staffing levels in the supervisory, field, and support areas in compliance with 
Steiff's recommendatioris in the 2006 and 2007 Rate Cases. In fact, the Company asserts 
that only nine positions have been added. Nevertheless, Staff takes the position in the 
current case that staffing levels are growing past the levels necessary to effectively perform 
functions and tasks needed for regulatory compliance (Staff Ex. 3 at 71). Staff reaches this 
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UTu-easonable conclusion, the Company claims, based upon a simple percentage 
calculation without a great deal of additional data or reasoned analysis whatsoever. 

Next, Ohio American asserts that Staff presented no rational basis for the allegation 
that Service Company charges were unreasonable (Ohio American brief at 6-10). 
Regarding Service Company costs, Ohio American claims that Staff did not investigate the 
services provided by the Service Company to Ohio American (Tr. X at 1692, 1694). 
Additionally, Staff incorrectly assumed, according to the Company, that the services 
provided to Ohio American did not directiy affect Ohio American's customers or the 
quality of water (Tr. X at 1709,1711), did not take into account the necessity for the Service 
Company activities (Tr. X at 1752), did not determine whether the Service Company fees 
for those services had value (Tr. X at 1753), did not take issue with the types of services 
being provided to Ohio American by the Service Company (Tr. X at 1688, 1751), and 
agreed that the Service Company had expertise in water regulation (Tr. X at 1704). Ohio 
American also criticizes Staffs recommendations because, according to the Company, Staff 
did not review the iitformation in the application (other than the S-1 and S-2 schedules), 
the testimony filed with the application (Tr. X at 1692), the descriptior\s of Service 
Company services provided in data request resporwes (Tr. X at 1783), or Ohio American's 
most recent rate case (Tr. X at 1690). 

Ohio American faults Staff's investigation as merely consisting of reviewing notes 
from telephone interviews with company persormel from 2006 (Tr. X at 1684,1794), one 
telephone call to Company witness VerDouw, employed by American Water Works 
Service Company as Manager of Rates and Regulation for Ohio American, in 2009 (Tr. X at 
1681), and a compilation of costs foimd in the armual reports of Ohio American and Aqua 
Ohio (Tr. X at 1754), The Company also disputes benchmarking Service Company fees 
against the approximate increase in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) (Tr, X at 1751,1774, 
1783) as no such measurement of reasonableness for any utility expense has ever been 
used according to Ohio American. Neither has the Commission used a standard of 
affordability in examining costs of a utility. Nevertheless, according to Ohio American, 
the Staff in this case unreasonably used affordability based on median household income 
of Ohioans as a measure by which to judge the reasonableness of the Company's rates 
(Staff Ex. 3 at 77). 

Ohio American next criticizes the use of Aqua Ohio as a benchmark by which to 
judge the Company's A&G expenses stating there was no attempt made by the Staff to lay 
a foundation establishing the comparability of the two companies. For example, Ohio 
American claims that there was no attempt made to analyze similarities or differences in 
service area characteristics, customer service levels, capital investment programs, quality 
of maintenance programs, differences in water sources, and compliance with regulatory 
requirements or any other aspect of operations of performance that could account for 
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differences in costs. Rather, Staff chose to compare Ohio American with Aqua Ohio 
merely on the basis that both are large water companies with service companies, both are 
part of a holding company stmcture, and both are subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission (Tr. X at 1771-1772). Specifically, Ohio American asserts tiiat while tiie 
Company booked all of its Service Company expenses in an Outside Service account, 
account 923, includable as an A&G expense (Ohio American Ex, 39 at 17), Aqua Ohio 
appears to have booked expenses of a national call center and lab expeiises to accounts 903 
and 642, respectively, which are non-A&G expense accounts (Ohio American Ex, 36 at 40). 
Thus, a tme "apples to apples" comparison of Ohio American and Aqua Ohio A&G 
expense accounts are not reflected in the Staffs analysis 

As a final matter concerning A&G exper\ses, Ohio American submits that there has 
been no credible evidence offered to show that the Company's A&G expenses are 
unreasonable. U reasonable A&G expenses are meant to approximate the CPI, the 
Company submits there was no evidence presented that the Commission has ever used 
the CPI as such measure of A&G expenses in tiie past (Tr. X at 1725,1751,1774,1783). 

