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DATE PREPARED: April 13, 2015

COMPANY: Carefree 34, Inc./Office on Easy Street, Inc. dba Venues Café o R 1' G 1. NA
AGENDA ITEM NO.: 24 L

DOCKET NO(S).: SW—02361A—13-0359 OPEN MEETING DATE: April 14-15, 2015

This Amendment grants relief to the Complainant.

Page 12, Line 20, DELETE: “Therefore, the Complaint filed by the Complainant should be
dismissed.” INSERT the following new sentence:

However, the Company’s tariff does allow for an alternative billing methodology based on meal
counts. We find that the meal count methodology is more appropriate in this instance. To address
the issue of how meals should be counted we shall define a meal as any purchase by any
individual patron of the Venue’s Café. I.e., each person who orders something shall count as a
meal. For example, a table of three shall count as three meals. Use of the per-meal methodology
shall be contingent on the ability to produce point of sale documentation that allows for
determining the number of customers served on each bill.

Page 13, Line 2, after “IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that”, DELETE remainder of the
Ordering Paragraph and REPLACE with:

“the Venue’s Café’s past due bill amounts shall be recalculated based on the per-meal
methodology allowed for under the Company’s current tariff and ADEQ Bulletin No. 12. Future
billings for the Venue’s Café shall be determined based on meal counts.”

Page 13, Line 4, INSERT:

“IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that use of the per-meal methodology shall be contingent on the
ability to produce point of sale documentation that allows for determining the number of
customers served on each bill and that a meal shall be defined as any purchase by any patron of
the Venue’s Café as discussed above.”

Make all conforming changes.
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