BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the matter of the investigation )
of steam service rendered by ) Case No. HO-86-139
Kansas City Power & Light Company. )

AFFIDAVIT OF SHARCN K. WHITE

STATE OF MISSOURI )
) ss
COUNTY OF COLE )

Sharon K. White, of lawful age, ot her oath states: That she has
participated in the preparation of the ettached written testimony and
appendices/schedules attached thereto in question ard answer form,
congisting of 15 pages of testimony to be presented in the above case, that
the answers in the attached written testimony were given by her; that she
has knowledge of the matters set forth in such answers; and that such
matters are true to the best of her knowledge and belief.

w. Wt

Sharen K. White

Subscribed and sworn to defore me this % day of February, 1987.

By Comnission awplzes _
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PREPARED TESTIMONY

OF

SHARON K, WHITE
KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT
CASE NO. HO-86-139

Q. Please state your name and business address.

A. Sharon K. White, University Towers 1I, 700 East Eighth
Street, Msas City, MO 64106.

Q. By whom are you employed and in what capacity?

A. 1 employed by the Migsouri Public Service Commission
(Commission) as a Regulatory Auditor.

Q. FPlease describe your educational background.

A. 1 attended Avila College in Kansas City, Missouri, and
received a Bachelor cf Science in Business with a Major im Accounting in
May, 1982. I also received a Masters of Busipess Administration degree
with asphasie in Finence from Avila College in May, 1983.

Q. What has bdeen the mstuzre of vour duties while empleoved with

4. I have, sndear the divectios of the Chiel dccomwmtant, Tiildny
Biviaien. aseizced with andits and sepmisatisss of The Booke snd Tecends

%2 &5 regard T
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Prepared Tastimony of
Sharon K. White

Q. With reference to Case No. HO-86~139, have you made an
examination of the books and records of Kansas City Power & Light Company
(Company or RCPL)?

A. Yes, with the assistance of other members of the Missouri
Public Service Commission Staff.

Q. Please describe your areas of responsibility in this case.

A, ly principal areas of responsibility #re Revenues,
Plant-In-Service, Accumulated Depreciation Reserve, Depreciation Expense,
Property Taxes, snd Taxes Other Than Income.

Q. With ragard te Case No. HO-86-139, what Accounting Schedules
are you sponsoring?

A. I am spouscring the following Accounting Schedules:

2 ==~ Revenue Requirement

3 -~ Rate Base

4 == Plant-In~-Service
- Aigetmints to Flant-In-Service
~~ Dapreciaticn Reserve
== Adiestmente to Deprecisticn Reserve
== (gcome tatement

: 1o fsaome Slatemens
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A. Yea. Accounting Schedule 2 18 the Revenue Requirement
schedule which shows the gross revenue requirement. Staff witness Cary G.
Featherstone will further address the Revenue Requirement schedule in his
prefiled direct testimony.

Q. VWould you please explain Accounting Schedule 3, Rate Base?

A. Yes. Accounting Schedule 3 is a listing of items comprising
the original cost Rate Base for Staff's test vear ending December 31,
1985, updated for known and measurable changes through December 31, 1986.
Included 4in this schedule are jurisdictional Plant-In-Service, less
Reserve for Depreciation. This yields the net jurisdictional
Plant-In-Service. Additions to net Plant-In-Service include both the
direct and indirect pieces of Cash Working Capitsl, Materials and
Supplies, and Frepayments as sponsored by Staff witness Brandel. Also
included as part of Rate Base lsz the direct amd indirect porticm of Fuel
Stock:. spomsored by Staff witness Kuenstimg. Staff has deducted from Rate
Base Income Taxzes and Interest Ixpense relatimg te Cash Working Cepital
also zpomsorsd by 3Steff witness Brssdel. The fimal deducticn from the

Rate Beze schedele is direct snd isdirect Deferved Income Tazes

by Sraff witrness Fesilersteose.

Q. Plaase explain the divest sad fadivect pleces of the Bate
sle.

4. ltems ideatified ta the Bete Rase 3 a2 “direst™ ses
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Prepared Teatimony of
Sharoa K. White

heat rate base. For further explanation of the "direct" and "indirect"
classifications refer to Staff witness Kueusting's testimony.