Under management and operations review. Staff takes issue with the Company's 
position that Staff's investigation and recommendations concerning management fees is 
not based on the statutory requirements of reasonableness (St£iff Ex. 15 at 4). Although 
Staff did not examine or report on each specific cost to provide each specific service. Staff 
examined categories of costs, including administrative and general costs, as a whole. As a 
result of this analysis, Stciff found that Ohio American's administrative and general costs 
overall have unreasonably escalated and exceeded by far both inflation and the rate of 
growth in Ohio household income (Id.). Staff also disputes the Company's position that 
Staff has ignored Commission precedent from the past three rate cases that found the 
Company's maruigement fees to be reasonable (Id.), Staff points out that the level of 
management fees requested in the present case, not past cases, is the matter currently 
pending, before the Conamission. There is no rule or precedent. Staff contends, that 
automatically requires that the level of management fees must increase from a prior 
authorized level (Id. at 4-5). Further, Staff posits that the review in this case addresses 
issues not addressed in previous Ohio American rate proceedings (Id. at 5). 

Staff disagrees with Company's position that Staff used benchmarks that do not 
meet benchmark criteria (7 .̂). Benchmarks, Staff maintains, are not limited to service 
levels, customer benefits, or other specific criteria (Id.). Rather, as Staff explained, a 
longitudinal analysis of Ohio American's costs by specific functions or by those functions 
as a whole is a very useful tool and benchmarking these values against economic trends 
and similar companies can provide valuable insight into the performance of a company 
(Id,). This analysis, supported by reviewing costs over a period of years, reflects poor 
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performance by Ohio American in controlling administrative and general costs. Staff 
claims (Id.), 

Concerning the Company's objection to Staff comparing Ohio American to Aqua 
Ohio, Staff submits that Aqua Ohio is the most similar comparable company (Id. at 6). 
Both companies operate under a holding company umbrella, utilize services provided by a 
service company, and operate in Ohio under similar regulatory requirements (Id.). In fact. 
Aqua Ohio is often used in comparison with Ohio American for benchmark analysis, 
service quality reviews, and rate of return studies (Staff Ex. 3 at 74). In its review in this 
case. Staff used annual report data filed with the Commission from 2(K)3-2008 to compare 
total waterworks expense, total administrative and general expense, and total outside 
services expense for the two companies. Ohio American faults Staffs analysis for not 
drilling down into each account in order to obtain a true "apples to apples" comparison, 
however, such an approach was not within the scope of the review tmdertaken by the 
Staff's management and operations review. Rather, it was the Conunission's Accounting 
and Electricity Division staffs role to review and evaluate the Company's expenses in the 
course of determining operating income in this case. For purposes of the management and 
operations review portion of the Staff Report, the Capital Recovery and Financial 
Analysis's Division's responsibility was to evaluate Ohio American's management 
policies, practices, and organization consistent with Staffs statutory duty, not to examine 
the intricacies of the Company's accounting methods. 

