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preparation of the following Surrebuttal Testimony in question and answer form,
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knowledge of the matters set forth in such answers; and that such matters are true to the
best of her knowledge and belief.

Erin L. Maloney
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SURREBUTTAL TESTIMONY
OF
ERIN L. MALONEY
KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

CASE NO. ER-2006-0314

Q. Please state your name and business address?

A Erin L. Maloney, Missouri Public Service Commission (MPSC), P.O. Box
360, Jefferson City, Missouri, 65102,

Q. Are you the same MPSC staff member Erin L. Maloney that filed direct and
rebuttal testimony in this case?

A. Yes I am.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Q. Can you please summarize your surrebuttal testimony in this case?
A, I am filing this surrebuttal testimony to respond to the information presented in

the rebuttal testimony of Kansas City Power & Light Company (KCP&L) witness Don A.
Frerking with regard to demand and energy jurisdictional allocation, as well as unused energy
allocation. In particular I: a) attach pages that were inadvertently omitted from schedule 3 of
my direct testimony; b) show how the missing pages support my recommendation to use a 4
CP methodology; c) further discuss why my recommendation to use a 4 CP methodology is

appropriate; and d) discuss why it is appropriate to use an energy allocator to allocate variable

COsts.
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JURISDICTIONAL DEMAND ALLOCATOR

Q. Do you have any changes or adjustments to make to your previously filed
testimony in this case?

A. Yes I do. As Mr. Frerking pointed out, there were missing pages in Schedule 3
attached to my direct testimony which contained an excerpt (Chapter 5) from a publication
entitled “A Guide to FERC Regulation and Ratemaking of Electric Utilities and Other Power
Suppliers,” Third Edition (1994), authored by Michael E. Small. I have attached this guide to
this surrebuttal testimony as Schedule 1. It will be noted that the pages, which Mr. Frerking
correctly identified as missing, were every other page.

Q. Were these pages omitted intentionally?

A. No. The pages were omitted inadvertently. The original document was two
sided and I mistakenly did not copy the even number pages to be scanned and attached to my
testimony.

Q. Was there relevant information contained in the missing pages?

A Yes. As Mr. Frerking stated (Frerking rcbuttal, pg. 5, Ins. 1-3), appearing on
the original page 106 of that publication is the following quote from FERC, which cites
additional factors that FERC has considered in determining which allocation method is
appropriate: “[T]he full range of a company’s operating realities including, in addition to
system demand, scheduled maintenance, unscheduled outages, diversity, reserve
requirements, and off-system sales commitments.” Carolina Power & Light Co., Opinion No,
19, 4 FERC 961,107, p. 61,230 (1978).

Q. Did the FERC always recommend a 12 CP methodology as a result of these

factors?
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A. No. These factors should be just one of the considerations when determining
which methodology should be used. Cited on the same missing page as the Carolina cite, is
another case, Commonwealth Edison Co., 15 FERC 963,048, p.65,196 (1981), where the
FERC recommended a 4 CP approach.

Q. Would you expect the application of the system demand tests used in your
analysis to result in the same recommendation for every utility studied?

A. No. There would be no reason to conduct an analysis if the same
recommendation was expected.

Q. Have you been consistent with your application of these system demand tests?

A Yes I have.

Q. What is the reason for using a different jurisdictional demand allocation
methodology for different utilities?

A. Different jurisdictions within a utility’s footprint may place different peak
demands on that utility’s system. Generation and transmission facilities that directly benefit
all jurisdictions should be allocated using a methodology that reflects the demand placed on
those assets by each of the jurisdictions that are served. A utility company’s system should be
designed, constructed, and operated to avoid loss of load and to serve and meet the native load
demand that the utility has been granted exclusive privileges to serve.

Q. In his rebuttal testimony Mr. Frerking refers to your 12 CP recommendation
(Frerking rebuttal, pg. 4, Ins. 17-18) in Case No. ER-2006-0314, the rate case of the Empire

District Electric Company (Empire). Why did you make a different recommendation in that

case?
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A Two of the three system demand tests in that case indicated that the use of a 12
CP allocator would be appropriate. Because one of the tests results indicated the use of a 4
CP allocator, I looked at the other operational realities experienced by Empire and concluded

that the use of a 12 CP allocator was indicated.

