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IT IS ORDPRED that South Central Hell Telephone Company

("South Central" ) shall file an original and lA copies of the

information requested in this Order with the Commission within 2A

days from the date of. this Order, with a copy to all parties of.

record. Each copy of the data requested should he placed in a

bound volume with each item tabbed. When a number of sheets is
required for an item, each sheet should be appropriately indexed,

for example, Item 1(a), sheet 2 of 6. Include with each response

the name of the witness who will he responsible for responding to

questions relating to the information prov ided. Careful attention

shou)d be given to copied material to insure that it is legible.
Where information requested herein has been provid~d along wi th

the original application in the format requested herein, reference
may he made to the speci f ic location of. said informat ion in

responding to this information request. When applicable, the

information requested herein should he provided for total company

operations and )urisdictional operations separately. If neither



the requested information nor a motion for an extension of time is
f iled by the stated date, the case may he dismissed.

Tariff And Rate Design Issues

1. Please provide all workpapers and other supporting

documents utilized in the development of the

cost/investment inf ormat ion for conduit occupancy.

Provide any narrative explanations where necessary and

all underlying assumptions.

2. Provide a narrative explanation of all changes

implemented by the Company in the calculation of. the

conduit occupancy cost/rate information. Compare and

contrast methodologies utilized in the present case with

those utilized in Adminstrative Case 251-18. Justify
all changes as necessary, giving all underlying

assumptions.

3. Reconcile the cost components of conduit occupancy

presented by the Company in Administrative Case 251-18,

with those presented in the current case. Fxplain any

variances in components between the two cases.
4. What is the Company's rationale for. the proposed rate

per duct foot of conduit in view of the cost information

provided'P Show all calculations utilized in the rate
deve1opment.



Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, this 12th day of April, 1985.

PURLIC SRRVICP, COMMISSION

&44 S./k—.==2
'For the Commission

Attest:


