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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 
REFOW, THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

IN THE MATTER OF: 1 PUBLIC SERVICE 
) CQMMiSSIQN 

THE APPLICATION OF KENTIJCKY-AMERICAN ) 
WATER COMPANY FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ) CASE NO. 2007-00134 
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY AUTHORIZING ) 
THE CONSTRUCTION OF KENTUCKY RIVER ) 
STATION 11, ASSOCIATED FACILITIES AND 1 
TRANSMISSION MAIN 1 

L,OUISVILLE WATER COMPANY'S RESPONSES TO LEXINGTON-FAYETTE 
URBAN COUNTY GOVERNMENT'S DATA REQUESTS 

For its responses to the data requests of the Lexington-Fayette Urban County Govei-mnent 

("LFUCG"), Lmisville Water Company ("LWC"), by counsel hereby states as follows. 

REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION 

1. Please explain in detail the entire basis for the assertion that Section 1 of the proposal will be 
available for service by J L ~ Y  20 10. (Heitzniaii, page 5 ) .  

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: L,WC possesses tlie teclinical, inanageiial, and financial capacity to complete Section 
1 (from 1-265 to Highway 53) by J ~ l y  2010. L,WC lias retained engineering consultants CDM 
Engineers to design tlie Jefferson County poi-tion of Section 1. Section 1 can be expedited due to 
several factors, including tlie following. 

1. Section 1 from 1-265 to the Jefferson County line has beeii approved for design by 
LWC. 

2. Section 1 follows the route selected by LWC and KAWC in 1998, thereby 
eliminating the need for a route study and extensive enviroimiental review. 

3. Easements liave been acquired along a portion of the route selected for Section 1 , and 
CDM Engineers is presently engaged to acquire any reiiiaiiiiiig easeiiieiits that iiiay 
be required within Jefferson County. 

4. Section 1 from the Jefferson County line to Highway 53 lias been endorsed by the 
Shelby County water providers. Both Fraiddin County Fiscal Court and Spencer 
County Fiscal Court liave adopted resolutions endorsiiig the Louisville Pipeline. 
(Each of these resolutions have already beeii filed in the record of this case.) 



5.  Section 1 is ftilly ftiiided by LWC, with a project value of $35 million in accordance 
with the proposal described in Mr. Heitziiiaii’s rebuttal testimony. 

6. Section 1 will be built regardless of tlie decision by KAWC to build a treatment plant 
on Pool 3 of the Kentucky River. The proposed size of tlie iiiaiii is 24-iIiCh (1 0 to 15 
MGD capacity), and it caii easily be iipsized to 36-inch (23 to 35 MGD capacity) at 
tlie time of the bid. 

7. L,WC currently has 35 MGD reserve capacity (easily expandable to 95 MGD reserve 
capacity) to supply Section 1. 

8. Section 1 provides opportuiiity for water supply to six water providers in the region 
(L,WC, West Shelby Water District, Slielbyville, North Shelby Water District, U. S. 
60 Water District, and Fraidtfoi-t). Section 1 utilizes tlie existing iiifi-astructure of 
these water providers to provide a supply of water for drought protection, emergency 
disruptions to the water supply (natural aiid man made), as well as system growth. 

9. 1-64 is beiiig recoiistnicted (widened to tlie center) fi-om 1-265 in Jefferson County to 
Franklin County. This constniction schedule will coiiicide with the Louisville 
Pipeline coiistniction, allowing coordiiiatioii aiid potential cost savings due to the 
ecoiioiny of coricui-rerit road and pipeline work. Pipeline interconnections at 
interstate interchanges will be coordinated to provide access to each water supplier 
along the route. The 1-64 reconsti-uctioii will also allow local water providers to 
coordinate upgrades of their water infrastructure, with partial reinibursemeiit fi-om 
the Federal Highway administration (Le. local water utilities pay only for bettemieiit 
per 1 a S  76.630.). 