Q. What are the operational realities experienced by Empire that influenced your
recommendation?
A Empire experiences significant winter peaking because the saturation of

electric heating among Empire’s customers is high due to the fact that Empire serves a more
rural territory in which the gas distribution system for winter heating is not as developed as in
KCP&L’s territory.

Q. Do both KCP&L and Empire experience the operational realities we have been
discussing in the same way?

A. No. Empire is a dual peaking utility with large winter load demands due to
electric heating. In contrast, KCP&L experiences only a summer demand peak. Furthermore,
because of the existence of a winter peak, Empire has a much shorter window of opportunity
to do scheduled maintenance. In addition, Empire has a high percentage of peaking
generating units, while KCP&L has a high percentage of base load units,

Q. The FERC guideline mentioned earlier in this testimony also identified “off-
system sales commitments” as an operational reality. How did you interpret what the FERC
referred to as “off-system sales commitments™?

A. Because this guide was published before the change to the current electric spot
market (1994), I interpreted the statement as a reference to capacity sales contracts. Capacity

contracts must be considered because embedded in these contracts is a demand charge that
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KCP&L’s capacity contract customers pay in order to insure that the capacity is delivered. In
other words, they are paying a fee so that plant is committed to fulfill that contract.

Q. Do sales on the spot market have a demand charge?

A. No. Spot sales, also referred to as non-requirement sales or non-firm sales, are
sales of energy and do not carry a demand charge because there is no plant obligated or
required to meet those sales.

Q. On page 7, line 3 of Mr. Frerking’s rebuttal testimony he attempts to quantify
the effect of incorporating spot market sales into the FERC sysitem demand tests you used in
your analysis. Does this make any sense?

A. Not at all. We are discussing system demand and how fixed costs should be
allocated to the various jurisdictions. For the reason stated above, spot market sales or as Mr.
Frerking refers to them, non-firm off-system sales, while an important source of revenue to
KCP&L, should play no part in this analysis. Moreover since Mr. Frerking could not come
up with a load requirement for spot market sales (such a thing does not exist), he uses energy
instead of demand in his calculations, This is 2 totally incorrect application of the system
demand tests developed and used historically by the FERC to determine a demand allocator
methodology.,

Q. What jurisdictional demand allocation methodology (12 CP or 4 CP) did
KCP&L use in its last rate increase case and in its surveillance reporting since that case until
the year 2005?

A. KCP&L used a 4 CP demand allocator in the last rate increase case and a 4 CP
allocator since that rate case in its surveillance reporting up through 2004. In 2005, KCP&L

switched to a 12 CP allocator.



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

Surrebuttal Testimony of
Erin L. Maloney

Q. Was there a significant change in the monthly peak demand between 2004 and

20057

A. No.

Q. What is the effect of using a 12 CP demand allocator as opposed to a 4 CP
allocator on the Missouri rate payers?

A A 12 CP methodology would allocate more plant to Missouri rate payers.
Although there is only a fractional difference in the allocator (4 CP -~ 53.46%, 12 CP -
53.93%), this difference gets amplified when applied to large costs through out the rate case.

Q. What is the combined effect of KCP&L’s recommendation to use a 12 CP
demand allocator to allocate fixed costs and its newly developed "Unused Energy” allocator
to allocate the margin on non-firm off-system sales?

A, KCP&L, in effect, is asking Missouri rate payers to pay for more of plant and
other fixed costs while receiving less of the profits made from those plants

JURISDICTIONAL ENERGY ALLOCATOR

Q. Mr. Frerking states in his rebuttal testimony on page 9, Ins. 4-5, that the Staff
did not provide a rationale for using the energy allocation methodology for allocating the
margins on non-firm off-system sales. Please comment.

A. I addressed the development and usages of the energy allocator in my direct

testimony starting on page 10. Staff has traditionally allocated variable costs using an energy

allocator.
Q. How was the energy allocator developed?
A, The energy allocator is based on the annual energy consumption by customers

in each jurisdiction on a MWh basis.
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Q. What is the difference between the energy allocator and the demand allocator?

A, The demand allocator is developed using the jurisdictional demands at time of
system peaks and the energy allocator is based on the jurisdictional energy consumed. The
demand allocator is used to allocate fixed costs such as production plant and transmission
facilities, while the energy allocator is used to allocate costs that are variable in nature such as
fuel.

