
BEFORE THE TENNESSEE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 

October 6, 2017 

IN RE: ) 
) 

PETITION OF TENNESSEE WATER SERVICE, ) 
INC. FOR APPROVAL OF AN INTERIM ) 
EMERGENCY WILDFIRE RESTORATION ) 
SURCHARGE, INTERIM EMERGENCY WATER ) 
SERVICE AVAILABILITY SURCHARGE, ) 
INTERIM EMERGENCY MAKE-WHOLE ) 
SURCHARGE, AND AN INTERIM EMERGENCY ) 
OPERATION COST PASS-THROUGH ) 
MECHANISM ) 

DOCKET NO. 
17-00108 

ORDER ESTABLISIDNG PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

This matter is before the Hearing Officer of the Tennessee Public Utility Commission 

("Commission" or "TPUC") to establish a procedural schedule for the prompt and orderly 

conduct of these proceedings. The Hearing Officer conducted a telephone conference call with 

Tennessee Water Service, Inc. ("TWS") and the Consumer Protection and Advocate Division of 

the Office of the Attorney General ("Consumer Advocate") on October 3, 2017, to establish a 

procedural schedule. The goal and design of any procedural schedule is to efficiently move the 

proceedings forward to a hearing and final conclusion on the merits. Nevertheless, a procedural 

schedule' s effectiveness directly depends on cooperation by the parties in meeting the individual 

benchmark dates. The Hearing Officer hereby establishes the Procedural Schedule set forth in 

Exhibit A attached to this Order. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED. 

Monica Smith-Ashford, Hearing Offic 



DOCKET No.17-00108 
PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

October 6, 201 7 

Due Date Filing 

October 5, 2017 Discovery Requests by Consumer Advocate 

October 9, 2017 TWS' s Responses to Discovery Requests 

October 13, 2017 Consumer Advocate' s Pre-filed Testimony 

October 17, 2017 TWS' s Pre-filed Rebuttal Testimony* 

October 19, 2017 Pre-hearing Conference 

October 23, 2017 Target Date for Hearing on the Merits 

* TWS' s Rebuttal Testimony should be limited to issues raised in the Consumer Advocate's 
Direct Testimony. TWS' s Rebuttal Testimony should include the page and line number of the 
Consumer Advocate' s testimony that is being rebutted. 

EXHIBIT A 