10. Section 1 has been identified by tlie ICIPDA Water Management Couiicil as a 
priority project for tlie KIPDA region (ref. KIPDA regional project iiuniber 
WX21211068). Section 1 coiistitutes a regional project as defined by tlie Kentucky 
Iiifiastnicture Authority, malting it attractive for State and Federal grants and low 
interest loans. 

The schedule for design aiid coiistructioii of Section 1 is as follows (assuming a March 2008 
contract execution): 

a 
b 
c 
d Project Bid November 2008; 
e 
f 

Preliminary design - October 2007 to January 2008; 
Easement acquisition and permit - November 2007 to December 2008; 
Filial Design - Febiiiary 2008 to October 2008; 

Coiistnictioii - January 2009 to December 201 0; 
Section 1 in service by July 2010. 
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2. Please explain in detail the entire basis for tlie assertion that Section 2 of the proposal will be 
completed by 2012. (Heitmian, page 6). 

a. By what date in 2012 will this section be completed? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzrnan 

RESPONSE: If necessary, aiid in partnership with Central Kentucky water providers, L,WC is 
prepared to constiiict Section 2 of the project from Highway 53 to Newtowii Pike by July 2012. 
L,WC possesses tlie teclmical, managerial aiid financial capacity to complete Section 2. In addition 
to the factors identified in Response # I ,  LWC offers the followiiig factors for coiisideration. 

1. Section 2 is proposed to be built iii 2 phases, providing 6 MGD capacity to KAWC by 
July 201 0. Tliis is accomplislied by coimecting Section 1 to Frankfort’s existing 
transmission system on the west side of tlie Kentucky River at Highway 420. This will 
allow Frankfort ’s water treatinent plant on tlie east side of the I<e~itucky River to provide 
LIP to 6 MGD to Central Kentucky on an iiiteriin basis until tlie full 25 MGD capacity is 
available by J ~ l y  20 12. 

2. Section 2 from Highway 53 in Shelby County to Highway 420 in Franklin County will 
be completed by J ~ l y  2010. This section lias tlie endorseiiieiit of water providers in 
Shelby, Spencer and Franltliii Counties. 

3. Section 2 utilizes tlie available iiifi-astnicture capacity (treatment, traiismissiaii, and 
storage) from existing water systems along tlie route to niiiiirnize the need to build 
additional facilities. 

4. The inost cliallenging portion of section 2 will be along 1-64 from Highway 420 to U. S. 
Highway 60, iiicludiiig tlie crossing of tlie Kentucky River. Ai alternative route is being 
evaluated that takes the pipeline along TJ. S. Highway 127 to the Frankfort East-West 
Connector (Hwy 676), then across tlie Kentucky River to U. S. Highway 60. This 
aIteiiiative route can tie to either Hwy 421 (Leestown Pike) in Frankfort or back to 1-64. 
This corridor has the advantage of an existing state right-of-way that is adequate to 
accommodate a 36-inch traiisiiiission main. This route also lias an advantage with its 
proximity to Frankfort’s existing 36-incli transmission main and 18 MGD water 
treatment plant. 

5 .  Section 2 will require an eiiviromiieiital assessinent, estimated to be completed in 12 
montlis from execution of an agreement. 

The schedule for design and coiistructioii of Section 2 is as follows (assuming a January 2008 
contract execution): 
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Section 2 - Phase A (Highway 53 to Highway 420 and U. S. Highway 60 to Newtown 
Pike): 

a. Preliminary design - March 2008 to Juiie 2008; 
b. Easeiiieiit acquisitioii and periiiit - Marcli 2008 to Marcli 2009; 
c. Filial Design - July 2008 to Jaiiuary 2009; 
d. Project Bid - February 2009; 
e. Coiistructioii - April 2009 to Deceinber 2010; 
f. Sectioii 2 - Pliase A in service by July 2010 (provides 6 MGD). 

