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DIRECT TESTIMONY
OF
KENT D. TAYLOR

SUMMIT NATURAL GAS OF MISSOURI, INC.

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS.

Kent D. Taylor, 777 29" Street, Suite 200, Boulder, Colorado, 80303.

ON WHOSE BEHALF IS YOUR TESTIMONY PRESENTED?

Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc. (“SNG” or the “Company”}.

BY WHOM AND IN WHAT CAPACITY ARE YOU EMPLOYED?

| am the Chairman of KTM, an energy consulting firm.

PLEASE STATE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND RELEVANT
BUSINESS EXPERIENCE.

Information responsive to this question is shown in the attached Schedule
KDT-5.

HAVE YOU TESTIFIED BEFORE OTHER REGULATORY BODIES?

Yes. | have testified before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, the
Colorado Public Utilities Commission, the Public Service Commission of
Nevada, Regie Du Gaz Natural Du Quebec, the Missouri Public Service
Commission (“Commission”), and the Florida Public Service Commission.

IN WHAT CAPACITY?
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I have testified as a cost of service, cost allocation & rate design withess and
also as a client management representative.

WHAT IS YOUR RELATIONSHIP WITH SNG?

SNG has retained KTM to (1) assist SNG in the development of a cost-of-
service study, the goal of which is to determine the sufficiency of SNG’s current
base rates, (2) prepare a class cost-of-service study, and (3) calculate new
rates, if appropriate.

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY IN THIS PROCEEDING?

| will explain the analysis and conclusions that [ead SNG to request a change in
its base rates for four of its five divisions. Toward that goal, | will, using the
revenue requirements provided by Company witness, Mr. Tyson D. Porter,
discuss (1) analytical constraints, (2) the classification of cost-of-service, (3) the
class cost-of-service study and (4) rate design.

ARE YOU SPONSORING SCHEDULES?

Yes, a list of Schedules is shown helow.

Schedule KDT-1, Cost-of-Service, segregated into customer-related and
demand/commodity-related costs for each relevant division.

Schedule KDT-2, Rate Base Summary, segregated into customer-related and
demand/commodity-related costs for each relevant division.

Schedule KDT-3, Class Cost-of-Service Study for each relevant division.
Schedule KDT-4, Rate Design for each relevant division.

WERE YOUR SCHEDULES PREPARED BY YOU OR UNDER YOUR
4
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DIRECTION?
Yes. However, Schedule KDT-1 and Schedule KDT-2 are jointly sponsored by

Mr. Porter in his direct testimony.

. ANALYTICAL CONSTRAINTS
HAVE REGULATORY CONSTRAINTS AFFECTED YOUR ANALYS!S?
Yes. SNG currently operates its Missouri distribution system as five discrete
divisions, each with its own base rates. In a previous Commission order in Case
No. GA-2012-0285, SNG agreed to avoid filing a rate increase for its Lake of
the Ozarks Division until 2015, with an anticipated effective date of 2016.
Therefore, the Lake of the Ozarks Division is excluded from this class cost-of-
service analysis. In other previous cases, SNG agreed to prepare a class cost-
of-service study in its next rate filing. Hence, the structure of my analytical
effort.
HAVE OTHER CONSTRAINTS AFFECTED YOUR ANALYSIS?
Yes. SNG’s management, after having reviewed the results of my class cost-of-
service study, has chosen to modify the indicated rate increase so as to
accomplish several rate design goals as identified in Company witness Ms.
Michelle A. Moorman’s direct testimony.
PLEASE DESCRIBE THOSE MODIFICATIONS.
Listed below is a summary of the modifications, previously explained in Ms.

Moorman’s testimony.
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¢ Rather than request the monthly customer charges indicated in the rate
design shown in Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 2, SNG’s management chose
to limit the requested monthly customer charges as shown in Schedule
KDT-4, Exhibit 3.

» For the Warsaw Division, SNG’s management has capped the requested
customer and commodity rates at those rates currently collected from the
Lake of the Ozarks Division, as shown in Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 4.

« For the Branson Division, SNG's management has chosen to cap the
requested commodity rates at $0.20 per Ccf higher than the rate
requested for the Rogersville Division, as shown in Schedule KDT-4,

Exhibit 4.

lll. CLASSIFIED COST-OF-SERVICE

PLEASE EXPLAIN THE USE OF FUNCTIONALIZATION IN YOUR CLASS
COST-OF-SERVICE STUDY.

A utility function is a discrete sequential activity for which costs can be identified
and which may or may not be utilized by all customer classes. In this case,
distribution-related activities represent the only relevant function and all
customer classes participate in distribution-related costs. Therefore, the need
to functionalize costs prior to additional analysis is not considered necessary.
HOW ARE NATURAL GAS SUPPLY AND UPSTREAM TRANSPORTATION

COSTS TREATED IN YOUR COST-OF-SERVICE STUDY?
5
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Natural gas supply and upstream transportation costs are excluded from
analysis entirely as such costs are recovered through SNG’s Purchased Gas
Adjustment (“PGA”} filings.

PLEASE DEFINE COST CLASSIFICATION AS USED IN YOUR ANALYSIS
AND ITS RELEVANCE TO THE CLASS COST-OF-SERVICE STUDY.

As used in my analysis, classification is the term used to identify customer-
related and demand/commoedity-related costs so as to properly assign the costs
to customer classes based on cost causing behavior. Rate base and cost-of-
service are split into one of these two classifications for subsequent assignment
to customer classes within each division. The entire cost-of-service is embraced

by these two classifications. Customer-related costs are those costs which exist

because the customer exists. Demand/commodity costs are those costs which

exist because of peak natural gas demands the customer places on the system.
HOW IS THE COST-OF-SERVICE AS SHOWN IN SCHEDULE KDT-1
CALCULATED?

The cost-of-service for each relevant division begins with the pro forma revenue
requirement as explained by Mr. Porter in his direct testimony. Each cost-of-
service element, beginning with rate base, is identified as either customer-
related or demand/commodity-related.  Significant analytical methods are

discussed helow.

» Rate Base — see Schedule KDT-2, Rate Base Summary.

o Direct customer related investments — Plant accounts (380 — 386) and
7
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(@]

related reserves for depreciation are directly assigned to the customer
classification.

Direct demand/commodity-related investments — Plant accounts (376 —

378) and related reserves for depreciation are directly assigned to the
demand/commeodity classification.

General plant investments were classified based on the relationship of

direct customer investments or direct demand/commodity investments
to the total direct investments for each division.

Other rate base — Allocated 1o classifications based on various allocation

factors.

» Operating costs - see Schedule KDT-1

9]

o]

Operation and Maintenance expense — Directly assigned when feasible

or otherwise allocated to the appropriate classification.

Depreciation expense — Assigned to classifications to reflect the gross

plant assignments cited above in the rate base discussion.

Taxes other than income taxes — Allocated to classifications using the

relationship of direct customer investments or direct demand/commodity
investments to the total of direct investments.

Income taxes — Calculated for each classification based on classified
rate base.

Revenue credits- Miscellaneous revenue is identified in SNG's

accounting system by division and assigned to the customer-related
8
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classification. Transportation revenues related to special, discounted
contracts are assigned to the demand/commaodity classification. Special
contracts included in revenue credits only exist in the Rogersville
division and are dominated by schools participating in the Missouri
school aggregation program.

o Return on rate base — The rate of return provided by Mr. Porter in his

Schedule TDP-3, Exhibit 3, is multiplied by the classified rate base in
order to arrive at return on rate base for each classification component.
DID YOU CONSIDER AN ADDITIONAL COMMODITY-ONLY
CLASSIFICATION?
Yes. However, the additional analytical complexity was not justified in the
absence of material costs which vary with annual retail and transportation

volumetric usage.

IV. CLASS COST-OF-SERVICE STUDY
PLEASE DESCRIBE THE NEXT STEPS OF YOUR RATE BASE ANALYSIS.
The next step was to assign classified rate hase to each customer class within
each relevant division. Schedule KDT-3, Exhibits 3 and 4, reflect the
assighments. Customer-related rate base from Schedule KDT-2 was arrayed
on Schedule KDT-3, Exhibit 3, and assigned to customer classes using the
weighted customer count analysis allocation factor discussed below. Similarly,

demand/commodity-related rate base from Schedule KDT-2 was arrayed on
9
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Schedule KDT-3, Exhibit 4, and assigned to customer classes using the
demand allocator discussed below. Rate base related to storage gas
inventories was assigned exclusively to retail customer classes using a five (5)
month winter sales volume allocator and was entirely classified as
demand/commaodity.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE NEXT STEPS OF YOUR CLASS COST-OF-
SERVICE STUDY.

Schedule KDT-3, Exhibits 1 and 2, reflects the assignment of classified costs to
customer classes. Each cost of service element from Schedule KDT-1 was
arrayed on Exhibits 1 and 2, then assigned to customer classes in a fashion
similar to that described for rate base. The primary allocator for customer-
related costs was the weighted customer allocation factor and the primary
allocator for demand/commodity-related costs was the demand allocator.