Regarding Ohio American's position that Staff has been inconsistent in its treatment 
of the Company's staffing levels. Staff disagrees. Staff notes that, in 2006, the Company's 
KPI report, which is used by Ohio American's management to align resource needs with 
workload, indicated a staffing level that was enabling Ohio American to reach near one 
hundred compliance with regulatory standards (Staff Ex. 15 at 6). Continuing, Staff 
explains that, in the present case, the KPI report reflects that the Company's staffing level 
enables Ohio American to perform in excess of the required compliance level (Id.). Thus, 
Staff asserts that the results of the KPI report presents an opportunity for Ohio American 
to identify cost savings, while still maintaining compliance with regulatory benchmarks 
(Id. at 6-7). On brief. Staff disagrees with the Company's position that Staff focused on the 
percentage growth oi staffing (Staff Reply brief at 50). Rather, Staff points out that the 
focus has been on balancing the need to meet regulatory compliance benchmarks while 
operating efficiently in order to minimize costs to the ratepayer (Staff Ex. 3 at 71). To 
accomplish this balance. Staff recommends that the Company continue to utilize the KPI 
report for optimizing labor resource levels (Id,), 

Next, Staff disputes the Company's contention that certain statistics, such as the 
CFl, were inappropriately used to support Staffs analysis (Staff Ex. 15 at 7; Tr. X at 1751, 
1774,1783). Staff's analysis was undertaken using more than one single approach to assess 
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the reasonableness of the Company's administrative and general costs and used available 
date in an appropriate manner Staff explains. Staff's analysis was broken down into three 
parts. First, Staff evaluated the Company's adniirustrative and general costs over a period 
of time to determine whether Ohio American was reasonably managing such costs (Staff 
Ex. 15 at 7), To gauge reasonableness. Staff used the rate of inflation and found that Ohio 
American's administrative and general costs were rising far in excess of inflation (Id.). 
Next, Staff analyzed the A&G costs of a comparative water company, Aqua Ohio, to 
determine whether Ohio American's growth rate is a product of the water industry in 
general. Staffs analysis revealed that Aqua Ohio's rate of growth in A&G costs were near 
the rate of inflation as measured by the CPI (Id.). Using the annualized figures calculated 
by Company witness Verdouw, Aqua Ohio's average armualized rate growth in A&G 
costs for 2003-2008 is 0.11 percent, whereas Ohio American's average annualized rate of 
growth in A&G costs for the same period were 12.09 percent (Tr. XIII at 2252-2253). Staff 
also finds irrelevant Ohio American's argument that the Staff erred by not comparing the 
Company's A&G cost growth to the electric and gas industries (Ohio American brief at 14-
15 citing to Company Ex, 31). As explained by Staff witness Rack (Tr. X at 1745-1746), the 
information provided by the Company was not suitable for use in this case but even if it 
were used, the data would support Staffs position. According to Staff, the relevant data in 
Ohio American Exhibit 31 reflects that the growth rate in total A&G expense was 2.73 
percent and 2.1 percent for the electric and gas industries from 2003-2008 (Ohio American 
Ex. 31). Finally, Staff compared the relative weight of Ohio American's A&G costs with its 
overall costs (Staff Ex. 15 at 7). Staff found that more than half of Ohio American's costs 
were A&G costs while only 30 to 35 percent of Aqua Ohio's costs were A&G costs (Id,). 

The Commission will adopt most of the Staff's recommendations in the 
Management and Operations Review section of the Staff Report. We generally agree that 
it would appear as if Ohio American must find ways to better control costs. Ideally, the 
Company's cost trend will track closer to the rate of inflation and Ohio market conditiorrs. 
Recognizing that the companies may not be a perfect match, Ohio American can still use 
Aqua Ohio as a rough benchmark to use for comparison purposes. Regarding 
organizational process, the Commission concurs with Staff that the Company must have 
greater cost-related decision-making at the operating company level. In light of these 
concerns, and as addressed further below, we are reconunending an investigation and 
audit of the Company's management policies and administrative practices for purposes of 
the Company's next rate proceeding. However, we are making no further reductions to 
A&G expenses beyond those adjustments set forth inthe Operating Income section of the 
Staff Report. 

OCC had two objections to the Staff's analysis under the Management and 
Operations review section of the Staff report. OCC first notes that the Commission should 
order an independent management audit of Ohio American given the imprudent and 
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ineffident management policies and administrative practices of the Company (OCC brief 
at 93). OCC claims that an independent audit is warranted in order to determine: (1) 
whether the affiliate transactions between the Company and the Service Company are 
prudent and to determine if the allocation of the Service Company costs to Ohio American 
is proper; (2) what measures should be put in place to control costs by auditing the 
Company's A&G expenses; and (3) if Ohio American has engaged in over-spending on its 
capital additions and neglected to consider the least-cost options available and whether 
the Company engaged in construction and purchasing activities when it was absolutely 
necessary (OCC Ex. 48 at 13). Pointing to a 16.29 percent average increase in the 
management fee expenses since 2003, as calculated by the Staff, OCC opines that an audit 
of affiliated trar\sactions with the Service Company is warranted. Additionally, OCC 
points out that there has been a company-wide organizational structure change whereby 
Ohio American has been shifted from the Western to the Eastern Division effective 
January 1, 2009. Regarding A&G expenses, OCC notes that the Staff found that Ohio 
American spent 42 percent more on A&G services than Aqua Ohio (Staff Ex. 3 at 74). 
Regarding the Company's capital-spending habits, OCC claims that approximately $44.1 
million or 33 percent of a gross plant balance of $134,784,289 occurred from 2001 to 2008. 
In addition, the Company's three-year projection calls for an additional $51.4 million of 
new construction between 2(K)9 and 2011. ff the Company's construction projection holds 
true, the value of Ohio American's gross plant will have increased approximately $95.5 
million over an 11-year time frame claims OCC Such a high level of capital spending 
encourages the Company to file rate cases more frequentiy in order to obtain a return on 
investment as soon as possible (OCC Ex. 48 at 14-15). OCC explains that a sister 
subsidiary of Ohio American's parent company is undergoing a similar audit in Tennessee 
(Id.) and that this Commission has previously ordered similar management audits of 
Columbia Gas (Case No. 91-195-GA-AIR, Opinion and Order, November 27,1991, at 8-9) 
and Centerior Energy Companies (Case Nos, 88-171-EL-AIR and 88-170-EL-AIR, Opinion 
and Order, January 31,1989). OCC asserts that the cost of the audit should be borne by 
Ohio American and the Company should be prohibited from seeking recovery of this cost 
through a future rate proceeding (Id. at 17). 

According to Staff witness Rack, Staff did not specifically investigate affiliate 
transactions or analyze capital projects for purposes of this rate case (Staff Ex. 15 at 2-3). 
Staff submits that, based upon the adjustments reconunended in the Staff Report, an 
independent audit to investigate affiliate traiisactioris, to identify measures to control 
costs, and to determine whether the Company engaged in overspending on capital 
additions is unnecessary at this time (Id, at 3). Nevertheless, should the Commission 
decide that a further review of Ohio American's expenses for services provided by the 
Service Company is in fact necessary, Staff recommends that such an investigation be 
conducted by Staff outside of this rate case for consideration in the Company's next rate 
case (Id.). 
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Given the level of average management fee expense increases since 2003 in relation 
to other regulated utilities' management fee levels and recognizing that Staff did not 
undertake an investigation of ciffUiate transactions or analyze in-depth capital project 
spending for purposes of this rate case, we determine that an audit, conducted by 
Commission Staff, outside the scope of this pending proceeding and concluded within 12 
months should be undertaken with the restilts of that audit considered in a future rate case 
proceeding. In making this determination, we find that our Staff has the necessary 
expertise to investigate and make recommendations to us regarding areas the Company 
can focus on to control expenditures without engaging the resoiuces of an outside auditor. 
Ohio American is instructed to cooperate with and provide required information to our 
Staff in furtherance of this audit. 