Q. Please explain Accounting Schedule 12.

A. Accounting Schedule 12 is the Staff's Income Statement. The
first column of this schedule represents the revenues and expenses as
recorded for Staff's test year on a Total Company basis. The second
column>represlnts the allocation factors utilized by the Staff to arrive
at the steam heat jurisdictional amounts located in the third column. The
fourth column represents Staff's jurisdictional sdjustments. The fifth
and final column represents Staff's adjusted stesm jurisdictionmal income
statemeut. The allocation factors used by Staff are contained in the
prefiled dirsct teastimony of Staff witness Kuensting.

Q. Would you please explain Accounting Schedule 137

A. Yes. Accounting Schedule 13 - Adjustments to the Income
Statement, is an itemized listing of Stafif's Total Company adjustments to
the Incoms Statemest.

Q. Ms. Whice, what is Adiustmest $-1.17

4. &divetment 3-1.1 szsmsliizes downtown commercial sateved

; 2tes:m TEVALUAS.

Q. Wat sre the somponente of & sleam best Teesmmen?
4. Thers azve thrse compenes ol slewm deet vevessm. Uay afe
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Prepared Testimony of
Sharon K. Whice

Q. What are fuel adjustment revenues?

A, Fuel adjustment revenues are increases or decreases to the
steam bill which result when the "fuel cost" uged for generation varies
above or below the tariffed level. Presently, the tariffed level is 1l16¢
per million BTU (MMBTU) for Downtown customers. "Fuel cost" is defined in
KCPL tariffs as the cost of fuel plus transportation, fuel handling
expenses, and other miscellaneous fuel related expenses.

Q. What are Gross Receipts Taxes (GRT)?

A. Gross Receipts Taxes are taxes which the Company collects
from their customers ar a percentage add-on to the steam heat bill. At a
later point in time, the Company remits these funds to the proper taxing
authority.

Q. How has Staff annualized downtown commercial metered steam
revenues?

A. This acnualization of basic, billed revenues considers the
elizination of revenues for those customers no longer receiviog steam
sarvice, imcluding the electric test boiler custorers, as of Decemder 3i,

1988. The acnuslization process alsc adiusts vevenuss to veflect the

| impact of the calendar adfvetment, “"normal” weather, sad comsiders fuel

il adjustment Tevenues ccveistent with 92eff’s srowaliszed fuel prices a2s

' |l addrassed by Staff witness Kuemsting. Gross Receipts taxes were
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Prepared Testimony of
Sharon K. White

Q. What is the significesnce of the lost steam customers in the
pending case?

A. lost customers and the associated decline in sales have had
a significant impact on the deterioration of the Company's steam heat
operations and have a significant impact on the revenue requirement in
this case. As indicated by Company response to Staff Data Information
Request No. 203, attached as Schedule 1, the Company has experienced a
continual decline in customer levels since 195i and a general decline in
Mlbs. sold since 1970. Revenues have not followed the declining pattern
due to the effects of Company's rate increases and the fuel adjustment
revenues. Schedule 2 shows the customers that have discontinued steam
service since January, 1981.

Q. Ms. White, why were the revenues attributable to the
Electric Beiler Test Project removed from Staff's apnualization of
revenues?

h. 8Staff removed the revenmues attributeble to the test projects
because esch test project beiler operates on electricity, despite the fact

that the Company currestly bille these cuestomers et stesm rates based oo

| Mlbs. wesed. It i Staff's opimicn thet revemues attributsble to slectric

¢ in develspisg

the =teax Tewemue reguizsmsst b

heve oot scbeally

besn grovided stess sesvice ¥y the Uss
falf a2




Prepared Testiwony of
Sharon K. ¥White

1 |l boilers which were ilucluded in test yesr expense nor did it include the

2 |l plent investment associsted with serving these test project customers.
3 || Therefore, it would not be proper to include the related revenues in

4 | Staff's revenue requirement.

5 Q. Please explain the purpose of Staff's calendar adjustment as
6 || 1t relates to the annualized revenue calculation.

7 A. The calendar adjustment matches steam revenues to the

8 || calendar month in which the steam usage actually occurred. Since the
9 || Company recognizes revenues as they are billed, this adjustment

10 || redistributes steam usage revenue from the month it was booked to the
11 | menth it was actually used. This adjustzent is necessary because Staff's
12 |l weather data is based on calendar months. Therefore, actual steam ussgge
13 || during a calendar momth can be matched with Staff's weather data for

14 || weather normalization purposes.