HOW WAS YOUR DEMAND ALLOCATOR DETERMINED?

| used the coincident usage by customer class for each division for the coldest
two months of the 2012-2013 winter as the basis upon which to develop
demand allocation percentages. Retail sales volumes for the period were
measured on a cycle billing basis while individual customer transportation
volumes were available on a daily basis. The weighted average retail sales
measurement dates were then used to define the beginning and end of the two
month period for each division. The total transportation volume was

accumulated for the same period. So, for each relevant division, the percentage
10
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of the two month period demand of the total by customer class was used as the
basis to allocate demand/commodity-related rate base and operating costs.
HOW WAS YOUR CUSTOMER ALLOCATOR DETERMINED?

A customer weighting factor was developed from internal sources. The effect
of meter cost, installation, and services yielded the appropriate weighting that,
when applied to individual customer class customer counts, yields the weighted
customer counts that form the basis of each customer class’'s percentage of the

customer-related costs.

V. RATE DESIGN
HAVE YOU PREPARED A SUMMARY OF PROPOSED RATES FOR THE
RELEVANT DIVISIONS?
Yes. Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 1, summarizes the proposed rates. The
foundation for the values is discussed below.
PLEASE EXPLAIN THE BASIS UPON WHICH COSTS WERE ASSIGNED TO
CUSTOMER CLASSES FOR RATE DESIGN PURPOSES.
First, | performed a base case rate design as shown in Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit
2, wherein all customer-related costs as calculated in Schedule KDT-3, Exhibit
1, Class Cost-of-Service, were assignhed to each customer class and divided by
the annual billings for each customer class to determine the appropriate
monthly customer charge. Next, the corresponding demand/commodity-related

costs were divided by the weather normalized annual sales and transportation
11
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volumes in order fo arrive at the appropriate commodity charge for each

customer class.

DID THE ANALYTICAL METHOD DESCRIBED ABOVE PROVIDE FULL

RECOVERY OF SNG’S COST-OF-SERVICE?

Yes.

DID YOU PERFORM ALTERNATIVE RATE DESIGN CALCULATIONS?

Yes. SNG's management was concerned about the implications of large

increases in the monthly customer charge for small volume customers. So, |

performed an alternative rate design calculation as shown in Schedule KDT-4,

Exhibit 3, and described below.

¢ Customer charges (excluding high-volume customer classes) were fixed at
stated values below the values justified in Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 2, but
above current levels.

¢ Customer charge revenue was calculated using the customer charges cited
above.

« The difference between the total revenue requirement for each customer
class and the revenue calculated from the alternative customer charges was
divided by the weather normalized sales and transportation volumes in
order to arrive at the commodity charge for each customer class.

DID THE ANALYTICAL METHOD DESCRIBED ABOVE PROVIDE FULL

RECOVERY OF SNG’S COST-OF-SERVICE?

Yes.
12
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ARE THERE ADDITIONAL RATE DESIGN MODIFICATIONS SNG WISHES
TO PROPOSE?

Yes. The results of the class cost-of-service cost allocation and rate design for
the Gallatin and Rogersville Divisions produce the proposed rates shown in
Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 3, for those divisions. However, the resulting rates
for the Branson and Warsaw Divisions would require existing customers of
those divisions to absorb the costs related to future anticipated customer
expansion and therefore should be modified.

WHAT IS THE NATURE OF THE BURDEN FOR BRANSON?

Branson's current billing determinants reflect lower market penetration than
anticipated. As can bhe inferred from an inspection of the full revenue
requirement shown in Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 3, the required rate increase is
considered excessive by SNG's management.

WHAT IS THE NATURE OF THE BURDEN FOR WARSAW?

The Warsaw and the Lake of the Ozarks divisions will eventually share much of
the existing mainline investment and costs currently being utilized
predominantly by Warsaw’s customers. As is true for Branson, it is more
appropriate to delay full recovery during a period of time when the system is still
being developed.

WHAT IS YOUR PROPOSAL TO DEAL WITH THE BURDENS CITED FOR
BRANSON AND WARSAW?

Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 4, shows the results of the proposals shown below.
13
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» Branson customer charges — equivalent to Rogersville customer charges.
» Branson commodity charges — capped at rates that are equivalent to
Rogersville rates plus $0.200 per Ccf.

¢ Warsaw customer charges — equivalent to current Lake of the Ozarks

customer charges.

¢«  Warsaw commodity charges — equivalent to Lake of the Ozarks commodity

rates.

HAVE YOU CALCULATED THE UNDERRECOVERY SNG WILL INCUR
FROM YOUR PROPOSAL?

Yes. Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 4, includes a section describing the
underrecovery. The annual underrecovery at Branson will be $4.5 million.
The annual underrecovery at Warsaw will be $0.8 million.

PLEASE SUMMARIZE YOUR RATE DESIGN PROPOSALS.

SNG proposes the rates derived in Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit 3, for the Gallatin
and Rogersville Divisions. SNG proposes the rates derived in Schedule KDT-
4, Exhibit 4, for the Branson and Warsaw Divisions. Schedule KDT-4, Exhibit
1, summarizes the proposed rates.

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY?

Yes

14



BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of Summit Natural Gas of )
Missouri Inc.’s Filing of Revised Tariffs ) Case No. GR-2014-0086
To Increase its Annual Revenues For )
Natural Gas Service )

AFFIDAVIT OF TYSON D. PORTER
STATE OF COLORADO )
) ss

COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

Tyson D. Porter, being first duly sworn on his oath, states:

| ¥ My name is Tyson D. Porter. I work in Littleton, Colorado and I am employed

by Summit Utilities, Inc. as a Regulatory Accountant.

2 Attached hereto and made a part of hereof for all purposes is my Direct
Testimony on behalf of Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc. consisting of 1 pages, all of
which have been prepared in written form for introduction into evidence in the above-referenced

docket.

3, I hereby swear and affirm that my answers contained in the attached testimony to

the questions therein propounded are true and correct.

7

Tys¢n D. Porter

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 2™ day of January, 2014.

G Conepholl
Notary Public _

My commission expires: W \vjf \ SOl




Schedule KDT-1

p.1of2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Classified Cost of Service - Gallatin
Gallatin
Line Customer Demand/Comm
No Description Reference Total Related Related
(a) {b) {c} (d) (e}
1 Q&M TOP-1 Exh 4 295,728 $ 166,204 $ 129,524
2 Daprecialion and Amorization TOP-1Exh & 218,916 101,187 117,729
3 Taxes Other Than Income Taxes TOP-1Exh 8 187,166 83,275 103,892
4 Income taxes Line 8 * (TDP-3 Exh 1) 344 227 160,833 183,394
5 Revenue credils TOP-1Exh 2 {52,879%) (52,879) -
6 OCperating expenses 993,158 $ 458619 % 534,539
7 Return on rate base line 8 * (TOP-3 Exh 1} 664,072 310,273 353,799
8 Total Cost of Service line 6 + line 7 1,657,230 S 768,893 % 888,337
9 Rate Base - Proforma KDT-2 8,083,376 $ 3,776,783 $ 4,306 592
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Classified Cost of Service - Warsaw
Warsaw
Ling Customer Demand/Comm
No Description Reference Total Related Related
(a) (b) (c (€} {e)
1 O&h TOP-1 Exh 4 243,568 $ 111608 § 131,962
2 Depreciation and Amortization TOP-t Exh § 385,524 107,625 277,899
3 Taxes Other Than Income Taxes TOP-1 Exh 6 265,560 107,933 157,626
4 Income taxes Line & *{TDP-3 Exh 1) 691,098 196,367 494,731
5 Revenue credits TDP-1Exh 2 (8,810) (8,810) -
8 Operating expenses 1,576,940 § 5i472H 3 1,062,219
7 Return on rate base line @ *{TDP-3Exh 1) 1,333,246 378,825 954 420
8 Total Cost of Service lina &+ line 7 2,910,186 $ 893547 $ 2,016,639
9 Rate Base - Proforma KOT-2 16,228 847 $ 4611227 & 11617623
MOS Model 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013 COSS Summary 12119/2013



