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Assumptions Used in Arriving at Fiscal Estimate

This bill proposes to eliminate the involvement of the Public Service Commission (PSC) in water system
location or extension disputes between municipalities. Removing the PSC’s jurisdiction would not have a
impact on state costs because on an annual basis the PSC only receives one or two complaints of this type.
In most cases, these complaints are settled before the Commission makes a formal decision on the issue.

Based on the PSC experience, the need for municipalities to pursue disputes in court, instead of the PSC,
would be the exception rather than the rule and could not be quantified.
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