Q. How does the energy allocator represent variable costs?

A, For each MWh of energy consumed there is a proportional increase in the costs
(e.g. Fuel, Operations & Maintenance) used to generate that MWh, Using the MWh sales by
jurisdiction properly reflects these variable cost components.

Q. How was the energy allocator derived?

A. I took the ratio of the adjusted MWhs used by jurisdiction to the total adjusted
MWhs used in all of the jurisdictions on an annual basis.

Q. Does this conclude your prepared Surrebuttal Testimony?

A, Yes, it does.



Chapter Five—Functionalization;
Classification, and Allocation

in 412:3::161’1&51.. o3l w0 & paruculie clissoof customirns, hene ane thsoe. ni}jw stege §f all
s n;f"-ww'i;-:\'- ,'sx:lcl'l_u'\i been u’.{%ﬁzi“di s brdancuomalizagion, £ \hwnmum;, arel 13y
loeion, FERC iy awheared: that agediog, pranuighe e tha 1f-']~
.a{mst e ating. v By v, Bimitu iy f 2 T, OO

) ithe L (prmn Poes 'HJ 14 H:R.{.
61,205 {1981, a5

'lhA: el Hlisarion
L FERG
102,

A. Functionalization
-btnc!-ﬁh, p]:lm‘ T QX e e diml- hus;m-rulm it imretive’ m.nm L.nnexmt:'a.
‘d‘i Pr‘mﬂ;mmn
I3 Transeriesig,
‘-f,;'ill; ‘i_)‘mlr'rshum At
{47 :!_‘_Jm.:i:rﬁ:i dned ] iu‘zmgi!:‘lq,- aneh

5 -(fi)i%&:ﬁ_ﬂi{hm?:{j‘ﬁi’:&;

e I CRRGER 1A ""i;i"{?hniy TRENFN, (U1 1638 eapréres). ek plant
- expensiimm will be segregared foto e Guteprry i whivh 1 s stos donebyrebsed

W Bile funcronihzaton fsr o, jeenm i, Mlat"-tiif strafghithwmand, aml iocuslly lits
'gamd probleins do aiise wriih ey wihe fonstivnhzeion o ads
: mpm_xnewh&_!“i i

criatranive. and: oot

szl ,gsn::..ni plantegpenses 3 FER :m;ed thiaes

“The Comentsuon normafiv cequires: thas Al and t,cnvmi
Pl expeines be atlmatcl‘ s ce Bash ot ol company bibur
eateoh. Utbelet thichs ipition e rthiond, A& and Genesal P
wapenne demn . ary unceinealized, o wegtegiiod inte. .

Mo a4 mpm- [+ mgﬂns:nm ww«-pmﬂ i Ilwvvm Wi it et s

5.4 wxﬂun wytmhumw u!u'm"ﬂ; 1&‘ f’znimuﬁt f;ui;nn f’mr ,L;,w
b AL m;wnw« vt wlum Wl uf?xus. ewuk* g mwb)yrn. mmiowr lxm:fm, mvm [
TR

;tnnml_pi..mt v bt ol Faiisr ok ¢ g;wwnf,,mmpw ke, k«:h:n.- tml-hh o
R T

Schedule 1-1

163

T e e



Lhapter Epoe—Fuproialization, € Squificanisis, apl, ATRctun

T

22 (1988 Detmarsa [

-y (:n AR5, af?}f 14 1—1‘&( a1, (37 1!‘35&,

‘;m change be

'pmx!uumn mmimmovg, dmtritag o, Custena? aLmeu iitinn
Snney geTvice, Tior G, ad. sales. Ty “harie tluli?’-\mm i
in pmhdrmm ws thie, Tatis ol the ot SO b

Fiden g Tomd ’hbor conts lew
tute sismaliemd Trampsshent i  slipeateet m COUERIET yusta;w

e Posere, L daght C KIS TLR{ ‘jf»l 166, p. b 5.54_‘!:_{1‘)32‘}9?&"'&!':1_1'
'Ix,fizr i, (‘)g*,\mmn SRS A N HI&U vl i‘:l,\, ¥ 1agh (1978

plany wili: be: M’-FL\'UUH&E}Z\'d Yy Lot wagion unima e m hine St 0k
dures tinnessonzhle. moiddng. b pay coes, FEIRL b :ulwni I:Lnr FAU