Schedule KDT-1

p-2of2
Summit Natural Gas of Missour], Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Classified Cost of Service - Rogersville
Rogersville
Line Customer Demand/Comm
No Description Refersnce Total Related Related
{a) {b} (c} {d) (e)
1 O&M TDP-1 Exh 4 § 2,138,644 $ 1,027,932 $ 1,110,742
2 Depreciation and Amortization TOP-1 Exh 5 2,087,004 505,976 1,581,027
3 Taxes Other Than Income Taxes TOP-1 BExh & 741,485 180,914 £§60,571
4 Income taxes Line 8 * (TDP-3 Exh 1} 3,201,515 §29,572 2,371,843
5 Revenue credits TDP-1Exh 2, TDP-4 Exh 4 {451,161) (98,095) {353,066)
8 Operating expenses § 7,717,487 $§ 2,446,300 $ 5,271,187
7 Return on rate base line 9 * (TDP-3 Exh 1) 6,176,263 1,600,384 4,575,878
8 Total Cost of Service ling & + line 7 $ 13,893,750 $ 4046684 & 9,847,066
g Rate Base - Proforma KDT-2 $ 75,180,175 $19,480,574 $ 55,699,601
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Classified Cost of Service - Branson
Branson
Line Customer Demand/Comm
No Description Reference Total Related Related
[E)] (b) {c) (d} {e)
1 O&M TDP-1 Exh 4 8 311,156 $ 161,870 $ 149,185
2 Depreciation and Amortization P-1Ehs 879,346 98,343 781,003
3 Taxes Other Than Income Taxes TOP-1Exh 6 1,052,717 444,832 607,885
4 Income taxes Line 9 * (TCP-3 Exh 1) 2,000,454 189,512 1,810,942
5 Revenue credits TOP-1Exh 2 (11,861) {11,861) -
6 Operaling expenses S 4,231,814 $ 882796 $ 3,349,015
7 Return on rate base line @ * (TDP-3 Exhi 1) 3,859,214 365,601 3,493,613
8 Total Cost of Service line 6 + lina 7 $ 8,091,025 $ 1,248,397 8 6,842 628
9 Rate Base - Proforma KDT-2 $ 46,976,037 $ 4,450,258 $ 42,525,780
MOS Model 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013 COSS Summary 12192013



Schedulke KOT-2

plof2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Rate Base - Gallatin
Gallatin
Line Interdivision Classified
Na Description Reference Test Year Transfers Proforma Customer Damandicomm
(a) (b} {c} (d) (e} {f {a)
1 Gross Plant TOP-2 Exh 2 3 9673827 § - 3 9,673,827 4,471,425 5,202,401
2 Reserve for Deprediation TOP-2 Exh 3 {1,140.584) {1,140,584) {449,640) {690,926)
3 Net Plant e 1 - ine 2 S 8,533263 § - 5 8,533,263 5 4021788 § 4511477
Other Rate Base
4 Investiment in Stered Gas TOP-2 Exth 4 5 117,543 s - L3 117,543 $ - $ 117,543
5 Materials and supplies TOP-2 Exh 4 24,869 24 869 24,869
6 Prepayments TDP-2 Exh 4 7,634 7,634 7,634
7 Llisc deferred debits -
8 Customer deposils TDP-2 Exh 4 (§9.063) {19,083) (19,083)
9 Customer Advances -
10 Subtotal S 130,983 5 - 3 130,983 $ 13,440 S 117,543
1t Deferred Tax Liabikity IDP-2 Exh 5 $ {580.870) - $ (580,870) & (258,443) § {322,428)
12 Total other rate base S {449,887} § - 3 (449,867) $§ (245,002) 3 (204,884)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 S 8,083,376 S - $ 8,083,376 S 3776782 S 4,306,592
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Rate Base - Warsaw
Warsaw
Line Interdivision Classified
No Description Reference Tost Year Transfers Proforma Customer Demandicomm
{a} (b (c) {d} (e} 1] (g}
Net Plant
1 Gross Plant TDP-2 Exh 2 $ 23,368,345 $ (5.116,409) $ 18,251,936 5,085,317 13,156,619
2 Reserve for Depreciation TOP-2 Exh 3 {1,663,281) 351,361 {1,291,919) {329,755} (962,161)
3 Net Plant Ine { - [ing 2 S 21,715,064 $ (4,755,047) $ 16,860,017 § 4,765,562 $ 12,194,458
Other Rate Base
4 Investment in Stored Gas TOP-2 Exh 4 $ - 5 - $ - s R 3 -
5 Materials and supplies TOP-2Exn 4 §2.873 82,873 82,873
g Prepaymants ICP-2Exn 4 8,078 8,078 8,078
7 Misc deferred debits - -
8 Customer deposils TDP-2 Exh 4 (13,881} {13,681) {13,681)
9 Customer Advances i
10 Subtotal 3 11,270 S - 3 11,270 K] 77,270 $ -
i1 Deferred Tax Liability TOP-2Exh § 3 (808,440) § - S (808,440) § (231,605 $ (576,836)
12 Total other rate base $ (731,170) § - $ {731,170y  $ (154,335) § (576,836)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 S 20983804 8§ (4755047) 3 16,228,847 $ 4,611,227 § 11617623
108 Model ¢-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013 KDT-2 Rate Base Summary 1211972013



Scheduk: KDT-2

p.Zof2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Rate Base - Rogersville
Rogersville
Line Interdivision Classified
No Description Reference Test Year Transfers Proforma Customer Demandicomm
{a) {b} {c) (d) (e) fn (@)
Net Plant
t Grass Plant TOP-2Exh 2 $ 98,980,487 5 - $ 98,980,487 23,656,983 74,883,503
2 Reserve for Depreciation TDP-2 Exh 3 {19,433,347) {19,433,347} {3,403,995) {16,029,352)
3 Met Pant fne 1 -ine 2 $ 79,547,140 5 -~ S 79,547,140 $ 20,692,959 S 58,854,151
Other Rate Base
4 Investment in Stored Gas TOP-2 Exh 4 $ 320,168  § - S 320,168 $ - 8 320,168
5 Materials and supplies TOP-2 Exh 4 119,817 119,817 119,817
& Prepayments TOP-2 E£xh 4 56,362 56,362 £6,382
7 Misc deferred debits - -
8 Customer deposits TDP-z Exh 4 (134,918) {134,918) {i34,918)
9 Customer Advances -
10 Subtotal 5 361,430 S - [ 351,430 3 41,261 E] 320,168
t Ceferred Tax Lisbity TOP-2 Bxh § S (4728394 § - S (4728394 § (1153676} & (3574.718)
i2 Tolal oiher rate base 5 {4365065) § - $ {4366865) S (,112415) §  (3,264.550)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 $ 75,180,175 $ - $ 75,180,175 $ 19480574 $ 55699,601
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 6086
Rate Base - Branson
Branson
Line interdivision Classified
No Description Reference Test Year Transfers Proforma Customer Demand/comm
(2} {b} {c) {d} (e} {n (g}
Net Ptant
1 Gross Plant TOP-2 Exh 2 $ 51,934,105 5 (21,373) $ 51,812,732 5 5809146 S 46,103,585
2 Reserve for Depreciation TCP-2 Exh 3 $ {2,219,238) 178 (2,219,060 § (193,455) &  (2,025,605)
3 Net Plant [ne 1-Ee 2 $ 49,714,867 3 (24,195) $ 49,693,672 $ 5615690 § 44,077,982
Other Rate Base
4 Investment in Stored Gas TOP-2 Exh 4 S 46,724 s - 3 46,721 S - $ 46,721
5 Materials and supplies TOP-2 Exh 4 877 677 677
6 Prepayments TOP-2 Exh 4 14,074 14,074 14,074
7 Wisc deferred debits - .
8 Cuslomer deposits TOP-2 Exh 4 (10,140} (10, £40) {10,140}
9 Customer Advances - -
10 Subtatal S 51,332 £ - 3 51,332 K] 4611 B 46,721
1 Defeired Tax Liabfity TOP-2 Exh § $  {2768967) $ - $ (2,768,967} $ (1,170,043) $  (1,598,023)
12 Total other rate base S (2717635 § - 3 {2,717635) § (1,165433) S  (1,552,302)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 § 46,997,232 S (21,195} b 46,976,037 § 4450258 § 42525780
KOS Model 930-2013 TDP 12-18-2093 KDT-2 Rate Basa Summary 121182013
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Schedule KDT-3

Exhilblt 1
p.1of2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc,
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service - Customer Related Costs Assigned to Customer Classes - Gallatin
Gallatin
Allocation Customer
Description Reference Factor Related 55-Res GS-Com (5] LvVS Transport
(a) (b} (c) () (e} i3] g} [it] 0}
OaM KOT-1 allos #8 s 168204 § 131389 & 21180 $ 9,840 81¢ $ 3,096
Dapreclatlon and Amertization HDT-1 alloc #8 101,187 79,982 12,882 8,051 377 1885
Taxes Other Than Income Taxes KDT-4 allec #8 83,275 65,831 10,602 4,880 310 1,551
Income taxes KDT-1, Lino & * (TDP-3 Exh 1) 160,833 127,143 20,476 9,818 599 2,898
Rovenue crodits KoT-1 alloc #8 (52 879) (41,802} (6,732} {3,162} (197} (885)
Cperating expanses $ 458,619 5 362558 % 58,388 [ 27,427 1,708 5 8,542
Return on rate base (KDT-1, Lino 8 * (TOP=3, Exh 1) 310,273 245281 35,502 18,555 1,158 5.779
Total Cost of Sarvice Ina &+ fing 7 $ 788893 S 807834 & 97390 5 45,983 2 864 5 14,322

