May 6, 2002

NOTICE OF CORRECTED TIME FOR FILING A PETITION FOR ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND ANSWER

RE:
WUTC v. Rainier View Water Company, Inc.
Docket No. UW-010877

TO ALL PARTIES OF RECORD: 

On May 3, 2002, the Commission served a Third Supplemental Order; Initial Order Rejecting Tariff Filing; Ordering Refiling.  While the document was faxed on the 3rd it was not officially served until mailed on the 6th of May.  Consequently, a new cover page is attached with a new service date.

THE COMMISSION GIVES NOTICE That, consistent with the dates in the notice appended to the initial order, a petition for administrative review is due no later than Wednesday, May 22, 2002, and answers no later than Friday, May 31, 2002.

Sincerely,

MARJORIE R. SCHAER

Administrative Law Judge
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Synopsis:  This order rejects Rainier View Water Company’s proposed 13.6 percent rate increase, but proposes an overall rate increase of $272,870, or 9.02 percent.  The Company serves over 11,000 home and businesses, serving largely residential customers, through 31 water systems located primarily in Pierce County. 

1 Nature of the Proceeding:  Rainier View Water Company, Inc., filed with the Commission revisions to its currently effective tariffs on June 15, 2001.  The Company’s original proposal would increase its annual revenues by $453,157 or 13.6  percent.

2 Procedural history:  The matter was heard upon due and proper notice to all interested parties before Administrative Law Judge Marjorie Schaer on February 13 and 14, 2002, in Olympia, Washington.  

3 Initial Order:  The presiding Administrative Law Judge proposes that the Commission reject the revised tariffs filed by the Company, and that the Commission require the Company to file new tariffs consistent with this Order.