Mismaesoza Pinice,

€ Labew i, s

TR SRS £ 2 T

shenalize genersl plomt., Se e Ul Py & .ag!u L "erhm (ST SRR S
ol 54% Nastiag LSty Honwer 3 g L. ELlic 1&‘1\”{1’. p FLRINE |Wn "j .,mi 932 FERE
nswt g Laghe e, 3
ot 1oo {1”‘)&3\ ]"’Hfﬂéﬁ"mhﬂ Hm‘ref Lﬂ
. \unﬂarb, PRI by, srquasts i ehat st A
é’x;mncs y fancaoectized-on tus bmﬁ of labor rattes. Sligsmari- Foper "6 Light %
Ay E"Ei!(‘ !}f;l LR, 13 A Cl‘JH};, Rty £y me’
€5 93; IW-u.mm orer & Liiht. & AT FERL A Fa 20, AR t\\.ﬂﬂ‘!i!‘? e thid Tos beewre
Lishaed Ty propasey Pruisparae wiiizh his beeey e tivnlizedd o6 ;iam raties L::z?-f i i:' F e
Co., 106 FERLS {}:13M Fiv ~GEA15 10 fi‘-’ﬁh,. [J U;m‘nm Pl 197 6 FER ‘1?“ Sau
{W&Zt .&mmn» il Nyl \(nt."( o {lp}mmi P r"i‘l LR, ’l"r’" % 3
{.tmmm«n piaut ansd mlanpﬂl plang s hm: been .u.alnm.tn:d 23 ;mttal p&;\m .md Sty
sl anthe s of Tabsar vatios.. Kinun Coty Taeaery £ Dight, 11 PRI ar 65045 tMerm
SRR a1 6E,2 'l’& f’lzlh{fcfphm Feleereie, 30 PRI 28 fn.‘t"ﬁ-‘:(i
~hnother fse mzt Tz zrisen i the cubviston of she fabor ratin U-su..lU) the b

(')mmcm Mo 185, 24 1

"‘pazmm"N:;

Poeper £ Laalt (e

Tt oSty of (u‘mi Iuhair-Easts’ inth - drasninaroy. with the !:m Froni ja :iika-w'i: it i

partieular caregoTyY i b wactatorn Fa 3 Trisenbe ot plmccdmu‘ .
by unlfy mdﬂdmg, Pt mmmtwau md dtsmtamsm seclared e
5 i the :wmm::m thepeby emcluding u.um‘ veservicr related. Tabror custs. FiEC
m;rcn'd ri:tu jarat, lt.m vne oo, Kawsas, Ciry J’wm & ‘b)ﬁ:. "! i ERCE 8t t..-:t G,

o

B.. Classification

*sﬁm fm‘lmamhmm, the o aw; fr. o CLsiify me-,r l‘h‘pﬁn\-ﬁ.& or v
thiee L2t a;m-ur“. {13 demand, {2) ootgy. oF ﬂ; mhw Ceri%

e Gt
il o 0 535/ Wh,{% e B
FERE Sl or 2 numdes ol yeons s uwd U rmﬁmmmme v thewd Foor kessifying -
ML

?;m{ur:mn I M A dounts. Uud’ﬂ iy perhid 3 a0 ez i ;Mn‘mrsm.m{i;

,mergyurtlau!, i wil hr. chimified us ey ‘liw st abio b Tre; with nopect W erpyatd

‘reim:d conts, FEIRLL s am.c;:ml ghis rm‘tlmsl iir 2 numibist o Lavs. Lilteg, dn;ﬂm! tukiv
.‘nmu Foriar TER 'gi\‘i 147, ﬂx b (1“"!5;: Hilinais Poupe, (.4: 158 1‘1"&1( Y3130,
P 65,255 %ﬁ ?11’83?? qfﬂf A% FI"IL{.' a6 058, FERLOY EW?}H I\rmfm de Traper £r L RgiT

"Schedute 1-2




Allocavion

Civ 30 FRERALT 90300, p 65,037 (1982
{alae (.«J L i;.!mmu Nu “Bi, ]l FER

A7, 22 BERC Y A2 TR Mbmdiota Poer -
LGRS L,
wmimnmauu ma}amﬂ H Ri a’im LT

V3 that the * "prespénal is. inchmeistent “with
F=0] -.;permm iﬂ“ m.zmtemm:e AcCORMIE
lm becn apmvd b'y 1h~r I nmmm.m::" A .?xvmhm'. e