Rate Base - Proforma KDT-3 Exh 3 § 3776782 5 24985665 $ 480836 $ 225 866 14 070 3 ?Q,_a;ism
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc,
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service - Customer Related Costs Assigned to Customer Classes - Warsaw
Warsaw
Allocation Customer
Description Refcrence Factor Related GS-Res GS-Com CS LVS Transport
{a} (b} (e} [C)] {e) U] {9) ()] #
Q&M KOT-1 alloc #3 $ 111,606 $ 74824 0§ 20804 § 4,982 8916 $ -
Deprectation and Amortization KOT-1 alloc #3 107,625 72,252 21,881 4,785 8,598 .
Taxes Other Than Income Taxes KOT-1 alloc #8 107,933 72,458 22,053 4,799 8622 -
Income taxes (KOT-1, Lino 0} * (TDP-3, Exh 1) 196,367 131,827 40,123 8731 15,6687 -
Revenue credits KBT-1 alloc #8 (8,810} {5.914} {1,800} {392} (704} -
QOparating expensos $ 514,721 $ 345548 § 108971 § 22,885 41,118 5 -
Raturn on rate baso tKDT-1, Lite B} * {TDP-3, Exh 1) 378,825 254317 77,404 16,843 30,262 -
Tatal Cost of Service ne & + lna 7 3 5§93 547 §  58% 865 $  182.574 $ 39,728 71,380 5 -
Rate Base - Proforma KDT-3 Exnh 3 rate base - cust 3 4611227 $ 3005854 3 042191 $ 205018 368,364 3 -
— L

MOS Mcdel 9-20-2013 TDP 12-16-2012

CCO8S - cust



Schedule KDT-3

Exhlbit 1
p.2of2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc,
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service - Customer Related Costs Assigned to Customer Classes - Rogersville
Rogersville
Line Allocation Customer
No Description Reference Factor Related GS-res GS-Res-Op GS-Comm  GS-Comm-Qp LGS LVS TS
(a) P} ic) (d) {e) n (g} (h} U] if} L]
i 0&M KDT-1 allos #8 $ 027,932 § 436696 0§ 414143 § 15018 $ 42,354 $ 10,628 $ 1,904 § 7,138
2 Depreclatlen end Amortization KOT-4 alloc #8 505,976 214,954 203,877 56,615 20,848 5232 937 3,514
3 Taxes Other Than income Taxes KDT-1 alloc #8 180,914 76,858 72,897 20,243 7,454 1.871 335 1,256
4 Income taxes {KDT-1, Lino 8) * (TDP-3, Exh 1} 829,572 352,427 334,265 92,823 34,181 8,577 1,538 5,781
5 Ravanue cradits KBT-1 alloc #8 (98,095) {41,674} (29.526) {10,976} (4,042} {1,014} (182) (881}
[ Operating expenses $ 2446300 5 1039261 § 985707 S 273,724 $ 100,796 3 25,283 $ 4530 % 16,988
7 Returmn on rate base {KDT-1, Line 8)* {TDP-3, Exh 1) 1,600,384 679,891 544 855 179,072 55,942 18,547 2,964 11.114
8 Total Gost of Service ine 8+ ling 7 $ 4046684 § 1719152 § 1620562 S 452 796 [ 165,738 |3 484 8 7494  § 28,102
9 Rale Base - Proforma KDT3 Exh3 rate base - cust § 19480574 S 8275828 § 7848460 5 2179741 $ 802669 § 201419 $ 38075 S 135 281
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc,
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service - Customer Related Costs Assigned to Customer Classes - Branson
Branson
Line Allocation Customer
No Description Reference Factor Related GS-res G3-Res-Op G8-Comm  GS-Comm-Op LGS LVS TS
{a) [£] €} {d) (e} ] (9 (h) 0] iH (k)
1 oam KDT-1 alloc #8 $ 181870 0§ 62825 0§ 19388 $ 35,322 $ 7304 $ 24.232 $ - $ 3,009
4 Deprociation and Amortization kDT alloc #8 98,243 38024 11,772 21.446 4,435 20.785 - 1,881
3 Taxes Other Than Income Taxes KDT-1 alloc #8 444,832 171,992 53,247 97,008 20,059 84,016 . 8510
4 Inceme taxes (KOT-1, Line 9) " {TDP-3, Exh 1) 189,512 73,274 22,685 41,328 8,546 40,054 - 3,626
5 Revenue cred|ts KDT-1 alloc #8 {11,861} (4.586) {1.420} {2.587) {535) 12.507) - {227)
6 Cperating expanses $ 842768  § 341328 § 108671 $ 182,518 $ 39,809 % 186,580 5 - B 16,889
7 Return on rate base {KDT-1, Lne 8) “ {TDP-3, Ex 1} 365,601 141,358 43,763 78,730 18,487 77.270 - &,4994
3 Total Cost of Service line & + lina 7 & 1248387 § 482 886 § 149434 S 272248 g 56 298 5 263 850 S - 5 23883
] Rate Baso - Proforma KDT-3 Exh3 rate base - cust S 4450258 $ 172068687 § 532700 $ 670503 3 200682 S 940568 5 - L] 85 138
EtTEWwCE=rirrro— —_ e
MOS8 Mode! 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013 CCOSS - cust 121972013



Schedule KDT-3

Exhibit 2
p.10of2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service - Demand/Commodity Costs Assigned to Customer Classes - Gallatin
Gallatin
Line Aliocation  Domand/Comm
No Description Reforence Factor Relatad GS-Res GS-Com cS LVS Transport
(a} b} {c) {d} {a} (U] {g} {h} n
1 O&M KIT-1 alloc #12 s 129,524 $ 83,338 1) 14,290 § 26,972 $ 8,737 k) 16,186
2 Depreciation and Amortization KDT-1 alloc #12 117.729 57,571 12,989 24,516 7.941 14,712
3 Taxes Other Than Income Taxes KDT-3 alloc #12 103,862 50,804 11,462 21,634 7.008 12,983
4 Income taxes (KDT-1, Line 8) * (TDP-3, Exh 1) 183,394 89,933 20,236 38,387 12,456 22,283
5 Revenua credits KOT-1 alloc #12 - - - - - -
6 Operating expenses $ 534,539 5 261,705 % 59,028 $ 111,489 3 36,141 $ 66,175
7 Raturn on rate base (4DT-1, Line 9] * (TDP-3, Exn 1) allec 12 353,799 173,611 39,135 74,016 24,020 43,007
g Total Cest of Sarvica fine &+ fina 7 $ 888 327 & 435318 $ 98,163 £ 185506 3 80,171 5 109,181
9 Rate Base - Praforma KDT-3Exh 3 $ 4308592 s 2.113.2§=B= $§ 476368 $ 900,958 3 282 50t b 523 497
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service - Demand/Commodity Costs Assigned to Customer Classes - Warsaw
Warsaw
Line Allocation  Domand/Comm
No Description Reforence Factor Relatod GS-Res GS-Com cs LVS Transport
(a) b} (e} () {e} m (g} (h) 03
1 O&M KoT-1 allec #12 $ 131,862 3 38,351 5 18,914 3 21,620 3 54,077
2 Depraciation and Amortization KDY alloc #12 277899 82,889 235,620 45,529 113,881
3 Taxes Other Than Income Taxos KDT-1 alloc #12 157 626 47,004 20,2048 25,824 64,594
4 Incomer taxas (KDT-1, Line 8) * (TOP-3, Exh 1} 494,731 147,529 63,413 81,053 202737 -
5 Revanue credits KDT-1 alloc #12 -
& Operating expenses 5 1,082,219 $§ 318,753 $ 136,151 $ 174,025 (3 435 230 $ -
7 Return on rate base {KDT-1, Line 9 * (TOP-3, Exh 1) alioc #12 854 420 284 608 122,334 156,364 391,115 -
8 Total Cost of Sarvice line & + lina 7 $ 2016639 $ 601,361 S 258485 $  330.390 3 826,405 5 -
k] Rate Base - Preforma KDT-3 Exh 3 5 11817623 $ 3464 368 $ 1489100 3 1303,3&@_ 3 4760818 § -

MOS8 Modal 8-30-2013 TOP 12-18-2013 CCOSS - dem-cemm 1218213
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MOS Model $-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013