Ln its second objection to the Management and Operatior\s review section of the 
Staff Report, OCC claims that Staff should have provided specific guidance regarding local 
economic conditions that Ohio American should consider during the budgeting and 
planning processes. OCC claims that although Staff stopped short of making specific 
management and budgeting recommendations, the Staff Report is unflinching in its 
criticism of Ohio American's inability to manage its costs and consider the current 
economic conditions. Further, highlighting the testimony of David Littie, President of 
Ohio American, OCC asserts that no one at the Company, including the Budget Plarming 
Assimiptions Group, is specifically assigned the responsibility of attempting to match the 
costs of providing water service to the rate of inflation (Tr. I at 28-29, 30, 35), OCC 
reconunends that the Commission must mandate specific and fundamental changes in the 
management and budgeting processes of the Company if the Staff Reporf s conclusions 
and recommendations are to be taken seriously by Ohio American (OCC brief at 99). 

Staff responds to OCCs objection by noting that, although Staff found that Ohio 
American's budgeting process was flawed and in need of an overhaul, it is not the Staffs 
responsibility to manage the Company. 

The Commission supports Staff's position on this issue in this procee^ng. While it 
is the prerogative of the Commission, pursuant to Section 4909.154, Revised Code, to 
consider and recommend specific management policies, practices, or an orgaruzational 
structure, the Commission determines that such am undertaking is not warranted based on 
this record at this time. However, in making this determination, we take note of the 
substantial public testimony presented in this proceeding whereby the Company's 
customers testified that their water bill represents a significant drain on their household 
finances and is quickly becoming unaffordable. Thus, although we are not recommending 
specific modifications to Ohio American's management policies and practices at this time, 
we do expect the Company to factor in customer counts, system growth, wage and benefit 
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inflationary factors, the consumer price index and commodity inflation factors in the 
building the Company's budget plan. Ohio American will face substantial scrutiny in its 
next rate case proceeding should the Company's budget growth far exceed the rate of 
inflation and/or the growth in Ohio household income. 

EFFECTP/E DATE AND REOUIRED FILINGS 

Ohio American is hereby ordered to file revised tariff schedules in accordance with 
the terms of this opinion and order and a proposed customer notice for approval. The 
effective date of the increase in rates shall be for bills rendered beginning on a date not 
earlier than the date of this opinion and order and the date upon which four complete 
copies of final tariffs are filed following approval of the tariffs. As with the Company's 
prior rate case, Ohio American is directed to file all compliance reports and documentation 
in a separate compliance docket to facilitate the review of the Company's progress in 
meeting its obligations under the terms of this opiruon and order. 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) On May 7,2009, Ohio American filed a notice of intent to file an 
application for an increase in rates. In that application, the 
Company requested a test year of October 1, 2008, to 
September 30, 2009, and a date certain of December 31, 2008. 
By Commission entry issued Jxme 3,2009, the test year and date 
certain were approved and certain waivers from the standard 
filing requirements were granted. Ohio American's application 
was filed on June 8,2009, 

(2) On July 29,2009, the Commission issued an entry that accepted 
the application for filing as of June 8,2009. 

(3) On November 27, 2009, Staff filed its written report of 
investigation with the Commission, 

(4) By entry issued December 9, 2009, persons wishing to file 
objections to the Staff Report were directed to file appropriate 
pleadings by December 28, 2009. This entry also scheduled a 
prehearing conference for January 13,2010, 

(5) Intervention was granted to the Office of the Ohio Consumers' 
Counsel, Dragoo & Associates, Inc. aka Dragoo Management, 
Inc., and the city of Marion. 
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(6) On December 28, 2009, objectioris to the Staff Report were filed 
by OCC, Dragoo, and Marion. 

(7) Local public hearings were held on January 20, 2010, in both 
Marisfield and Marion, Ohio; on January 21, 2010, in Galloway, 
Ohio; on January 25, 2010, in Groveport, Ohio; and on January 
28,2010, in Westerville, Ohio. By entry issued January 29,2010, 
additional local public hearings were scheduled for February 
22,2010, in Ashtabula, Ohio and on February 23, 2010, in Tiffin, 
Ohio. Evidentiary hearings were held at the Commission from 
January 27,2010, to February 12,2010. The applicant submitted 
proofs of publication of the local hearings on January 26, 2010, 
and March 5,2010. 