15 . What 1s "normal® westher?
16 A, “Normal”™ weather for purposes of Staff’s anocualization
17

| methodolegy is the thirty-year histerical sversge of temperstures (or

18 i heating degree davys) as reported in Y¥atiomal Ccesmic sod Asmospheric
9 || Mdministraticos (NOAA) records for Dewstows EKsmsas Cictw.

X Q. What &5 the imtent of the w

at 4. The westher
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Prepared Teatimony of
Sharon K. White

Q. Why has Staff calculated an adjustment for fuel adjustment
revenue?

A, As stated earlier, the adjustment for fuel adjustment
revenue 1is based on annualized “fuel cost" in relation to the fuel
adjustment tariffed rates. The fuel adjustment included in Staff's
annualization of revenues increases Staff's annualized revenues, meaning
thet Staff's annualized "fuel cost" exceeds the fuel adjustment tariffed
tates. This is due te the Company using a total gas operation at Grand
Avenue, with gas being more expensive than the previously used coal.

Q. Why hes Staff removed GRT from test year revenues?

A. Removal of GRT from test year revenues allows restatement of
booked revenues to basic revenues plus fuel adjustment. Staff elimipated
thege taxes because the Company acts only ss a collecting agent for the
taxing suthorities. Therefore, collection cf GRT does not affect revenue
requirement.

Q. what 1s the purpose of Staff Adisstment S-2.1 for Ratiscmsl
Starch revemunes?

&. Szaff Adjusteeet 8~3.]! cosputes the contrideticn margim

revemnes for Haticmel Starch. The contziduzion mscmie {a calonlated by

.?¥‘¥Q¥ﬁ§ ¥r Scall wioess (semst

oI aigntf
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Sharon K. White

The purpose of making the National Starch contribution margin
&djustment is t. take into account the revenues met of fuel costs that
National Starch sales contribute to the Company’s total revenues.
National Stazch's contribution margin provides a positive contributiom to
the overall steac operations and allows for partial recovery of
investments and operating costs attributable to the provision of steem
service to the downtown customers. National Starch's contribution margin
18 important since, if it was not included in the calculation of revenue
requirement, steam rates would be higher. Because of this, Staff believes
it important to recognize the dollars National Starch contributes to the
Company's steam operationms.

Q. How did Staff amnuglize National Starch revenues?

A, Staff annuslized National Starch revenues and CPC
canceilation fees based on the twelve wsouths ending December 31, 1986.
The ansualization was based on Natiomal Starch’s sctusl bills for the vear
198¢, axcapt for the first two months of the vear whep MNaetional Starch hed
abnormally high sales due to the tramsiticm perisd st the msoufacturing

2lizerien veflscts bSoth besic

with the

and fuel rvevenuas fovr Eatiemal Szazeh 8l

| cauceliatiss fse fer (FC.

2. What 18 the cavecelleviss fes feor {PL7

The P

lattiem foe 28 2




Prepared Testimony of
Sharon K. White

1 A. Yea. Schedule 3 shows how the contribution margin of

$2,446,864.00 was derived. These revenues attributable to Natiomal

[~ ]

Starch are calculated by annualizing National Starch revenues and CPC

4 [l cancellation fees less annualized fuel costs attributable solely to

5 || generation for serving the National Starch load.

Q. Hae Staff performed an analysis of the composite historical

steam rates per Mlb.? :

A. Yes. Schedule 4 provides a historical comparison of average

rates per Mib. for dcwntown customers, CPC/Natiomal Starch as well as

0 || Total Company by year gince 1980 including the results of Staff's revenue
1

adjustoents. The schedule shows that Staff's annualized level of revenues

and Mibs. for downtown customers derives a rate of $12.45 (imeluding GRT)

'3 |l per ¥ib. of steam which is $1.92 higher than the 1686 average rate of

‘ 4 11$10.53. Schedule 4 alsc sets out revenue dollars, Mlbs. sold, and the

| '5 || percent fmcrease er decrease from year to year in the composite Mlb, rate.
6 1| Also comtaized in this schedule 1is the proforma dollars per Mlb,
17

calculated by iacluding the revenue veguirement deficiency from this case

| with Staff’s ssmualized revesues.