Section 2 - Phase B (Highway 420 to U. S. Highway 60, including Kentucky River 
Crossing) 

a. Prelimiiiary design and route selectioii - Marcli 2008 to August 2008; 
b. Easeinelit acquisition aiid pelmiits - Marcli 2008 to July 2009; 
c. Filial Desigii - Septeiiiber 2008 to May 2009; 
d. Project Bid - Juiie 2009; 
e. Coiistructioii - August 2009 to July 2012 (provides 25 MGD); 
f. Section 2 - Pliase B in seivice by July 2012 (provides 25 MGD). 
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3. Has Lmisville Water Compaiiy (“L,WC”) obtained tlie iiecessary pei-niission, authority, or 
approvals to have Section 2 constructed adjacent, along, or within the Interstate 64 corridor? 
Please explain in detail and provide any and all related documents. 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: Section 2 (fioiii Highway 53 to Newtowii Pike) is proposed to be consti-ucted along 
the 1-64 right-of-way, either witliiii easeiiients parallel to 1-64 or by peiiiiit within a portion of the 
right-of-way. As of October 29,2007, LWC lias not acquired the easements or peiinits necessary to 
construct Section 2. Upon execution of the agreement, L,WC will expeditiously acquire tlie 
iiecessary easements aiid peniiits to complete coiistnwtion of Section 2 by July 2012. 

a. Froin what entities lias LWC obtained any sucli peiiiiissioii, authority, or approvals? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: Please refer to LWC’s response to Request Nos. 3 aiid 3(1)). 

b. Froin wliat entities will such permission, authority, or approvals be required? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: Easeinents will be required fi-om property owners along tlie route; tlie Kentucky 
Depai-tmeiit of Traiispoi-tatioii will issue pelinits for any use of the Interstate or State Highway 
rights-of-way. 

C. If L,WC has not obtained such, permission, authority, or approvals what is the 
estimated time for acquiring tliein? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: The estimated tiiiie to acquire tlie necessary ease~iieiits and peniiits is 12 to 15 
1llollthS. 
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d. If LWC lias riot yet obtained such permission, authority, or approvals, please explain 
in detail what steps, if any, that it has talteii to do so, aiid provide any and all related 
do cum eiit s . 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: LWC entered into a contract with CDM engineers oii October 11 , 2007 to begiii 
design on tlie Jefferson County portion of Section 1. L,WC has some easements for Section 1 , and it 
has authorized CDM Eiigiiieers to acquire easements for the reinairiirig poi-tions of Section 1. Upon 
execution of a water supply agreement for Central Kentucky, it will begiii the process to acquire tlie 
necessary easements and/or approvals for the remainder of Section 1 aiid Section 2. 

e. If LWC lias not yet obtained such pelmission, authority, or approvals, please explain 
in detail why LWC believes that it is more likely that they will be obtained today 
tliaii it was during tlie origiiial Louisville pipeline proposal (1 998-99). 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: In 1998, there was significant opposition to the pipeline route proposed by U W C .  
This route followed an existing natural gas pipeline easeineiit tlxougli poi-tions of Shelby, Fraidcliii 
and Woodford Counties. Tlie cui-reiit proposed route aloiig 1-64 lias a iiuiiiber of benefits, including 
the following. 

a. 

b. 

C. 

d. 

e. 

Tlie water providers and elected officials in Spencer, Shelby, and Fraiiltliii 
Counties have eiidorsed the Louisville Pipeline aloiig 1-64. (LWC has not 
produced the Spencer Couiity or Fraidtlin County resolutions as those resolutions 
have already been made a pait of the case file in tliis matter.) 

Since 1998, the proposed route lias experieiiced development at tlie iiiterclianges 
and a fiber optic coinniuiiications utility lias been installed along this route. 

This route is expected to have less eiiviroimeiital impact than the proposed 
IWWC Pool 3 proposal along Ironworks Pike. 