(8) The value of all of the Company's property xised and useful for 
the rendition of water and wastewater services to customers 
affected by these applications, determined in accordance with 
Section 4909.15, Revised Code, is not less than $70,072,124. 

(9) The current net annual compensation of $3,771,695 represents a 
rate of return of 5.38 percent on the jurisdictional rate base of 
$70,072,124. 

(10) A rate of return of 5.38 percent is insufficient to provide the 
Company with reasonable compensation for the water and 
wastewater services rendered to its customers. 

(11) A rate of return of 7,73 percent is fair and reasonable under the 
circumstances presented by this case and is sufficient to 
provide Ohio American just compensation and return on the 
value of the Company's property used and useful in furnishing 
water and wastewater services to its customers. 

(12) An authorized revenue increase of $2,647,801 will result in a 
return of $5,416,575 which, when applied to the rate base of 
$70,072,124, yields a rate of return of approximately 7.73 
percent. 

(13) The allowable gross armual revenue to which the Company is 
entitied for purposes of these proceedings is $39,849,551. 
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW: 

(1) The Company's application was filed piu-suant to, and this 
Commission has jurisdiction of the application under, the 
provisions of Sections 4909.17, 4909.18, and 4909.19, Revised 
Code, and the application complies with the requirements of 
these statutes. 

(2) A staff investigation was conducted and a report duly filed and 
mailed, and public hearings held herein, the written notice of 
which complied with the requirements of Section 4909.19 and 
4903.083, Revised Code. 

(3) Objections to the Staff Report not addressed in a parties' initial 
brief are deemed withdrawn. 

(4) The existing rates and charges for water service are insufficient 
to provide Ohio American with adequate net aimual 
compensation and return on its property used and useful in the 
provision of water and wastewater services. 

(5) A rate of return of not more than 7.73 percent is fair and 
reasonable under the circumstances of this case and is sufficient 
to provide Ohio American just compensation and return on its 
property used and useful in the provision of water and 
wastewater services to its customers. 

(6) The Company is authorized to withdraw its current tariffs and 
to file proposed revised tariffs for Commission approval. 

It is, therefore, 

ORDERED, That the application of Ohio American for authority to increase its rates 
and charges for water and wastewater services be granted to the extent provided in this 
opinion and order. It is, further, 

ORDERED, That Ohio American is authorized to file proposed tariffs consistent 
with this opinion and order and a proposed customer notice. It is, further, 

ORDERED, That Comnussion Staff undertake an investigation and audit as 
discussed herein. It is, further. 
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ORDERED, That protective treatment be granted pursuant to Rule 4901-1-24, 
O.A.C, as discussed herein. It is, further. 

ORDERED, That a copy of this opinion and order be served upon all parties of 
record. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO 

Alan R. Schriber, Chairman 

f2^ A ^^^^/^ 
Paul A. Centolella 

. ^ _ 5 P — ^ - _ 5 P 

Steven D. Lesser 

Valerie A. Lemmie 

Cheryl L, Roberto 

JRJ/vrm 

Entered in the Journal 

MAY 0 5 2010^ 

Rene^ J. Jenkins 
Secretary 
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TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. VerDouw 
Other Participating Employees:  Ed Rex 
 
Question: 

37. Identify all states in which a TAWC Parent or Affiliate or any other investor-
owned utility has requested or recommended approval of a “pension tracker” or 
similar tariff rider, providing in each case the regulatory agency, authority, or 
commission involved, the date of the request, and the docket number or 
reference. 

  
 
Response: 

  
Please refer to the response to Item 36 of this same data request. 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Gary M. VerDouw 
Other Participating Employees:  Ed Rex 
 
Question: 

38. Identify any statutory provision authorizing the approval or adoption of a 
“pension tracker” or similar tariff rider in any state in which such a charge has 
been approved or has been sought by a TAWC Parent or Affiliate or by any 
other investor-owned utility.   

  
 
Response: 
 

Please refer to the response to City of Chattanooga question 36. 
 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers  
Other Participating Employees:  Lew Keathley, Brian Markham 
 
Question: 

39. What does TAWC contend is the percentage rate of “non-revenue water” loss 
during the twelve months ended December 31, 2011? 

  
 
Response: 
 

TAWC had a total non-revenue water loss, as defined in response to Item 40 of 
this same data request, of 24.7%.  

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees: None  
 
Question: 

40. Explain in detail the data and calculation upon which the percentage rate of 
“non-revenue water” loss reported in response to the previous Request was 
calculated.   

  
 
Response: 
 

“Non-revenue water” loss was calculated by dividing gallons of water sales into 
gallons of system delivery and subtracting it from 1.  
 
Water sales are defined as the gallons of finished (potable) water billed to our 
customers through meter readings. 
 
System delivery is defined as gallons of finished (potable) water pumped by our 
high service pumps at the treatment plant into our distribution system, read from 
the meters at the plant. 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  None  
 
Question: 

41. Explain in detail how the calculation described in response to the previous 
Request differs from the calculation of the percentage “unaccounted-for water” 
referenced in the TRA’s April 27, 2012 Order in Docket No. 10-00189, at note 
377. 

  
 
Response: 
 

The two are identical calculations.  As discussed in my testimony, TAW refers to 
non-revenue water as all water that is not metered in sales.  This is a shift in 
terminology, and is frequently referred to as unaccounted-for water.   

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness:  Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Lew Keathley 
 
Question: 

42. What does TAWC contend is the present rate during the twelve months ended 
December 31, 2011 of “unaccounted-for water” loss as opposed to “non-revenue 
water” loss? 

  
 
Response: 
  

Our 2011 estimate for “Unaccounted-for water” loss is 22.8%.  
  
 

 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Sonal Modi, Brian Markham 
 
Question: 

43. What was the total cost of TAWC’s “non-revenue water (NRW) program,” 
referenced in Mr. Rogers’ direct testimony, during each calendar year from 
January 1, 2008 through December 31, 2011? 

  
 
Response: 
 
  
Cost of NRW Program 2008 2009 2010 2011    

Wages 
         
149,345  

         
152,049  

         
149,700  

         
118,182  

Benefits % 
           
90,428  

           
89,752  

           
85,220  

           
62,188  

Vehicle Fuel & Maintenance 
           
11,366  

           
11,366  

           
11,366  

             
9,575  

Total Cost of NRW Program 
         
251,139  

         
253,167  

         
246,287  

         
189,945  

 
 

 

 



TENNESSEE AMERICAN WATER COMPANY 
DOCKET NO. 12-00049 

FIRST DISCOVERY REQUEST OF THE  
CITY OF CHATTANOOGA 

 
 
Responsible Witness: Kevin Rogers 
Other Participating Employees:  Lance Williams 
 
Question: 

44. Identify all Plant Additions or Improvements that were undertaken as a result 
of or as part of the “non-revenue water (NRW) program”. 

  
 
Response: 
  

TAWC currently has a project underway to install electromagnetic flow meters on 
the nine transmission mains that leave the water treatment plant which range in 
size from 16-inch to 36-inch. This will increase the accuracy of the metered water 
that is being delivered into the system because the meters will be installed on 
straight runs of pipe away from valves, bends and fittings. This reduces 
turbulence in the pipe, which can reduce the accuracy of the readings.  Currently 
the meters are located in the pipe gallery of the existing plant which makes them 
difficult to calibrate and they are subject to higher turbulence which can 
potentially reduce the accuracy of the readings.  
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