COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
BEFORE THE KENTUCKY STATE BOARD ON
ELECTRIC GENERATION AND TRANSMISSION SITING

In the Matter of:
JOINT APPLICATION OF THE ILLINOIS
MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC AGENCY
AND THE INDIANA MUNICIPAL POWER
AGENCY FOR APPROVAL TO BE A
25% PARTNER IN THE CONSTRUCTION
OF A 750 MEGAWATT ADDITION TO
THE EXISTING TRIMBLE COUNTY
GENERATING FACILITY IN
TRIMBLE COUNTY, KENTUCKY

)
)
)
)
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CASE NO. 2005-00152

BOARD STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST
TO ILLINOIS MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC AGENCY
AND INDIANA MUNICIPAL POWER AGENCY

Pursuant to 807 KAR 5:001, Board Staff requests that Illinois Municipal Electric
Agency and Indiana Municipal Power Agency file the original and 14 copies of the
following information with the Board on or before July 8, 2005, with a copy to all parties
of record. Each copy of the information requested should be placed in a bound volume
with each item tabbed. When a number of sheets are 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 be responsible for responding to
questions relating to the information provided. Careful attention should be given to
copied material to ensure its legibility.

When the requested information has been

previously provided in this proceeding in the requested format, reference may be made
to the specific location of that information in responding to this request.

1.

Is Figure 2-1 in Exhibit D the same map as Figure 2-1 of Exhibit B, “Site

Assessment Report”?
2.

Submit one map showing:
a.

The parcel boundaries as currently defined by the Property

Valuation Administrator (“PVA”) of Trimble County in the area of the proposed power
plant.
b.

The tract of land for the project site, as defined by the legal

description in Appendix A, “Legal Description,” of Exhibit B, “Site Assessment Report” of
the application filed May 11, 2005. Clearly indicate either on the map or in the text
whether or not the boundaries you show on this map coincide with the PVA parcel
boundaries. If they do not coincide, explain the discrepancies.
c.

The property lines shown in “Figure 2-1, Trimble County Station

Site Layout,” in Exhibit D, “Facility Site layout and boundaries Vicinity Map” of the
application filed May 11, 2005. Clearly indicate either on the map or in the text whether
or not the boundaries you show on this map coincide with the PVA parcel boundaries. If
they do not coincide, explain the discrepancies.
d.

The parcels of the nearest property owners that were mailed

notices according to the list in Exhibit E, “Map of adjacent property and list of property
owners.” Label these parcels with an identifier, either the number used in the list in
Exhibit E, or the name(s) of the owner.
e.

If there are any parcels adjacent to the property as defined in the

legal description in Appendix A that are not identified in Exhibit E, attach an identifier on
the map and explanations in the text.
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3.

Are the property lines in “Figure 2-1, Trimble County Station Site Layout,”

in Exhibit D, “Facility Site layout and boundaries Vicinity Map,” the same as the project
boundaries in Figure 1-1 of Exhibit B, “Site Assessment Report”? If they are not the
same, explain the discrepancies.

DATED: __July 1, 2005_____
cc: Parties of Record
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