ICPOT is reconstructing 1-64 fiom Jefferson County to Fraidcliii County and 
coiicui-reiit coiisti-uctioii of the pipeline with the roadway improvements will 
minimize the impact to tlie public as well as iiiipacted property owners. 

Shelby Couiity has experienced a significant water shortage during 2007 and a 
pipeline to supply water froin L,ouisville to Shelby County will be built within 
tlie next tliree years regardless of the water solution for Central Kentucky. 
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Therefore tlie Louisville Pipeline proposal will reduce the total impact to the 
environment, by eliininatiiig duplication of facilities. 

By following existing rights of way, the pipeline is not lilcely to bisect any historic or 
eiiviroimentally sensitive property. 
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4. Wlien will all necessary land rights for the entire proposal be obtained? Please provide a 
detailed explanation and any supporting documentation. 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: Please refer to the responses to Request Nos. 1 and 2 above. 
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5 .  Please explaiii in detail how “providing up to 10 MGD to Frailltfort on the west side of the 
Kentucky River” inalces 6 MGD capacity available fioiii its treatment plant (Heitzman, page 
5 ) .  

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: The initial phase of coiistixictioii of Sections I and 2 will complete a grid to connect 
L,ouisville water supply with Fraidcfoi-t’s water supply. Up to 10 MGD will be provided to Franlcfoi-t 
to supplement their 18 MGD water treatment capacity for a total capacity of 28 MGD. This will 
allow Fraidcfoi-t to provide 6 MGD to Central Kentucky from its existing 18 MGD water treatment 
plant. This supply will be transported through ail existing 24-iiicli traiisniission inaiii parallel to 1-64 
at TJ. S. Highway 60. The balance of the project, iiicludiiig tlie crossing of tlie Kentucky River, will 
be completed by July 2012, providing 25 MGD to Central Keiituclcy. 

a. To whom is this water made available, and how would it be transported to them? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: The L,oiiisville Pipeline will provide water to tlie Central Kentucky water providers 
tlxougli a 36-inch pipeline along 1-64 coimecting to ICAWC’s 24-iiich pipeline at Newtown Pike. 
Coiisisteiit with the KAWC proposal, water will be wheeled though ICAWC’s water system to 
provide access to water to other Central I<eiituclty water providers. 
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6. With respect to resei-ve capacity (Heitziiian, page 6), in what ways does L,WC ensure that 
such capacity is available? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: L,WC will ensure that such resei-ve capacity is available in two ways: first, by limiting 
the reserve capacity of customers contracting for service fiom tlie pipeline to not inore than the 
design capacity of the pipeline (25 MGD for 36-inch pipeline); and second, by ensuring adequate 
treatment and delivery capacity is available to deliver water to tlie pipeline. LWC proposes to 
iiiaiiitaiii a fifteen percent (1 5%) reserve treatment plant capacity for the benefit of all customers. 

a. How niucli of such capacity would be available and guaranteed for use by Fayette 
County? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: The capacity available and guaranteed for use by Fayette County would be 
established by contract, up to the design capacity of tlie pipeline, cuil-ently proposed as 36-inch and 
25 MGD. The niiiiimuiii purchase quantity requires a 2: 1 reserve capacity ratio. 

b. What happens in tlie event that there is an iiicreased need by another customer? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: L,WC will provide water supply to other water providers along the route up to tlie 
design capacity of the pipeline. Once tlie design capacity is reached, no additional reserve capacity 
will be provided to aiiy single water provider. L,WC however will provide up to 50 percent capacity 
above tlie design capacity of the pipeline for use under eiiiergeiicy conditions, such as a drought. 
The proposed L,ouisville Pipeline size of 36-inch will provide up to 10 MGD of additional 
emergency reseive (total 35 MGD), that will be iiiade available to all water providers along the 
pipeline route. This added benefit will extend the design life of the facilities and defer the need to 
build additioiial water treatment capacity. 