Exhlbit 2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc, p.2of2
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service - Demand/Commeodity Costs Assigned to Customer Classes - Rogersville
Rogersville
Allocation  Demand/Comm
Description Referonce Factor Related GSres G5S-Res-Op  GS-Comm  (S-Comm-Op LGS LVS S
{a} (b} {c} (d} {e) in @) h} 0] [t (k)
oM KDT-t alloc #12 3 1110712 $ 222784 0§ 168830 § 152155 § 20270 § 76,733 § 72310 0§ 397.589
Dapreciation and Amortization KBT-1 allee #12 1,581,027 317,118 240,404 216,583 28,853 109,225 102,92¢ 565,914
Taxes Other Than Income Taxas KOT-1 alloc #12 560,571 112,438 85,238 76,792 10,230 38,727 35,485 200,651
income taxes {KOT-1, Line 9)* {TOP-3, Exn 1) 2,371,943 477,161 381,795 325,838 43,443 164,585 154,985 844,134
Revenue credits KDT-1 allos #12 (253,066} (70,817) (53.685) (48,366) (5,443 (24,391) (22 986) (126,377
QOparating oxpanses t 5071187 § 1058684 $ 802643 & 723,002 § 96,352 & 364,879 $ 342734 & 1,861,892
Return on rate base (KDT-1, Ling 9) * {TDP-3, Fxh 1) alloc #12 4,575,879 920,523 697 966 828,597 83,808 317,513 298,893 1628.478
Total Cost of Service ine & + lina 7 § 9847086 § 1979208 § 1500609 & 1351599 & 180,161 % 682397 $ 642727 & 3510370
Rate Base - Praforma KDT-3Ex 3 § 55899601  $11205012 § 8485950 S 7651558 5 1020151 g 3884 905 S 3539478 $ 19822548
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service - Demand/Commodity Costs Assigned to Customer Classes - Branson
Branson
Allocation Domand/Comm
Doscription Reference Factor Refated GS-res 3S-Res-Op  GS-Comm  GS-Comm-Op LGS LVS TS
(a) {®) {¢) (d} (e} n (g} (h} U] [tE {k}
O8M KOT4 alloc #12 $ 149,185 5 14219 3 1958 0§ 17045 § 43§ 38534 3 - $ 78,385
Depreclation and Amortization KDT-1 ajloc#12 781,003 74,440 10,248 89,758 4,835 193,261 - 410,360
Taxes Qther Than Incoma Taxes KOT-1 allog #12 807,885 57,929 7.977 68,862 3,841 148,866 - 318,399
Income taxes {KDT-1, Line 8} * (TDP-3, Ext 1) 1,810,942 172,713 23,788 208,357 11,483 444,149 - 950,472
Revenue cradits KDT-1 alloc #12 - - - - - - - -
Operating expenses § 3349015 § 218311 § 42972 § 385123 § 21182 ' § 820,811 5 - € 1758817
Return on rate base {KDT-1, Line 8} * (TDP-3, Exh 1) alloc#12 3,493,613 333,192 45,892 401,958 22415 856,838 - 1,833.621
Total Cost of Service e &+ bna 7 § 6842628 5 BEIS02 s BOBA4 § 787078 8 43207 § 1677849 g - $ 3,502 033
Rate Base - Proforma KDT-3Esh 3 § 42525780 § 4055754 § 558616 § 4892779 § 268188  § 10.429.806 $ - § 22319837
CCOSS - dem-comm

1211912013



Schedule KDT-3

Exhibit 3
p.1of 4
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service Study - Customer Related Rate Base Assignment to Customer Classes - Gallatin
Customer

Line Allocation Related

No Particulars Reference Factor Costs GS-Res G5-Com cs VS Transport

{a) (b) (c} {d) (e) (U] {9} h U]
Net Plant

1 Gross Plant TDP2 Exh 2 alloc#8 § 4471425 § 3534801 § 569,272 § 267,408 16,657 8 83,286
2 Reserve for Depreciation TDP-2 Exh 3 allog #8 (449,840) (355,454) (57,243) (26,880) (1.675) (8,275)

3 Net Plant line 1 - ling 2 § 4021785 § 31798347 3§ 512,028 § 240,518 14082 § 74,911

(Other Rate Base

4 Investment in Stored Gas TDP-2 Exh 4 alioc#s  § -3 - S - 5 - - 5 -

5 Materials and supplies TOPR Exhd alloc #8 24,869 19,660 3,168 1,487 83 483
6 Prepayments TOP-2 Exh 4 alloc #3 7,634 6,035 972 457 28 142
7 Misc deferred debits alloc #3 - - - - - -

8 Customer deposits TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc #g {19,063} (15,070} (2.427) (1,140) 71) (355)
g Customer Advances alloc #8 - - - - - -
10 Subtotal $ 13,440 $ 10825 s 1711 8 804 50 § 250
1% Deferred Tax Lizbility TDP-2 Exh 5 alloc #8 {258.443) (204,307} (32,903) (15.456) (363) (4,814)
12 Total other rate base 3 (245002) (192,682) (31,192 (14,652) (913) (4,564)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 § 3778783 5 2085865 & 480,836 5 225,866 14070 § 70,348

MOS Model §-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013

CCOSE-rate base - cust

1201912013



Scheduke KDT-3

Exhiblt 3
p.20ofd
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service Study - Customer Related Rate Base Assignment to Customer Classes - Warsaw
Customer

Line Allocation Related

No Particulars Reference Factor Costs GS-Res GS-Com cs LvVS Transport

() {b) {c) (d) {e) in (g} (h} {i)
Net Plant

1 Gross Plant TOP-2 Exh 2 alloc#8 § 5096317 § 3420638 $  1.041,103 S 226,540 § 407,035 § -
2 Reserve for Depreciation TOP-Z Exh 2 alloe #& (326,758} (221,375) (67,377} (14,661) (26,342)

3 Net Plant ling 4 -fne 2 $ 4785562 § 3199264 § 973,726 § 211,878 § 380693 § -

Other Rate Base

4 Investrment in Stered Gas TDP-2 Exh 4 allcc#8 8 -8 - § - $ - $ - $ -
5 Materials and supplies TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc #8 82,873 55,835 16,533 3,685 6,620 -
6 Prepayments TOP-2 Exh 4 alloc #8 8,078 5423 1,651 359 845 -
7 Misc deferred debits alloc #8 - - - - - -
8 Customer deposits TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc #8 (13,687) {9.185) {2,795) {608) (1.,003) -
9 Customer Advances ailoc #8 - - - - - -
10 Subtotal s 708 51874 s 15,788 % 3435 5 8173 8 -
k| Deferred Tax Liabitity TDP-2 Exh § alloc #8 (231,605) {155,483) 147,323) {10,297} (18,502) -
12 Total other rate base $ (154,335) 5 (103,808) & 31,534 $ &.852) $ (12,3297 § .
13 Total Rate Base at 5-30-13 § 4611227 § 3095654 § 942,191 & 205018 § 368,354 & -

MOS Model 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013 CCQSSarata base - cust 1211912013



Schedule KDT-3

Exhibit 3
p.2of4
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0036
Class Cost of Service Study - Customer Related Rate Base Assignment to Customer Classes - Rogersville
Customer

Line Allocation Related

No Particulars Reference Factor Costs GS-res GS-Res-Op GS-Comm  GS-Comm-Op LGS LVS TS

(a) {b) {e) (d) {e) n (g} (hy [0} [ii} (k)
Net Plant
1 Gross Plant TOP-2 Exh 2 alloc#R 5 23996983 § 10194534 § 0868292 5 2685096 § 988,761 248116 $ 44430 & 166645
2 Reserve for Depreciation TOP-2 Exh 3 alloc #8 (3,403,995) {1,446,118) (1,371,558} (380,883) {140,257) (85,195) 16,304) (23,639)
3 Net Plant line % - tine 2 $ 20592080 $ B748515 §  B297694 § 2304212 § 848,504 212921 8§ 38135 § 143,008
Other Rate Base

4 Investment in Stored Gas TOP-2 Exh 4 alloc#8 3 - s - $ - $ - $ - - $ - 3 -

5 Materials and supplies TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc #8 118,817 50,902 48.27¢ 13,407 4,937 1,239 222 832
[ Prepayments TDP.2 Exh 4 alloc #8 56,362 23,944 22,711 6,307 2322 583 104 391
7 Misc deferred debits alloc #8 - - - - - - - -

B Customer deposits TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc #8 {134.818) (57,8317) (54.363} (15,098) (5.559) (1.365) (250) (937
9 Customer Advances alloc #38 - - - - - ~ - -
10 Subtetal $ 41267 § 17,529 & 16,626 5 4817 & 1,700 427 8 76 8 287
11 Deferred Tax Liability TDP-2Exh 5 alloc #8 {1,153.676) {490.118) (464,860) {125,088) (47,536) {11,928) (2,126} (8,012}
12 Total other rate base S (1.112415) § (472,587) § (448,234) S (124472) § (45,835} (11,502) 8 (2.080) % (7.725)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 $ 19480574 §  £275928 §  7.848460 5 2179741 & 802,659 201,419 §  3WOY5 S 135,281

MOS Model 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013 CCOSS-rate base - cust 12/19/2013



Schedule KDT-3

Exhiblt 3
p.4ofd
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service Study - Customer Related Rate Base Assignment to Customer Classes - Branson

Line Allocation  Customer

No Particulars Reference Factor Costs GS-res GS-Res-Op GS-Comm  GS-Comm-Op LGS LVS TS

) {b) (e} (d) {e} n (e (h} {iy m &}
Net Plant

1 Gross Plant TOP-2 Exh 2 allog#s § 58081468 § 2246073 § 695380 $ 1,266,847 § 261,960 § 1,227,771 5 111,124

2 Reserve for Depreciation TDP-2 Exh 3 alloc #8 (193.455) (74.798) (23.157) 142,188) (8,724) (40,887) (3,701}

3 Net Plant line 1 - line 2 $ 5615680 § 2171275 ¢ 872203 § 12245859 § 265236 § 1,186,884 5 $ 107,433

Other Rate Base

4 Investment in Stored Gas TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc#s § - % - 5 - $ - H - $ - 5 S -

& Materials and supplies TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc #8 877 262 B1 148 n 143 13
] Prepayments TDP-2 Exh 4 allcc #8 14,074 5,442 1,885 3,088 835 2,975 269
7 Misc deferred debits allee #8 - - - - - - -