Q. Doss this conclude your testimony ee revemses®

4. Yes, iz deas.

Q-

Hould you pleass

Plesg-la~Servise?
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Preparsd Testimony of
Sharon K. White

of stesm heat Plant-In-Service at December 31, 1985, updated through
December 31, 1986, allocated at 100% steam heat.

Q. What is Accounting Schedule 5?

A. Accounting Schedule 5 - Adjustments to Plant-In-Service,
represents an itemized listing of Staff's Total Company adjustments to
Plant-In-Service.

Q. Please explain Accounting Schedule 14, Depreciation Expense.’

A. Accounting Schedule 14 shows Staff's calculation for
depreciation expense. Staff calculated depreciation expemse by taking
steam heat FPlant-In-Service and applying current depreciation rates from
the most recent order from the Commission approving depreciation rates for
KCPL. Thiz ordex, Depreciation Authority Order No. 148, was issued June
9, 1986. The electric plant depreciation is derived from the level of
electric plsnt determined by cthe Cosmission in Case No. EO-85-18%5
allocated dow: to steam hest.

Q. Flesse evplein Adjustment $-8.1.

A. &djuvetsment §~8.1 ssmualizes depreciatics espensa feor the

test yesr endizg Decesmber 31, 1983 wpdazed b & December 31, 1980 based

upon the =08l recest deprscisticn sutherizy evder 4 shewe,

¢. ¥hat does Accemmtiing

1 §%g §$§a ¥




Prepared Teatimony of
Sharen K. White

Q. Ms. White, please explain Staff Accounting Adjustments P-l.l
end R-1,1.

A. -Staff Accounting Adjustment P-1.1 is the disallowance to
plant for the Test Project Electric Boiler equipment. Staff Accounting
Adjustment R-1.1 is the disallowance to the related depreciation reserve
for the Test Project Electric Boiler equipment.

Q. Why has Staff disallowed the costs of the electric bollers?

A. As previously mentioned, Staff believes the Test Project
Electric Boilers should not be paid for by the Company, but by those .
customars vho hava elected to participate in KCPL's test project by having
elsctric bollers installad as their heating source. By the very nature of
this equipmsent it iz obvious that electrical boilers and electrical
resistance heating eccuipment owned by Company should be classified as
electric Plant-In-Service. Therefore, Staff has removed the costs of
these eieceric boilers from the Company's steam heat Plant-In-Service.
Purthernore, Staff reserves the right the investigate this and all other

electric plant additions made pursvant to the stesm conversice plan fo

future rate cases.

Q. Ha. Vhite, will Cospeny bave o wpgrede thelr electvical

sretem i2 ender re acoowmodats additissal losd from 1he slsctrizs Belless
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Sharon K. White

1 || therefore reserves the right to exsmine any of those costs in any future

2 || KCPL electric rate case.

3 Q. Ms. White, would you please explain Accounting Adjustments
4 i P-2.1 and R-2.17

5 A. Yes. Accounting Adjustment P-2.1 removes from steam

6 || plant-in-service capital costs associated with the relocation of steam

7 || distribution lines and mains related to the AT&T Pavilion comstruction
8 || project and other area construction projecta. Accounting Adjustment R-2.1
9 || removes from reserve the related depreciatioti.

10 Q. Why is Staff making these Accounting Adjustments?

1 A. Staff believes that these relocation costs were necessitated
12 || by the AT&T comstruction project and other area comstructicn projects
13 |l which KCPL has since acquired as electric customers. Staff believes that
14 || AT&T and the other benefiting parties should have reimbursed KCPL 100% for
15 |t the relocation costs. To the extemt that the developers ¢id mot fully
16 || reimburse KCPL for these costs, Staff believes that at s minimwm, the
17 || stusm operation should have been reimbursed by the electric operstienm.
18 1l RCPL baa been partially reisbursed for this mew plast by the develepers

19 |l for 3280,770 accozding to Compeny's respemse to Staff Deta Infoermeties

fele I-1 o le 3=3. Nirhest

20 i&m@mt Bp. 438, sttecded ae Sab

| reflecting these adinstments, Staff would be fevcisg stesm o

¥

i
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Sharon K. White

1 || expenditures and the benefiting parties did not fully reimburse the stesm
2 || operations, the electric operations should have reimbursed stesm utility
3 || operations. As a result of KCPL's proposal to phase-out and discontinue
4 || steam heat service in the downtown area, Staff does not believe there is
S |[{ any inherent benefit to the steam utility system from this relocation,
6 || Since the benefiting parties are not steam customers, these projects

provide no direct benefit to KCPL's steam utility operatiomns.

it is

Because Company wants to abandon its stesm systen,
unlikely that it would have replaced this plant absent the relocation.
Unless there is an emergency steam leak, the Company would not replace

and/or relocate sections of this underground pipe.

Q. What is Accounting Adjustment S-5.2?
13 A. Accourting Adjustment S~5.2 disallows the costs contained ino
the test year ending December 31, 1985 for Enmergy Masters Corporatiosn.
Enargy Masterz ia the comsulting fire that RCPL bhired to do energy audits

tor the Downtown steam

customers to show them the best electric
alteruative to stean heat.

18 Q. Why 41d Staff disallow the costs sssecisted with Energy

Magters?
v 4, $taff bas dimiloved Dase coste becesaes f2aif Walisves that
mmmummm

Seafl witmwes Estier szplaise the prometiessl

ook tuie i dessil.

st §=0.3 ad 4.1

3.3 end 8-6.0 oda




10
1
12
13

14

8 " B ¥ B8 3B

Prapered Testimony of
Sharon K. White

A. Staff Adjustment 5~9.2 asnnualizes property tax expenses.

Q. How did Staff snnualize property taxes?

A. Staff annualized property taxes by multiplying December 31,
1986 depreciated Plant-In-Service balances by the statutory assessmant
ratio to derive the assessed value of the Plant-ln-chvice. Staff then
multiplied the assessed value of Plant-In-Service by the property tax rate
as of December 31, 1986.

Q. Ms. White, would you piease explain Accounting Adjustment
5-9.17

A. Yes. Accounting Adjustment 5-9.1 is to eliminate booked GRT
included in Taxes Other Than Income. GRT is booked as a revenus with a
corresponding sxpeuse entvy to "Taxes Other Than Income™. This adjustment
elimingting GRT from Taxes Other Than Income corresponds to the earlier
adjustment elimiasting GRT from revenues. As ztated esarlier, the Cowpany
acts only as a3 collecting agent for these funds, meaning that GEI does nmot
affect revenue reguirement except to the excent of the ¢ffects of CRT im

the cash workisg capital requiremsnt. Thiz will be discussed By Staff

| witness Brandel.

2. ¥s. Whirte, vonld you plesse evplais dccoestisg

&. Ten. Thiz fe the Tames O3har T Jooome Tunes 2obeds

o= B8 -




s

T ,&@ WHITE~BIRECT
-1

Class
Data Information Request .
Ksases City Power & Light Company
Case No. HO-36-139
. Requested From: e s*‘“ﬁn Cattron
] Dute Requestedt: Lopenmbe, 6,196
' loformation Requested:  Llézse pr‘ovaig Letx Lo WYa pasr 5‘0 ylars .

I{¢ it
| 1 70psc stegem
s Annuoal semdn g~ -
l e fnnual saled.
e Annual (2352a
l 2. (0Tpal ghlaew

 Aonuad Se~od st L
- bnnceal $ailla R
cqrinual (sosea
2 (85 0se sTeacn
‘Aﬂmud 5.‘«&4.
- Anncal z’gssm
"+ Reguested By: _,ﬁg__gn*?‘ S, e — #Q.e 7_\‘64501—(/ Znc.