c. How long would aiiy related guarantees as to reserve capacity last? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: The guarantees as to reserve capacity would last for tlie life of the contract, proposed 
as fifty years. 
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7. How lias the cui-reiit drought affected the provision of water in any area currently supplied by 
LWC? Are there any voluntary or mandatory water restrictions in place? If so please explain in 
detail, including the types of restrictions, what goveiiiiiig body or entity has imposed the restrictions, 
aiid the basis for which the restrictioiis were imposed. 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: The drought of 2007 has not iinpacted the quality and quantity of water supply to 
areas served by L,WC. During 2007, there have been 110 voluntary or mandatory water restrictions 
for LWC's retail customers or to LWC's wholesale service area. Water providers in Shelby Couiity 
(outside of LWC's wholesale service area) have issued water restrictions due to the drought and as a 
result are worltiiig with LWC for a suppleinental water supply along 1-64. 
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8. How would the proposed Central Keiitucky customers be prioritized and/or treated in 
relation to L,WC’s other ciistoiiiers in the event of an eiiiergeiicy or other scenario under 
which L,WC was unable to provide sufficient water to all of its customers? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitztnan 

RESPONSE: In the event of an einergeiicy or other scenario wider which L,WC was unable to 
provide sufficient water to all of its customers, LWC would prioritize and/or treat the proposed 
Central ICentucky customers the same as other similarly situated customers in Jefferson County. 
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9. Is L,WC willing to coiiimit to designing, building, owning and operating Section 2 of its 
proposal? If iiot, please explain in detail. 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzrnan 

RESPONSE: At tliis time, L,WC is iiot willing to inalte a coinmitinelit to design, build, own and 
operate Sectioii 2 of the pipeline. L,WC believes that it is in the best interest of Central Kentucky for 
tlie water providers to own Section 2 of the Pipeline. This can best be accomplished by a public- 
private partnership iiivolviiig Central ICentucky water providers, appropriate state and local 
goveiiiiiig bodies, and potentially L,WC. 

a. If the answer to tlie above is “yes”, is LWC willing to coinrnit that tlie cost that is 
ultiinately passed through to Central I<entucky’s custoiiiers will not exceed its 
estiinated $88.1 million project cost? If iiot, please explain in detail. If the answer to 
tlie above is cciio”, in what way(s), if any, is L,WC willing to guarantee that its 
estiinated project cost for Sectioii 2 will not be exceeded? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzrnan 

RESPONSE: L,WC is not willing to guarantee that its estiinated project cost for Section 2 will not 
be exceeded, just as KAWC lias not guaranteed its project costs. LWC recoinmends Section 2 of tlie 
pipeline to be designed and bid to provide assurances the project is feasible and beneficial to the 
water customers of Central ICeiitucky. Any cost savings will be passed on to the custorners being 
served by tlie L,otiisville Pipeliiie and any cost premium will be absorbed by tlie customers being 
seived by tlie Louisville Pipeline. In accordance with tlie L,ouisville Pipeline proposal described in 
Mr. Heitmian’s rebuttal testimony, L,WC is williiig to guarantee tlie cost and commitment for 
coiiipletioii off Sectioii 1 to Slielbyville Highway 53. 

b. Assuming L,WC did design, build, own, and operate Section 2, what would be 
estiinated wholesale rate that would apply to its Central Kentucky customers? Does 
tliis cliaiige if LWC does not operate Section 2? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzrnan 