3 Customer depasits TOP-2 Exh 4 allec #8 {10,140) (3.921) (1.214) {2.211) (457) (2,143) (194)

9 Customer Advances allec #8 - - - - - - -

10 Subtotal $ 4611 5 1783 "8 552 5 1,008 5 208 S 975§ 5 a8
11 Deferred Tax Liability TDP-2 Exh 5 alloc #8 (1,170,043} (452,891) {140.055) (255,161) 152,762) (247,200) (22,384)
12 Total other rate base $ (1165433} § (450,608) § 1139.503) § {254,155} % {52554 % (246,316) § $ {22,296)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 $ 4450258 & 1720887 § 532,700 § 970,503 § 200582  $ 940568  § $ 85,138

MOS Madel 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18.2013 CCOSS-rate base - cust 12H5/2013



Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service Study - Demand/Commodity-Related Rate Base Assignment to Customer Classes - Gallatin

Schedule KDT-3
Exhibit 4
p.10of4

Demand/Comm
Lino Allocation Related
No Particulars Reference Factor Costs GS-Res GS-Com cS LVS Transport
(2) (b} (c) {d} (o) L] @ ih) {1y
Net Plant

1 Gross Plant TOP-2 Exh 2 alloc#12 & 5202401 $ 2544022 3§ 573985 § 1083352 & 350,808 § 850,134

2 Reserve for Depreciation TDP-2 Exh 3 alloc#12 1690,825) (337,858) {76,230) {143,879) (46,604) (86,343)
3 Net Plant line 1 -tine 2 $ 4511477 & 2206153 3 457,755 8 930473 & 304,305 § 563,790

Other Rate Base

4 Investment in Stored Gas TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc#11 3 117,543 8 64,784 § 14187 & 28628 § 0944 § -

5 Materials and supplies TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc#12 - - - - - -

6 Prepayments TRP-2 Exh 4 alloc#12 - . - . - -

7 Misc deferred debits alloc#12 - - - - - -

8 Customer deposits TOP-2 Exh 4 alloc#12 - - - - - -

9 Customer Advances alloc #12 - R - - . _
10 Subtotal [3 117,543 & 64,784 § 14187 § 28,828 § 9944 -
" Deferred Tax Liability TDP-2 8xh 5 alloc #12 (322,428) {157,670} {35,574) (67,143} (21,748} (40,283)
12 Total cther rate base $ {204.884) & (92,688) ¢ (21,988) § (38,515) % {11804y 3% {40,283)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 $ 4,306,582 & 2,113,268 % 476365 8 900,358 § 2682 501 $ 523,497

MOS Madel 9-30-2013 TOP 12-18-2012

CCOSS-rate base - dem-comm

1211972013



Schedule KDT-3

Exhibit 4
p.2of4
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service Study - Demand/Commodity-Related Rate Base Assignment to Customer Classes - Warsaw
Demand/Comm

Line Allocation Related

No Particulars Reference Factor Costs G5-Res GS-Com cs LvS Transport

(a) [L3] (c} (d) (¢ Y] (9 L] [0
Net Plant

1 Gross Plant TDP-2 Exh 2 alloc#12 $  13,156619 §  2,923208 § 1586362 $ 2155472 5301489 & -

2 Reserve for Depreciation TDP-2 Exh 3 alloc #12 (962,181) (286.918) (123,326} (157,633) (394.287) -

2 Net Plant fing 1 - line 2 $ 12194458 $ 3535380 5 1563036 § 1,997,839 4,987,202 § -

Other Rate Base

4 Investment in Stored Gas TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc#11 8 - 8 - $ - $ - - $ -

5 Materials and supplies TDP-Z Exh 4 atloc#12 - - - - - -

& Prepayments TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc#12 - - - - - -

7 Misc deferred debits alloc#12 - - - - - -

8 Customer depesits TDP-2 Exh4 alloc #12 - - - - - -
9 Customer Advances alloc #12 - - - - - -
10 Subtotal $ - $ - 3 - $ - - $ -
11 Deferred Tax Liability TDP2 Exh 5 allec #12 {576,836) (172,012) (73,936) (94,504) (235,383) -
12 Total other rate base $ (576,838) (172.012) % (73936} $ {84,504} (236,383) & -
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 $ 11817623 § 3464368 5 1489100 $ 1903338 4780819 & -

MOS Medel §-30-2093 TOP 12-18-2013

CCOSS-rate base - dem-comm

12192013



Schedule KDT-3

Exhlbit 4
p.30f4
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service Study - Demand/Commeodity-Related Rate Base Assignment to Customer Classes - Rogersville
Demand/Comm
Lino Aliocation Related
No Particulars Reference Factor Costs GS-res GS-Res-0p G&-Comm  GS&-Comm-Op LGS LvS TS
{a) (b} (c) {d) (e) (f} (g} h) [t)] [il} {k}
Net Plant
1 Gross Plant TDP-2 Exh 2 alloc#12 $ 74983503 § 15040025 § 11401676 § 10271885 §  1,388428 § 5180220 $ 4,881,518 § 26833641
2 Reserve for Depreciation TDP-2 Exh 3 alloc #12 (16,029,352} (3,215,132) (2,437,356) (2.195,841) (282,531) (1,107,384) (1,043,552) (5,737,556)
3 Net Plant line 1 ~line 2 $ 53954151 § 11824893 $ 8984320 S BOV6054 $ 1075887 § 4,072,835  § 3838067 5 21,102,085
Other Rate Base
4 Investment in Stored Gas TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc#11 % 320,168 $ 97128 % 75186 3 65200 § 9491 3 39028 0§ 34134 § -
5 Materials and supplies TDP-2 Exh 4 alloc #12 - - - - - - - -
[} Prepayments TRP-2 Exh 4 alloc#12 - - - - - - - -
7 Misc deferred debits alloc #12 - - - - - - - -
8 Customer deposits TOP-2 Exh 4 alioc #12 - - - - - - - -
9 Customer Advances allec #12 - - - N - - - -
10 Subtotal 3 320,168 & 57128 $ 75186 & 85200 $ 5481 8 39028 § 34134 & -
11 Deferred Tax Liability TOP-2Exh § alloc #12 (3,574.718) {(717,008) (543,557) {489,656} (65,238) {246,959) {232,723} (1,279,537)
12 Total other rate base 8 (3,254,550) § (619.881) § 4682371) $ (424,498} ¢ (55.746) & (207,931) $ (188,589} $  (1,279.587)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 $ 55699801 $ 11205012 §  B,495850 $ 7851558 $ 1020151 § 3864905 § 3838478 § 19822548

MOCS Model 8-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013

CCOS8wrate base - dem-comm

12/19/2013



Schedula KDT-3

Exhibit 4
p.4ofd
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost of Service Study - Demand/Commodity-Related Rate Base Assignment to Customer Classes - Branson
Demand/Comm

Line Allocation Customer

No Particulars Reference Factor Costs GSres 55-Res-0Op GS-Comm  GS-Comm-Op LGS LVS TS

{a) &) {e} {d) {a} n [C:H h n ) k)
Net Plant

1 Gross Plant TDP-2 Exh 2 alloc#12 $ 45103586 $ 4394288 § 604994 $ 5298533 § 297438 & 11,290,401 $ 24224061

2 Reserve for Depreciation TDP-2 Exh 3 alloc #12 (2,025.605) (193,066) (26,581) {232,796) {12,800) (496,054) (1,064,307)
3 Net Plant line 1 -line 2 $ 44077882 § 4201202 § 578412 § 5065737 ¢ 278520 & 10,794,346 $ 23,159,754

Other Rate Base

4 Investment in Stored Gas TDP-2 Exh 4 allee#11 5 46,721 § 6950 § 1,185 8 0802 3 761§ 27.023 $ -

5 Materials and supplies TDP-Z Exh 4 alloc #12 - - - - - - -

5 Prepayments TOP-Z Exh 4 alloc #12 - - - - - - -

7 Misc deferred debits alloc #12 - - - - - - -

3 Customer deposits TDP-2 £xh 4 alloc #12 - - - - - - -

9 Customer Advances alloc #12 - - - - - . -
10 Subtotal 3 46,721 § 6,950 $ 1185 § 10,802 § FE ] 27.023 $ -
11 Deferrad Tax Liability TDP-2 Exh § alloc #12 (1,598,923} {152,398) (20,962) (183,758) (10,104) (391,564) (840,117)
12 Total other rate base $ (1,652,202} $ (145448) § 119797y & (172.957) § 9,343) §$ 1364,540) $ (B40,117)
13 Total Rate Base at 9-30-13 § 42525780 § 4085754 & 558618 $ 4802779 % 269,128 ¢ 16,428,806 $ 22319537

MOS Model 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2012 CCOSS-rate base - dem-comm 1211912013