Chpenioni’ Ne
{1993, FERC, hnww\-rr smcd !L‘m ﬁw ﬁnii e T et imndzmw FEIYT Jcc.:pmi 3

departure s the ﬁuﬂ': widex, though @ Tehd thax » parsy projiessay, 3. sdcprartne b the
brandon: of Jisstifying :)‘a.u\ dpaeiire,

. Alhca'tion

X I 8= n(ed a Jegrion: of
ihona* aIT tmmg ¢ s 4if 3 mmm.l.d'cn( P a.‘scmm& xiicx:amr VLT IS
deges Imm\lmlyr: af, py ﬂcﬂ:mn mvol.*mg an elrmic uuhh! Pt :i‘)c H:.Rl" AEHE IS
exbnce an 1977, when:FERC. did- ot follew 2 eniscident peak method of. iﬁnﬂ{‘mg
derasid comn’ ™ Tn Lickhars Pouer G, 4IFEILE $01YNY, . BV R07 f1578,. FERC stated
whist 73 g'-m:nE policy is wallocate deaund oo onthe i’mm of peak. n:spunsthdtqe x5
dn:mimsmtcd by, the werwhelriing TTLTEEy: of degided eases”  See alyt Houbon o Mo
G5BT Undéi 5l et :hc demands wsed s thc it

ar L:mmm; ol ;

£ mu'mmnw

BCEMERIN m«x e o the: BYStER
e Themie. mumpuon bf['mkl chiis method.in et utpamfu
st are m,u! u'.tﬁ Y o rhr pﬂk nmd # wgmmm;

. Coincident Peak -‘ADocation

c-‘acs. FERLD: lus xcttwcal ofﬁi.' ol tour OF mgthode-sl £OF, 3CF, 4 CF and 12
CR with he lagost nmber, of compisies wing 3 12 CPalladaton. Uindes 4 1 CRmcthod,
sheallicatns i .Iupam\.uiax whaledte class wil e developrd by :‘hud;ug thee wehotesale
s CP o chie ek miondh by the tonl compary syseem peak. Smitirky, fise 3, 4, und 12

In :-xl[ i

b gy, | yeetraity s 2ble s Jusy b poroorsegy «plw ik 32 ?\- ML,y iy s ountt, theai FFR[‘ g amqu kg

Caphe  Howsves. in gkt of FERC pravedenc ot subije:
~dogmunte dedod Bl vl tiace the hurden uf JM’M ith pmp-n-s AL

. U;nmnn o 247, 35; FERC ar. .

sy panly pEOpoing & Heehgrinn Frons the geos

Schedule 1-3




& Fiper Five—Fusriomalizalivn, C:tmr_iﬁrufim.';%ml Aleeaiion”

v

peaks for €ach ofibe: peak manths, wlile

should ot b refected @ “thits aleswand zlliisle,;iiii'ln,""” S Fhohmatie P &5 bigia

~pethied vnder: FU{.C 15&!'&3;:1‘:. Ha ﬁdiiv?r. expenienees ik pronounied e

CPeonpameyshe’ FaTeTaer oo consis of The pvetage of e \):hagleé&!;:: Shash Solsibaci
tym denmonin ttar walikd consist of tite avoese o

thrie el e piaks Jov each of the puak sy, FIRC hs hiebd evir inpesruptzbile fetds

Chgimion Mo 154,25 FERC a0 6120 Difuanive Pawrr & Ligler e Lopimieste Mk P85

CRERC T, 61 AR2 (1953

“hgte FERC b oo encablinhed 4 hardand fase sk B -:ift_nl:n!ﬁn"ltlg'\fhil‘hg izt
Snerhesd is appropEiab. i B stzed s the. follvasng factors sfroplt b comsitenod:

¥ Bl range. of-a cnmpany’s aperating resli

addiian iy sy e dommand, sehaddled i

ulsd onnagpes, diversity] rascvy fEqUItERE LS,

sabes et Ustmste onied). b

foe, - umschide -
- awnd” el -sytiioni ©

Curalisag Peaer & Light Go. (ﬁiﬁ’iitiqni:f‘ip‘.- 19,4 FERCIENT W7, p CL30 (VFTRY
Commnmealth i Cie, T FERUTIONIB, p. 68,150 11981}, 4, Opision Mo 36523
FERC §61.259 {59555 Hinois Maner (e, 1] FERL 963 040 Py 68248 (1 T4 15
FERC: G150 (1981Y. Sor, abad. Howdpont v Maisre Parblii mitie D, G3-FERLIT A .02,
Gapphying FER T vvarious -n:\-je.i's:i'ia ﬁndixi\gm'atia-ll O o gpproprians

o, Systorn Deimand Tests

U il 5 m de fard curve &

theer. of fullir icomseciitive moriths, then mitcrfﬁm;_?mr}mprbc:ug;;qi.;.tgxgi;;«;"cﬁ ‘

- rmgtivedd sl be.ssppisited.

¥n .s!z-:r.rmi'_.-_ﬁhg-;whﬁh:r 3wty experié s a ‘p:"‘;:!ﬁ-(:ir[i'l_cf'd. fpeak- durtpy 3 paricslar
wme period. FERE comiders 3 nuthber. of rss. Finst, [FERC Has compand thie avcoye of
the systemi peaks. duzing ihe purported. peak period, s a.;‘i_-:r\:bnﬁgu o chact gl poe, 1o
the .'{lwﬂa_l.#! of the syseem_peaks dyssing the iiﬂ'-;;@kl mionths, 15 & pewennage of e arrcal
p:ak.'.i-‘ﬁfl{'f'iuf hrid e hrg:drﬂ'mn\ﬂ Erc;rﬁg‘rn ‘these hweo :ﬁ_g,ur{.'i .lmfti‘s'.s.upgmt ro b
somihing imher i 512 CP methul wihiile 3 smatier differeuge. sapparrs 12 Uh v ihow s
Below: M o : '
(4} Couisians Fin & Light G
| Opion N 815
RO 9 (19T
(3% difference—4 C1.

SO g ke bl s,

FERE anered than the-sevensts Bt the inyorrrapiile Sooiks e __-'miéml [P g g
< Pt £ L o, FEAC 9aM, poa k81D (1Ba), o e ’

o B Sewisly G S A2 FERC WRI2Y, b 65,0002 g;w';; b L il e

-

exuablecherd Ciomrimisviger 03 skt Chinpare. aeitépe Tt peaks WTh She il pesk, dowiss ety
pasak Bt the ok péak. aeotagie momthly ek, pevks e el peak season Lo e el nanad peaks
ool vhve fE-preal e Maire Fefhoin 12 £F rengpany ). o '

Scheduic 1-4




: Al
N U besteana fuu*rr.-‘fi.:)gz: T,
: (ﬁfsmmu i 3
T4 FBRC AL 005 {1981
£ mlﬁwmﬂ'—d by
B Lasshare Biner G|
! E3ginion w19,
T i S
: SEER g{:l'}_}_? AT
P BB rente—13 O
! . Tl Fner .
} TEERMAT m 6
. L1t di*ir‘nt’iu‘w-i 3 'Pl
TR e 1 i,
h PLRE ar 08,146
e A B ey F"
5 Nidetdawstiren Py Sietice Lo |
TS FERLS a5 K134
Javersge: mmm\(n of ZXME: bagh ol 20 3%0-3 G,
s 1“‘4{( b s arlasegoend L il tse Tervpss - mumh{n, penk - Perenpige i
e s ymk Flae 1:»-1:“ b ’.‘l‘ﬂ oty tine }n:,m.-r the it Bar 12 CR This st has,
b w
5_1,'}
l,)rnuun ‘\lm Hl. .
54 PR K {RETTY
AR LY
{21 Hlths Tramr Uik,
Cdpraiond "4:; §
i t"["f*.( “hi 3“"« [I‘i(ﬂ
{3 Sowdprstren Elicarie. Prisews K
i);mm.n W, 28
3T b M .}3& w.bs
AR ~-eu i
FF forithias Puer e
pncis P :'.’-'z‘._
SHRLC AR EIRT 0
FROL G r?i,
‘ : Schedule 1-5
o