RESPONSE: At this time, L,WC has not prepared a water rate for designing, building, owning, and 
operatiiig Section 2. Upon request, and with the concurrence of tlie Ceiitral Kentucky water 
providers, LWC could prepare such a rate estimate. 
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10. Assuming LWC did design, build, own, and operate Section 2, would it be willing to later 
sell Section 2 to a public eiitity(s), the Bluegrass Water Supply Coiiimissioii, and/or 
I(eiitLic1sy-Ainericaii Water Company, aiid what would be tlie anticipated purchase price 
above tlie cost of build? If the answer differs depeiiding upon the purchaser, please explain 
why. 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: Pursuant to tlie assumption that LWC would design, build, own, and operate Section 
2, LWC would coiisider selling Section 2 to a public entity(s), the Bluegrass Water Supply 
Commission, and/or I(eiitLicl~y-~nericaii Water Coiiipaiiy. L,WC has iiot estimated a sale piice, but 
could evaluate sucli an option if requested by the Central I(eiituc1sy water suppliers. LWC does not 
conteiiiplate that tlie aslsiiig price would differ depending upon the identity of the purchaser. LWC 
would also coiisider fiiiaiicing all or a portion of Section 2 of the pipeline. 
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1 1. If Section 2 is not ultimately designed, built, owned, and operated by a “public” entity(s) or a 
public-private partnership, but is instead built, owned, and operated solely by Kentucky- 
American Water Company (“KAWC”), how much of an increase in tlie $88.1M estimated 
project cost is anticipated? (assume that all other factors would be the same and utilizing the 
retuiii 011 rate base used by Attorney General witness Scott Rubin). 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitztnan 

RESPONSE: L,WC has not computed an estimated project cost based upon sole ownership by 
ICentucky-American. There inay be some increase in costs with private ownership due to potential 
tax savings uiider public ownership alternatives (i.e. 6 percent materials sales tax). It inay be 
appropriate for IWWC to provide sucli a cost estimate for Section 2 froin Highway 53 in Shelby 
County to Newtown Pike in Fayette County. 
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12. What public arid private eiitity(s) does LWC eiivisioii or anticipate designing, building, 
owning, and/or operating Section 2? 

Responsible Witiiess: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: The publdprivate ownership would be open to all water providers benefiting fioni 
tlie Louisville Pipeliiie as well as local and state goveiluneiit entities. Tliis includes existing public 
entities such as the LFUCG, Bluegrass Water Supply Coiniiiission, tlie Kentucky River Authority, 
the ICeiitucky Infi-astiucture Authority, or others. 
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13. With respect to the proposed Shelby County and Franklin County pump stations please 
provide the following information and any and all related documents: 

a. 
b. 
c. 

Date(s) that all necessary approvals will be obtained 
Date that construction will coininence. 
Date consti-uction will be completed. 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzrnan 

RESPONSE: The required approvals for the pipeline, pumping, and storage facilities will obtained 
and completed in time to enable the construction and completion of tlie Louisville Pipeline, as 
described in the proposal set forth in the rebuttal testimony of Greg Heitzinan. A project schedule is 
provided in response to Request Nos. 1 and 2 above. 
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14. With respect to the proposed Shelby County and Fraidtlin County storage facilities please 
provide the following infoiination and any and all related documents: 

a. 
b. 
c. 

Date(s) that all necessary approvals will be obtained. 
Date that coiisti-uctioii will coiiiineiice. 
Date construction will be completed. 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: Please see the response to Request No. 13 above. 
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15. When will a detailed “filial design” for a pipeline solution be conducted and completed? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzrnan 

RESPONSE: The filial design for the various sections will be completed in accordance with the 
schedule identified in the response to Request Nos. 1 and 2 above. 
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16. When will a “water blending” analysis be conducted and completed? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: A water bleiidiiig analysis will be conducted as part of the preliminary design and will 
be completed in accordance with the schedule identified in the response to Request No. 2 above. 
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17. When will a detailed “final design” to tlie transmission system to Fayette County be 
conducted and completed? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: Please refer to tlie response to Request No. 15 above. 
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18. Wlieii will the iiecessary detailed hydraulic analyses be conducted and coiiipleted? 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzrnan 

RESPONSE: A detailed hydraulic analysis will be conducted as part of the preliminary design and 
will be coiiipleted in accordance with the schedule identified in the response to Request No. 2 above. 
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19. 
above questions. 