Schedule KDT-4

Exhibit 1
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014-0086
Proposed Rates by Division
Line
No Particulars Gallatin Warsaw  Rogersville Branson
@) ®) © @ ©
1 GS $ 2000 $ 15.00
2 Cs 50.00 30.00
a LVS 300.00 100.00
4 ISS cancelled cancelled
5 15 300.00 100.00 $300.00 $300.00
8 GS-residential 20.00 20.00
7 GS-commerdcial 40.00 40.00
8 (GS-residential-optional NA NA
9 GS-commercial-optional NA NA
10 LGS-large general service 50.00 50.00
1 LVS-large volume service 300.00 300.00
12 GS $ 0.7214 5 0.9500
cs
13 maximum 0.6860 1.0000
14 minimum 0.2500 0.2500
LVS
15 maximum 0.4045 1.0000
18 mirdmuem 0.1000 0.1600
1SS
17 maximum cancelled  cancelled
18 minimum cancelled cancelled
18
19 maximum 0.4886 1.0000
20 minimura 0.1000 (.1000
21 GS-residential $0.7396 $0.8396
22 GS-residential-optional 1.2055 1.4055
23 GS-commercial 0.6848 0.8848
24 GS-commercial-optional 1.2686 1.4686
L.GS-large general service
25 maximum 0.6087 0.8067
26 minimum 0.0860 0.2860
LVS-large volume service
27 maximum 0.5759 0.7759
28 minimum 0.0500 0.2500
TS - amounts per Mcf - replace MMBTU's
29 maximum 5.2063 7.2063
30 minimum 3.3000 53000

MOS hodel 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013

rate design summary - exh 1

121162013
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Schodul KDT-4

Exhibit 2
p-10f2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost-of-Service and Rate Design
Demand/Commodity Costs Allocated Based on 2 Coldest Months of 2012 - 2013 Winter (2-MO)
Galtatin
Cost of
Particulars Referenco Sorvice GS - res GS « comm (%] LVS 1SS s
(a} (b} (e {d) (o] {1 [ (h) n
Customar Related Costs
Cuatamar Close Cest Asclgnmont KDT-3 Exh 1 % 768,893 % 507,824 k3 &7 880 45 583 2,854 5 14,322
Annual bllls curlomer count chaping 1E.2I}_2_ 15,232 2,208 800 12 B0
Meonthly Customer Charge n3<lna $ 39.91 s 42,60 78.84 23869 g 238,69
e — r——
Demand and Commadity Related Gosts
Customor Clase Coat Asclgnmont KDT-3 Exh 2 3 888217 & 435318 § 98 182 185 508 80171 5 109181
Annua! wx normallzod sales volumo - Mef rotall domaond & TDP-4 195,385 84,715 19,580 38,095 20,928 22,102
Commodity Chasge - Mef Ing+lng $ 5,138 5 5,018 4.870 2,875 $ 3.401
Warsaw
Cost of
Particulars Referonce Service &S -res &S - comm cs LVS 158 TS
(a) {b) [G] ) (e) i (@) [ i
Customoar Rolatod Costa
Custemer Class Cost Agolgnment KPT-3Exh 1 $ 893,547 § 599865  $ 182,574 39,728 71,380 $ -
Annugcl bllls cusletnar count shaping 13,083 10,024 2,331 420 283
Monthly Customor Charge In3=Ind 3 59.84 5 7832 04,58 247.95
Demand and Commodity Related Costs
Customer Glans Cost Ascignmant KDT-2 Exh 2 5 2018630 % 601,251 & 258 485 330,150 826 405
Annunl wxt normalzed pales volume - Mef retall domand & TDP-4 189,672 47 820 20,556 32873 58,724
Commodity Chorgo - Mef In8+In% H 12813  § 12.550 10.312 9,314 5 -

hMOS Model 8-30-2013 TOP 12-18-2013

rato declgn- oxh 2

12192013



Schoedule KDT4

Exhlbit 2
p.Xof2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, [nc.
MPSC Case No GR-2014 - 0086
Class Cost-of-Service and Rate Design
Demand/Commodity Costs Allocated Based on 2 Coldest Months of 2012 - 2013 Winter (2-MO)
Rogarsville
Line Costof
No Particulars Reoference Seorvice GS-res GS-Res-0Op GS-Comm  GS-Comm -Op LGS LvS TS
@) (b} (<) {d} ia) n (a} {h} ] [7]
Customar Related Costs
1 Custemer Clapo. Cost Assignment KDT-3 Exh 1 $ 4046884 3 1,718,152 5 1,630,562 $ 432,796 $ 166,708 $ 41,841 $ 7,484 $ 28,102
4 Customer cont roasslgnmont to Damand e {1,830,582) - {168,738) - - -
a Not amaunt to be racavered from Customor Chargos E3 1,719,152 $ - 3 442,198 $ - [ 41,841 E3 7.494 5 28,102
4 Annual billg customot count chaping 128,822 56 870 53,868 12,574 4.272 804 B5 280
5 Wonthly Customor Charge In3+Ind $ w26 5 - $ 2601 £ - S 5204 % 7806 5 Ja.08
Demand and Commodity Rolated Costs
8 Customor Class Coat Asgignmont KDT-3 Exh 2 $ 9847088 & 1,079208 5 1,500,600 $ 1,351,589 § 180,161 5 682,262 $ 842,727 § 3,510,370
7 Customor cost roacsignmaent to Demand . 1,630.562 - 1ss]3_8__ - - -
8 Tetol amount te be recevored fram Cemmeadity Charges. E3 1,878,208 5 313117 3 1,351,585 $ 346, 398 3 682,352 B B42727 % 3.510,270
] Annuat wx normalized sales voluma ~ Mef rotall domand & TDP-4 1,755,522 263 857 228,008 218,825 29047 123,300 122,403 744.482
10 Commadity Charga - Mcf Ing+lng § §.74 s 13,60 $ .24 5 11.04 5 9,52 5 5.25 5 4.72
Branson
Lino Cost of
Ne Particulars. Reference Service GS-ros GS-Ros-0p GS-Comm  GS-Comm -Op LGS Lvs TS
{a) {b} () (d) (e} [E] 1] 5] il ]
Custemet Related Costr
1 Aszlgnmont KDT-3 Exh 1 & 1248397 § 482,686 s 145,434 H 272,248 % 58,208 $ 262,850 3 - 5 23,883
2 Customar cost reassighment to Demand e {149,434) - (56,200) - - -
a Not gmount to be rocovered from Customer Chargos 5 482888 $ - ] 272,248 [ - % 263,850 $ - 5 23,883
4 Annual bills custotmat cotnt shaping D654 4,378 1358 2,076 386 1,382 - £
5 Monthly Cugtamer Chargo n3+ih4 & 11025 & - § 13114 S - $ 188,55 $ 248.78
Domand and Commedity Rolated Costs.
8 Customor Closs Coot Assignment KDT-3 Exh 2 $ €&8a2g28 3§ 852,502 3 20,804 $ 787,078 3 43297 $ 1877.840 $ - § 3562238
7 Customor cect reassignment to Domand - 149,434 - 55208 - - o
a8 Not amount to ba recoverad from Customor Charges 3 652,502 B 230,208 5 747,078 $ 89,502 $ 1877549 F3 - $ 3592238
$ Annual w narmallzed sales volume - Mef rotoll demard 8 TDP-4 421185 22,127 3,764 49,397 2519 135,147 208,222
10 Commadity Charga - Mef InB+Ing 5 20,48 3 5357 $ 15.93 3 380.54 5 12.41 5 17.25

MOS hModol 8-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013 rato doulgn- exh 2 12/19/2013



Schedulo KDT-4

Exhibit 3
p.1of2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Rate Design with Customer Charge at Stated Values

Line

No Particulars Reference Costs GS ] Lvs Transport

(o} () (] () (e} U] (g} L]
Rate Doslgn Calculations

1 Customer costs XDT-1 5 768.883

2 Noncustomor costs KPT-1 888,337

3 Tota! Revenue Roequiromont line 1 + lino 2 $ 1857230

4 Menthly Cuatomer Charge propogod

5 Annual bllls. TOP.1 Exh 3 R 12

& Amaunt to Rocever by Customer Class Ino 4 * ling 5 £ 402200 $ 350,800 % 0000 § 3600 % 14,000

7 Reonidual amt fram commodity charges llnc 3 -1Iina 8 $ 1,255,030

] Porcont te rocovar from oach customer claas alloc #12 100.00% 58.83% 20.82% 6.75% 12.50%
8 Ameount to rocovor from each customer closs lino 7 "kno 8 $ 1255030 & 752,190 § 261348 3 83654  § 156,839
10 annuol volumas in Mel TOP-1 Exh 3 195,398 104,275 38 095

1 cammod|ty rate por Mcf lne 8 +iino 10 $ET g

Line
No Particulars Reforence Costs GS CS LVS Transport
(@) (k) (] 1d} (o) (@) ) [)
Rato Design Calculatlons
1 Customsr goste KDT-1 s 802547
2 Noncustemor cotts. KDT-1 2,018,838
3 Total Rovanuo Raguiroment ling 1 +line2 5 2 910,146
4 Meonthly Cugtarnor Charge proposad
5 Annual bllls TOP-1 Exh 2
[ Amaunt te Recover by Custamer Class lina 4™ ine 5 $ 254500 5 247,100
7 Resldunl amt frem commodity chargos ino 3-linc & $ 2,555,686
8 Percant to recavar from oach customor class alloc #12 100.00% 42.84% 16.38% 40.88%
a Amaunt te recover from oach customer ¢lags line 7 = lno & $_zhbhe8e & 1,060882 § 418,703  § 1,047302 3§ =
10 annual vaiumos in Mct TDP-1 Exh 3 168,873
11 commedity rote per Mef line 9 +lino 10

MOS Medol 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013

rate dosign - exh 3

121182013



Schodulo KDT-4

Exhibit 2
p.2of2
Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014 - 0086
Rate Design with Customer Charge at Stated Values
Lina
Ne, Particulars, Refrrence fosis GSores  _GS-Rez-0Op GS-Comm _GS-Comm.- Qo LGS LS IS
{a) (b} (€) ) ) ] (@) (h) U] 1] (&)
Rato Design Calculations.