Information Provided:

Cay . & . LY




'

+ WUITY-DIRECT

Wik ITWNToRN STESY BATH
DATRSG SXTLLINNG MATIONAR, §7hatH
{Steau caliversd from GAS oniy at 185 0 L3582
RAD
SYS: Y UNACCGRINTSY
AEVeRE LT Fur
YIR (8} =33 CUSTOMERS ABS ¥ RS
1999 74074 Dhaled 95 §e9222 86833
194  33W|E 467693 299 583838 186746
1842 J7132e F1d0e2 297 644862 113847
1943 M2243  SaT8L9 391 712867 1
i ASS344 532%86 <. 31l 742163 183538 -
1945 4BB2ES 60418 329 818449 129511
H (H R - 352 733384 129891
1947 6ESipB6  8088SS 376 943146 124743
1%8 855576 TAISEE 373 914827 153115
1949 634797 N4 L] 9358737 142597
1959 497833  32EE2 384 972893 128571
1551 104SBST 904983 385 1858358 134540
1982 1347872  T92SSS 3n 92833 93832
1955 9%82i6 Ti9AS3 375 849356 1161%
1534 344415 0363i6 353 821538 110447
1955 683722 719563 352 822157 88853
1535 966355 7112% 343 811338 838!
1957 1858592 TIESS W7 871952 85112
1638 116add3 22999 38 923841 &31%6
1953 1265623  3ATd 23 §3883% gess
1600 1329332  ATAITT 34 1889133 128278
1961 §2SIa83  ASETSS B W 118644
1962 1237523 a7i&id 3= ST 195657
1963 1163674 885133 &% Err M 188223
1966 117:01%  A%éi7 &M [ fregt o
1565 1.34347  EUTL 83 - 12848
1966 1232%9 A8 3 1114489 2 ]
1987 1R13T B} &4 1185878 11582
1968 153851 LWIS &
1969 1TER ST &3
FRrE BT e TR Y &
197 IESE eI s
19RO AR &
90 FEY =
15 &:
9§98 -
W a8
(&7 b
e &
15 &e
e &=
b b
I
-




WHITE-DIRECT

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
CASE NO. HO-86-139

Customers That Have Discontinued Steam Service

April, 1981
Jones Store Company

April, 1982
Millis Holding Compeny

June, 1982
National Garage

December, 1982

K. C. Alterations

Bell General

Building Leasing Company
Igrael Bettinger

January, 1983
Helping Hand
International Induscries

February, 1983
¥. T. Grant

Affi{liated Realty Company
Natioval Fidelity Life
Park College

Pedaely Fleral

Lane Brvast, Imc.

Meyers Jewelry Compasny

¥arch, 1983
Continental Hogel Coxp.
Brockfield Buildisg
Tower Properties
Beacen Pristisg

April, 1983
Srane e Aete




KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
CASE NO. HO-86-139

Customers That Have Discontinued Steam Service

March, 1984
Harzfelds

Worthes Inc.

A & J Drug

Edison Brothers Shoes
Seventh Heaven

S. S. Kresge Company
Tower Properties
Lerner Shoes

Miller Wohl

King Optical

June, 1984
Radio Shack

November, 1984
Metzner Stone Company

January, 1985

Pioneer Kitchen

Sean Wisdom

The Fish

Gigi's

George H. Weyer - 2 buildisgs

Februa 1985
F.A.C. %&x.

Hareh, 1983
Rassle Carter

Grand Asseciasties Ime.




WHITE~DIRECT

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
CASE NO. HO-86-139

Customers That Have Discontinued Steam Service

June, 1985

University Towers
Bartco, Inc.

Jaccard Jewelry Company

August, 1985

Royal Tower, Inc.

Missouri Commercial - Illinmois Ltd.
Rosalin Webb

September, 1985
Western Adhesives

Cctober, 1985
Federal Reserve Bank

November, 1985
Italiasn Gardems

December, 1985

Majestic Hotels & lons
H.R.L. Baltimore Company
Colusbia Properties
Feirport Pruperties

Jasua 1886
g. 1. %@ﬁ&@exsgr

Bav Pristisg €
Cosmevce Dask

X




WHITE-DIRECT

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
CASE NO, HO-86-139

National Starch Contribution Margin

National Starch Annualized Revenues
CPC Annualized Cancellation Fees
Total Annualized Revenues

Less: Annualied Fuel Expense
(per Gary A. Kuensting)