Please provide any and all related documents that support your answers to any of the 

Responsible Witness: Greg Heitzman 

RESPONSE: Documents relied upon, if any, in responding to a data request have been 
produced in conjunction with the response to that specific data request. 

Respectfillly submitted, 

%%- 
Barbara IC. Diclteiis 
Vice President and General Counsel 
L,oui svi 11 e Water C oinp any 
550 South Third Street 
Louisville, ICY 40202 
tel: (502) 569-0808 
fax: (502) 5694850 

- a d -  

Edward T. Depp 
DINSMORE & SHOHL LLP 
1400 PNC Plaza 
500 West Jefferson Street 
Louisville, ICY 40202 
tel: (502) 540-2300 
fax: (502) 585-2207 

Cotirisel to Louisville Water Cornpany 
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CERTIFICATION 

I liereby certify that I have supervised the preparation of Louisville Water Coiiipany's 
respoiises to the data requests of the Lexington-Fayette Urban County Government and that the 
respoiises contained lierein (and for which I am designated the responsible witness) are true and 
accurate to the best of my luiowledge, infomation, and belief foiined after reasonable inquiry. 

.__ 

Gregory C. Heitzman, 
President of L,ouisville Water Company 

Date: 
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CERTIFICATION 

I liereby certify that I have supervised the preparation of L,ouisville Water Coiiipany's 
responses to tlie data requests of the Lexington-Fayette TJrbaii County Goveimnent and that the 
responses coiitaiiied lierein (aiid for which I ain designated the responsible witness) are true aiid 
accurate to tlie best of illy lmowledge, iiifoniiatioii, and belief foiiiied after reasonable inquiry. 

Edward Wetzel, 
Executive Vice President of R. W. Beck 

Date: 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I Iiereby certify that a copy of tlie foregoing was served by was served via first-class United 
States mail, sufficient postage prepaid, 011 the followiiig individuals this 29th day of October, 2007: 

David Jeffrey Barberie 
Coi-porate Coimsel 
L,exiiigtoii-Fayette Urbaii Couiity Govenmieiit 
Depai-tiiieiit of Law 
200 East Main Street 
L,exiiigton, ICY 40507 

David F. Boelm 
Attorney at Law 
Boehm, K~1i-t~ & Lowry 
36 East Seventh Street 
2 1 10 CBLD Building 
Ciiiciiiiiati, OH 45202 

Thomas J. FitzGerald 
Couiisel & Director 
ICeiitiicky Resources Council, hic. 
Post Office Box 1070 
Fraidtfort, ICY 40602 

Lindsey W. Ingrani, 111 
Attorney at Law 
Stoll ICeeiioii Ogden PLLC 
300 West Vim Street 
Suite 2 100 
Lexiiigtoii, ICY 40507-1 801 

Kentucky River Authority 
70 Willtiiisoii Bonlevard 
Fraikfoi-t, ICY 4060 1 

Michael L. ICui-tz 
Attoiiiey at Law 
Boeliiii, ICui-tz & L,owry 
36 East Seventh Street 
2 1 10 CBLD Building 
Ciiiciiuiati, OH 45202 

26 



David Edward Speiiard 
Assistaiit Attoiiiey General 
Office of the Attorney General Utility & Rate 
1024 Capital Center Drive 
Suite 200 
Franlcfoi-t, ICY 40601 -8204 

Darnon R. Talley 
Attoiiiey at Law 
P.O. Box 150 
Hodgeiiville, ICY 42748-01 50 

A.W. Turner, Jr. 
Attorney at Law 
ICeiitucl<y-~iiericaii Water Company aka Keiitixcky American Water 
2300 Ricluiioiid Road 
L,exington, ICY 40502 

Joliii N. Huglies 
124 West Todd Street 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

27 


