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3 EDWARD A. TOO!Y 

UNSAS CITY POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

5 CASE NO. H0-86-139 

6 Q. Please state your name for the record. 

1 A. Edward A. Tooey. 

8 Q. Are you the same Edward A. Tooey who has previously filed 

9 profiled direct testimony in this proceeding? 

10 A. Yes, I am. 

11 Q. What is the purpose of this rebuttal testimony? 

12 A. This purpose of this rebuttal testimony is to provide 

13 support 'for and expand upon the $6,701,667 figure given on page 3 of Staff 

14 witness Keith A. Haskamp's rebuttal testimony. 

15 Q. What statement was made by Mr. Beaudoin which you and Mr. 

16 Haskamp are addressing in your rebuttal testimony? 
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A. Mr. Beaudoin states on page 15 of his pre filed direct 

testimony that: 

KCPL also recognizes that the transition from steam utility 
service to ownership of on-site facilities presents an 
inconvenience and hardship to its r~ininr downtown steam 
custoaen. Thenfcn:e. in addition to providin& the 
up-front capital investmeat for the coaversion e~ui~t. 
KCPL is willin& to accept S01M operatin& aDd return losses 
by phasiq-in the requisite rau incr~ ia order to 
further aiti&ate the i&paet oa its val~ ~t~ cust~Ts. 
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A. Yea. Staff asked Compaoy this question in Data Information 

~at No. 656, Caee No. Ho-86-139. The Coapany response is attached to 

the ~ebuttal testiaony of Staff witness Baskamp as Schedule 1. 

Q. How mueb electric revenue did KCPL state that it ex,eets to 

~eceive from conversion of Downtown steam customers to on-site electric 

boilers and on-site electric space beating equipment? 

A. According to Haskamp Schedule 1-5, KCPL expected to receive 

electric revenues from Downtown steam customers totaling $6,701,667. 

Further, if National Starch Company was converted to an electric boiler, 

the Company stated that it expected to realize additional electric 

revenues of $5,917,376. 

Q. Did Staff independently calculate additional electric 

revenues that would be realized by the Company in the event that Company's 

Downtown steam customers converted to on-site electric boilers and on-site 

electric apace heating equipment? 

A. Yea. This analysis is attached to my rebuttal testimony as 

Schedule 1. 

Q. Would you briefly describe Schedule 17 

A. Schedule 1 shows additional electric revenues the Company 

would receive in years 1987 thrau&h 19<)2 tmder three scenarios. All 

revanue calculatioaa are based ~ the lCL electric tariff reflecting the 

10(1% eleetrlc boiltn: effidancy: 1 .U (M~e ~ ~a) equals 1.0 

*I'm (milU.a MV) &M Dl DIB lkt~n ~) ~· 1.0 1fiDTU. 

Q. --b~l~ 



1 ~t. The electric revenues to be realized by the Company appear on 

2 ~· 1-1. Line S for the years 1987 throush 1992. Year 1987 in this 

3 scaaerio is comparable to the $6,701,667 calculat~J by the Company. 

4 Q. What is Scenario 2? 

5 A. Scenario 2 assumes that customer attrition will result as 

6 present steam customers weigh the various options available to meet their 

7 space beating requirements. In Scenario 2 it is assumed that the Company 

8 will lose 60% of its steam sales by 1990. This is reflected by the sales 

9 figures on Schedule 1-1, Line 6. 

10 Q. What is the basis for the 60% attrition in sales reflected 

11 in Scenario 2? 

12 A. The 60% attrition assumption is based upon assumptions used 

13 in Mr. Beaudoin's prefiled direct testimony on Pages 12 and 13. 
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Q. What is Scenario 3? 

A. Scenario 3 is essentially the same as Scenario 2 except that 

the starting point for Scenario 3 is the 477,000 MLBs (rather than Staff's 

annualized MLBs) mentioned on page 11 of the prefiled direct testimony of 

Mr. Beaudoin. 

Q. Why does Staff's analysis proeuce less electric revenues 

from conversion of steam customers to on-site electric boilers and on-site 

electric space beating equipmeat~ 

A. t1la Compay usM 1934 customer usaae wbicb is sipificantly 

'td.&ber than Staff' a aaa.al.ize4 ~ -. to dle lMS of ~ra wbicb 

U. ~ aiaee dlet tiae. nu ._. effat to a ~ 0pee 'Y usiaa 



• 
A. MQOriiq to Staff'• analya:l.a, electric revenues in 1990 

2 (hWule 1-1, Line 10 au Schedule 1-2, Line 15) are approximately 

3 t2,300,000 aaina tbe 601 aalea attrition aaauaptio~. 

4 q. Doaa this conclude your rebuttal testimony? 

5 A. Yea, it doea. 
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luha:l lltlllll Colwtnion of StUll Custoeers to Electric lloilers 

... II! ~ .._ IIU r.wJfJOII aJM:IIT TO El.ECTIIJC OOILEHS 
-IIIIIIU 
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1987 

... ha:l IMtiiiM lt..BS Ul 4551930 lt..8S 
&!Jj ~lMrU: ~ion factor 11!1 1!93 Klltllt.B 

lUI Stiles 133,5871490 lUI 
.. .,.._ 11r 8pa whi'IIJ rm filllf'IUI 131 to.0375 

EW:JIIIC IIE\BUS $510091531 

- illt'IUNII a'IR:f8 ,_ 101. flfifiW TESUIUI'f ...,,, 
IMI!IIIIIII ~111M !lain 455,930 IUS 

2':1.1 IUI/It..B 
lUI hln 133158./14901WH 

$0.0315 

ilitiiiiC 11\UU S5.0W1SJI 

{C} (0} (E} (f} {6} 
19118 1989 1!190 1991 ·~ 

455,930 455,930 455,930 455,930 455,930 
1!93 293 1!93 293 293 

133,587,490 133,587,490 133,587,490 133,587,490 133,5117,490 
$0,(1383 $0.(1391 to. (14(1(1 $0,(14(19 $(1,(1418 

$:)1 11£11401 $512231211 $51 3431500 t514fll1 728 $51511J1951 

-.siil,6f!(l 279,31(1 191,000 191,000 191,000 
2'JJ 293 29J 2':1.1 293 

lOJ, 7121 fiW 81183./1830 551 9fl31000 551 9fll,OOO 55,9fll,OOO 
$0.0J8J $0.0391 $0.0400 $0,()409 $0.~111 

$41 1251 Y.i $31 1991115'3 $212381520 $2121111,1187 $1!1 3391253 
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