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0 BEFORE THE STATE OFFI& PETITION TO INQUIRE INTO THE 
REASONABLENESS OF THE RATES 0 
AND SERVICES OF CAP ROCK OF 

0 ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS 
ENERGY CORPORATION 0 

CAP ROCK ENERGY CORPORATION’S 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO THE CITY OF GREENVILLE’S 

NINTH REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION, QUESTION NO. 17 

To: The City of Greenville, by and through its attorney Jim Boyle, 1005 Congress Avenue, 
Suite 550, Austin, Texas 78701 

Cap Rock Energy Corporation (“Cap Rock” or the “Company”) files its supplemental 

response to the City of Greenville’s Ninth Requests for Information, Question No. 17. This 

supplemental response may be treated by all parties as if it was filed under oath. 

Respectfully submitted, 

LLOYD GOSSELINK BLEVINS 

1 1 1 Congress Avenue, Suite 1800 
Austin, Texas 78701 

Fax: (5 12) 472-0532 

ROCHELLE & TOWNSEND, P.C. 

(512) 322-5830 

JOYCE BEASLEY 
State Bar No. 01987300 

MELISSA E. RAMIREZ 
State Bar No. 24027645 

ATTORNEYS FOR CAP ROCK ENERGY 
CORPORATION 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, JOYCE BEASLEY, attorney, certify that a copy of this document was served on all 
parties of record in this proceeding on this the 28th day of September, 2004, in the following 
manner: hand delivered, sent via facsimile, or mailed by First Class Mail. 
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SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-04-3554 
PUC DOCKET NO. 28813 

CAP ROCK ENERGY CORPORATION’S SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO THE 
CITY OF GREENVILLE’S NINTH REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION, 

QUESTION NO. 17 

Greenville 9-17: Referring to Mr. Crowley’s testimony, page 18, lines 12-20, provide a 
breakdown of the $598,329 of distribution plant reclassified to O&M 
expenses. For each item, provide a description of the costs and explain 
why it should be expensed rather than capitalized. 

RESPONSE: 

After further review of the work orders included in Mr. Crowley’s adjustment, it was determined 
that some of the work orders closed after the end of the test period. Removal of those work 
orders results in an adjustment of $432,190. See the revised attachment for more detail 
supporting this adjustment. 

Prepared by: John Rainey 

Sponsored by: John Rainey 
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