National Starch Contribution

$3,434,906

1,302,564
$4,737,470

2,290,606

$2,446,864
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KANSAS CITY POCWER AND LIGHT COMPANY o]
CASE NO. HO-86-139 E
4
ATEAM SALES AND REVENUES &
(Including GKRT) Iz
% Increase
Tear [ 217] Revenues Dollgrs per Mlb, (Decrease)
%4 633,682 $ 3,620,436 $ 5.71 —
1941 502,779 3,848,474 7.65 33.98
1982 616,285 6,301,121 10.22 33.59
1983 618,052 1,072,824 11.44 11.94
1984 537,898 5,805,331 10.79 (5.68)
1689 545,222 4,888,0649(1) 8,97 (16.87)
i 1) 431,432 4,544,388(1) 10.53 17.39
Yeplt's
dwmmallzed 4£5%,930 5,678,049(2) 12,45 18,23
1983 108,000(3) N/A ———
1984 1,062,679 6,761,393(2) 6.36 ——
199 1,310,786 8,563,931 6.53 2,67
Yous 547,164 5,897,940 10.78 65.08
Brwti's
bommpl | sed 42%,634 4,737,470 11,13 3.25
i9b 633,682 3,620,436 5.71 —~—— |
1981 502,779 3,848,474 7.65 33.98 ;
982 616,285 6,301,121 10.22 33.59 j
1923 618,053 7,072,824 11.44 11.94 é
1984 1,600,%77 12,566,724 7.85 (31.38) ?
1989 1,856,008 13,452,580 7.25 (7.64)
1984 978,596 10,442,328 10.67 47.17
fralt's
1lued 881,564 10,415,519(2) 11.81 10.68
Profores B881,5%64 13,252,820(2) 15.03 27.27

b et profect electric on-site bollers: 1985 - $9,782 1986 - $38,970

_ wismalised vevswues fsctored~wp for 10% GRT. The additional Tevenues above Staff's annualized
Iweal bwes wot beew fectorsd-up for 107 CRT.

%@M% for wor tebing service on Upsrative Date.

%ﬁé%w”” wot Umelude 164,148 of vevemus psid to KCPL as minimum payments for the first three months of 1984
#6 they wers uot yei steking servies, -
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Dsata Information Request
Kansas City Power & Light Company
Case No. HO-36-139
Steve Cattron :
Date Requested: 12/19/86 :
" Information Requested: 1. Please provide docurentation of costs incurred in relocating

steam and electrical lines in relation to the AT & T constructions.
2. When were the costs incurred?

3. Where are these costs bocoked?
4. Where is reimbursement for these costs bocked?

S. When did RCPL receive reinbursement for these costs? ‘
6. If KCPL has not received reimbursement to date, when will KCPL receive reimbursement? |
. 7. If RCPL will not receive reimbursement, why will it not receive reirbursement for
these costs? )
Requested By: —Ed Tooev

Information Provided:

|
~
|
:
|
|
{
|
|
1
:
3
:
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January 5, 1987

S. W. Cattren

RE: MPSC Data Information Request #1486
Docket No. HO-86-139

The above request contains 7 items related to the new ATAT Pavilion and are
addressed individually below:

#1. Please provide documentation of costs incurred in relocating steam and
elsotrical l1ines in relation to the AT&T constructions.

Response:
Costa inourred to relocate the steam line amounted to $316,520.79 and

were made up 23 follows:

Material $ 22,290.68
Contract labor 325,750.91
KCPL labor w/load. 3,633.11
Transportation 35£.50
Other 1,837.0%
AFGEC §,229.62
Enginasring Costs 57,825.94%

These caats wers recorded iz W0 #5-955328 which can be reviewed in
Property icoounting if more in depth detail is zecesaary.

The coala to relocate the electric fecililiss were relatively ainimal a3
the ATAY building took W most of ke biock zad ide previcus Buildings

ware served through the setwork aysten. Howewmr, c2als ware fncurred to
mmmm“mma,m-gnmm
Mas.mmmmammm aad
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Where 13 the reimbursement for these costs booked?

Respoase:
The reimbursement of $280,770 relating to steam relocation was recorded

in Account 119,

When did KCPL receive reimbursement for these costs?

Response:

The reimbursemeut was received in November, 1984.
#6. Not applicable dus to response to #5,
#7. Not applicatle due to response to #5,

If I can provide additional information, please coatact me on extension 2765.

7

/ﬂ&?égzzﬁ2>y¢%%otbvﬁf

D. E. Summers
Manasger of Property Accounting
and Customer Accoumts

DES:cc