£ lagrer H-i'ﬁrﬂ'ﬁi'ﬁ()ﬂahldmwi.‘:‘lﬂi_ﬂ;ﬁfiriﬁ:ﬁ;‘l; Stud Allmcnion

A5} Mlhmr Lo
l)'pmmn N, R 14
" 8% PO T1EE 19T
L O

{7 Al Posie €
Dprigdon Mo 34,
B FERL SIS 79
(rSir= 2 O

17y AfNvmeds Shonner- (i

(A E (0

jrag mensmmzbh r.s:’traﬂ Lo,
I fEll( A0 f!ti A%
A i T RS-

f‘J} i{mi'*.!:ﬂll\if f’a’ﬁ»#'é:‘! Laghe €,
iphnion Ne, 1T,
14 FERC 961075 (1981
(L Y

A6y B Para #ilrnic Go,
Crpimon Nax A0
L i4 H:‘i{(‘ *561 ﬁm :ms;
(L1 2 ER

a1 Cuarping e &2 b‘gﬁr o,
Edpinion P, 14,
ETFERC §61.107 €
(P2t 2 U

(1) Now Fuglasd Pty O,
Crptmon No #13,
B RRCAL 19T
(azﬁ;ni«;—wsax;}ii; '

H\' B

18 f-”i;m" at u:'s (134
im Fenrage, alrhou #i pmr:mm1 APy ad

Schedule 1-6




- Allvozzion

muuﬁklv px;kﬁw in thuc m\szpux,— m;u}ﬂzk -cx’""ﬂkd ﬂu pmi.e A vwhs ol i ablegd ity

Cowanthe. 30 Coremenpealth Edian Col V3 FERT a 65,108 - EEJRGC adeped o £8 method
whede swer a fosir darpeciad o pead fnoune of the 9 pusk imossths vai excevitisd oaly- e
By Seeee T, TOFRRLD m
RERERN tapsantldy pead b gne sonapeaking mouth eseeaded the il Jeake i peak’
inssly ey o and T4IP n.iﬁwr;‘il

EoHOm S aems

el masith, Ner i Spnthiecoss s
t

A Laet riews inwilves rlL n\.dr.u:- if ehy verley ru.mrhr ekl f B ofthe high.
Tk mi!ni« pregle ..md Frax | me wicid ks e Eilodvi rhl.,

PR

Y Mizie Piaver. 5.,
ATPERE o 14840
(§ P 1 2009P):

A Fagr # dvetay €5
”Upum:n M, 3!}‘.!

L4 FERLC gt n».,"wm;
LT LTI 3 M

LES I P ﬁnmr Pseis

L.‘p::;ic}n Mo, 29,
& FERCIY61.307 (1958
s 20

y: Sietheorn Cadiirsir Fdivon G
Crpinseny Nex 821,

Schedule 1-7

ey




Tsiprer Favo--Fanitanalizswas. Claafrcanon, Aot Alscanng

[’; S«sutriwi.rmq' Pubiiz-Seerior G,
VA FERAT 31 05,059
(HO V3 Oy ansd

.58 mmdl;ﬁﬂﬁwr & Lt:!hf‘(:ﬂ‘.'
L7 FERES a1 65202
B30 O,

b Tests Relating to Rescrvés/Maintenance

T(: e a:m*m E ‘urdityises ;hc uﬁ-—pcni:. mntbs ti peeforem e ulzedtm*d qmmcm e
FERG lm fosind diit sppotiive of thic wse KW mecherd. Sdihiues f’fmm 8 'L};u
o 3408 i‘ERC’ s,m DE3, p WIAE {l‘a!‘f;, II;‘m«is Sier Tis i T FREC 2t
i':.ﬂ -md Poerr Ca, ':Q;n-w.m R BO3, 58 H’{ AT, A% 25‘1?7‘ Thetmine Poen £ f-;\ﬁf

CVEERE s 65200, Hue . (mn.uwh‘wmkh Eidison, 15 FERC st 65,10

However, the, whmi'.uhd T T TR T comsidered. m:;wiwr with the texeTves
nulzbir afeer the :mlmmmu: o thie gxtent t!‘r soscrvr inargins are rdy itabile aftce LiktbeL-
LerInce, zhﬂ: 4 €3 _ mrthwi is suppared. 17 ‘e siserne nuirgiog drop sabstantially s e
gm.ﬂ lwc%s- nlmmt., cmaaxs nmmshs ci;zm W s mhcx ﬂm: 2P g b aapported, So,