1 Cuslomof coats KDT-1 5 4,046,684

2 Nencustomer costo KDOT-1 9,847,066

3 Total Rovanun Roquiromont line 1+ lina 2 513 892 750

4 Monthly Customer Charge propocod R

5 Annual bllls TOP-1Exh2 E

6 Amount to Recover by Customor Class lne 4 Xline 5 $ 3065160 % 1136400  § 1.077820 3 502,860 8 170,580 E 40,200 3 28,800 108 00a

7 Rasldual amt from commaodity charges ling 3-lne 8 $10,828,590

8 Porcont Io racovor from aach customer clacs alloc #12 100.00% 20.08% 15.21% 13.70% 1,82% 8.81% 8.51% 35.79%

] Amaunt to rocover frei gach cuslamer clace line 7 * line 8 310825590 § 2171975 & 1,846,550  $ 1,453,385 % 7518 $ 745,081 $ 704989 5 3875892

10 Add customor relstod conls te optlonal classon lina 6 - optional - 1,077,920 - 170,880 - - -

11 Totol coste to recover from cammeadity chargos line 8@+ llna 10 5 2171975 & 2724470 % 1483305 & 358 499 $ 748,091 §  704.060 § 3875892

12 annugl volimas th Mef TDP-1 Exh 2 1,755,522 293,657 226,008 216,625 20,047 123,300 122,403

13 commodity rate por Mel Hne 11 +line 12 SE

MOS Motol 5-30-2013 TOP 12-18-2013

rate dogign - oxh 3

Line
Neo Particulars Reference Costs GS-ros GS-Res-Op GS-Comm GS-Comm - Op LGS LVS TS
(a} (b} fei ) (o} in 18} h} U] () (K
Rato Dozign Calculations
1 Custemor costs KDT-1 S 1,248,387
2 Noncustomor conta KOT-1 §.842,628
3 Total Revenue Roquirement Ino 1 +1no2 3 8051025
4 Monthly Customer Chargo proposed ; T
5 Annual bills TDP-1 Exh 3 4,378 1,356 2078 396 1.392 -
[ Amount 18 Rocovor by Cugtemer Clana Iine 4 Xline 5 3 1082680 5 B7 460 % 27120 % 83040 % 15,840 F3 89.600 5 -
7 Rogidual amt frem commaodity chargos Tno 3-linc 6 $ 7.782.565
8 Percant te racover from onch customer class olloc #12 100.00% £.53% 1.31%, 11.48% 0.63% 24,43% 0.00% 52.54%
] Amount to rocover from gach customar class lino 7~ lino 8 $ 7782665 % 741738 & 102,128 4 Bo4 438 B 49179 $ 1,905,013 5 - $ 4,089271
10 Add cuotomer rointed costa to sphional clossos Iina & « optional k] 27,120 5 15,840
11 Total costs te rocovor from cammedity chargos line 9 + line 10 $ 741,789 8§ 129,248 § 894438 3 85019 § 1905913 $ - $ 4089221
12 annual volumes in Mel TDP-1Exh 2 421,158 22,127 3,764 49,357 2,518 135,147 - 208,232
13 commedity rato per Mef line 11 + lina 12 ity GIRE S & g LR

12119/2013



Schedule KDT-4
Exhibit 4
p. 1of1

Summit Natural Gas of Missouri, Inc.
MPSC Case No. GR-2014-0086
Revenue Reduction Alternatives for Warsaw and Branson

Line
Ng  Customer Class Warsaw - exh 8 Current LOO Billing Determinants Revenue Reguirement Reduction Revenue from Capped Rate
cust comm/Ccf cust commiCet customers  volume-Mcf  Customer  Commodity Total Customer  Commedity Total
(a) (b) {c) (d) (e) (® ) ity i} G} (k) n (m)
1 GS $ 2000 $§ 1.5960 % 15.00 $ 0.8500 12,335 88,276 $ 61775 5 441080 $ 502,835 $185325 § 648622 5 833,947
2 Cc8 50,00 1.2815 30.00 1.0000 420 32,673 8,400 91,973 100,373 12,600 326,730 339,330
3 LS 300.00 1.1804 100.00 1.0000 288 88,724 57,800 160,062 217,662 28,800 887,240 816,040
4 TS - - -
5 13,063 189,673 $ 127775 & 693084 § 820 869 $226725 % 1862552 § 2089317

Branson - exh 3 exnh 3 plus $0,20 per Cef Billing Determinants Revenue Requirement Reduction Net Revenua After Reduction
cust comm/Cef cust commiCes custemers  velume - Mcf Customer  Commadity Totai Custamer  Commodity Total

8 GS-res § 2000 § 3.3524 $§ 2000 § 09396 4,378 22127 % - $ 533877 § 533,877 $ 87560 § 207812 $§ 205472
7 GS-res-opticnal 3.4338 1.4055 1,356 3,764 76,346 76,346 - 52,902 52,802
2  GS-comm 40.00 1.8107 40.00 0.8848 2,076 49,397 - 457,383 457,383 83,040 437,053 520,093
9  GS-comm - optional 2,5811 1.4886 396 2,519 28,024 28,024 - 36,995 36,5995
10 LGS 50.00 14103 50,00 0,8087 1,392 135,147 - 815,649 815,649 69,600 1,090,263 1,159,863
11 LVS 300.00 - 300.00 0.7759 - - - - - - - -

12 TS - per Mcf 300.00 19.6378 300.00 7.2083 84 208,232 - 2,588,640 2,588,840 25,200 1,500,581 1,525,781
13 9,682 421186 3 - $ 4493319 4 499 819 $ 265400 § 3325706 § 3,591,106

MOS Model 9-30-2013 TDP 12-18-2013 rate design - exh 4 12119/2013
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KENT D. TAYLOR
PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS

INDUSTRY
EXPERIENCE

OCTOBER 1984 to PRESENT
Chairman, KTM, an energy management and consulting business specializing in the
economic interests of large natural gas and electricity users.

JANUARY 1984 to OCTOBER 1984
Director of Gas Acquisitions, KN Energy, Inc. Responsible for natural gas supply for
company's integrated pipeline system, operating in seven states. Other responsibilities
included all liquids marketing, negotiation of transportation and exchange agreements,
pursuit of additional markets, and gas sales agreements for affiliate exploration company.

APRIL 1981 to JANUARY 1984
Director of Corporate Development, Celeron Corporation. Responsible for new business
development, acquisitions and mergers, strategy development for existing pipelines
(Louisiana Intrastate Gas and Mid Louisiana Gas), and gas marketing for Rocky
Mountain area exploration efforts.

AUGUST 1980 to APRIL 1981
Senior Sales Representative, Colorado Interstate Gas Company (CIG).  Primary
responsibility was new market development. Also negotiated industrial gas sales
agreements.

APRIL 1978 to JULY 1980
Senior Staff Analyst, Special Projects, CIG. Responsibilities included formulation of
negotiating strategies, initiation of new business opportunities and economic analyses for
investment decisions.

JANUARY 1975 to AUGUST 1978
Senior Rate Analyst, CIG. All facets of interstate pipeline rate making,.



Schedule KDT-5

KENT D. TAYLOR
PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS

EDUCATION

BSBA, University of Florida, Gainesville, Florida
1967

Major: Accounting

MS, The George Washington University, Washington D.C,
1972

Major: Public Administration

MBA, Univetsity of Colorado, Colorado Springs
1979
Major: Accounting/Finance

U.S. Naval Flight Training
Designated U.S. Naval Aviator July 1969

Defense Resource Management Education Course, Navy
Postgraduate School, Monterey, California
1988

PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS

Certified Public Accountant
Captain, U.S, Naval Reserve (ret)

OTHER TESTIMONY

Regie Du Gaz Natural Du Quebec
Florida Pubtlic Service Commission
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
Public Utilities Commission of Nevada
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Missouri Public Service Commission