3 4‘1 {4 peren e et mmﬂmamf‘ B3 b
et nmmhﬂ :mi 'H 3 pe:u-ur mr suumm m at!v.——d:" Pt i 8 Lanmmauwkk RN 15
% Pq_;;..—m mseﬁm. ufior ERaimeRanCe 33 % v n—_m:kmn-

man:hs mct -_‘13 pﬂcrm B A iy mamiu» Y o #.
o Pwma of-CPand 'Ibtnl System’ I_J}gu'v:l_nd:

Jn 3 numtberof, vases, paruc-s and. the. FERL. Suff have shallenged the Tilims cimigei
esinted ‘coincideng ;_.Jﬁ. ot sl aysem dedwod ewmates,” H Whhie PR appisars
e ceblishedd fow hard id fase’ ks, the foltiswing. s, pmmde"mmc guiskshiz. Fisit
,pamc; have. cha..tmgcd P :gccmnxzs P wc hms thaag thi 'pcmwla Teierd w10t rep-
.rcssmm: £ T ) can m—.m_, s lw!d thzn nmhmkc vears! fs{ !zmr:n:.ﬂ ; iy shrouiid. be

PP i S Public Sovti & 7, 4% FERC, CE p. L2 VA M CET dotinest

ter ﬂrpm fhuto e 3 B i m&ug-‘m.mmm'me.m T e P
xhaiulcd Frdtensie ™ uﬁm-h 's.amw fhar: P EMc TR S (AR LTl eI e Tutgeslie Scbrvimed
oy thy pq.nk &im:m&s itgitred oo e shereame i 2 ez prwpan mﬂmm gvrno&

P b i ik P APy £ Apped : Mo w 5 FERL 68 508, 0y AT
piuty, PERC seoepue U S0fT3 mzmd T, sberindig 1 v prat sl Y Srifftadurucd thax
the naneEmcident preak, Ehtitrai i b dividod b the Jivendo Facta o Eanven, G T ki
peak dmmane e 3¢ sTRrTAL pratiger prek dcaw-fh‘i By FERG a8 v RY-EI Ralae ST

Lk amwwm p-auﬁ’tkmmd d1wtk'oi oy it oo pab. .kmmd, A3 FERG m rf_.‘ IR 1 r"
FEHCL Rgivever, staned st |;.}wm;ﬂw wp wpukd caulane Fu potas ixtaesg, et dersgd Tor doe- iR et
rosaber giody by Ioaking 2 i coeLpln & s T 53: ﬁr;samhl.:u i peahs be m'.a R
fryey gl Jrccisbad ety asencetin wiwut. ek deniarah: For ThE Dl graup :mﬂ it “julsimg BT
“nonical diveriny R i tbr SO, we G denive tiy raiovfated congcident pm.

110 Schedule 1-8

g A A e A .




B ST

yieii in d(‘\‘k"inwnng i we;;:mu— vl 20 getsk vw year. e g, A
Na, 9308 “ R Lt 3 A2 F"lﬁii‘ Sompeneaalth CHobwew S 1% [SHTY :
(,5 IRt ‘:_[;‘4' (Jpnuma Ny A2y FERC: 'iifal,.,i‘ﬁqi')‘s’u t3peariweaee lopiend \w.rlu 415

N 358am, 5 §Ul(._4‘ (=3—J?mi {rrdepted o vtl’ur-i‘ut@u
i dipenangd -l"'-- erETiY n]us |[H‘“”3}1= “pized in b BT 1R dalnard B9 copmcisteiies hsrens:
12 1n erkzr.gases, FERC Jinwmﬂ_

v Tard Papre L, i:ﬁ';':-lrjw.\qw

£ .muﬂmm; tdisns Cin, klpmmn

vk uk‘l;-lri! CHFopnopeanians basedd on the e oo ame vour,
aas. Sy e Cumling Pmr\rr B Liphr € tlpmu;u P, A4, 4 FERCar Fit el .

Ao

Secatnd, PRI i:m R EG Cofieer . it the numﬂam aud 2l de sttty i
developed o sandiar Bases, I Ot Kt Pevder (0., X Mo, FLTY PR b06Y.

LG umdtfwdvniﬂrmml alfocator ey ;mw“h far dhee s o the siiteaabien il g des
in vhe dersvation of batl: f?n: U .smf the: dc!mmﬂmmr

PG T P,

Schedule 1-9

A2}




