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1 Q. Please state your name and business address .

2 A. My name is Don A . Frerking. My business address is 1201 Walnut, Kansas City,

3 Missouri 64106 .

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

5 A. I am employed by Kansas City Power & Light Company ("KCPL") as Senior Regulatory

6 Analyst.

7 Q. Are you the same Don A. Frerking who pre-fled direct testimony in this case?

8 A. Yes, I am.

9 Q. What is the purpose of your testimony?

10 A. The purpose of my testimony is to rebut the testimony of Staff witnesses Erin L. Maloney

11 regarding Demand allocation and Rosella L . Schad regarding depreciation. I will also be

12 rebutting the Staffs use of an Energy allocation for off-system sales "margins" .

13 Q. Are there any corrections or clarifications that you would like to make to your

14 direct testimony or other information that you previously provided at this time?

15 A. Yes. I would like to correct "an error in the calculation of the "Unused Energy allocator,

16 which KCPL is proposing to use as the basis for allocating off-system sales "margins" .

17 The "Available Energy" component of the calculation was incorrectly calculated by

18 utilizing the average coincident peak ("CP") loads . The correct megawatts ("MW") for



1

	

calculation of the "Available Energy" should have been based on the total "Available

2

	

Capacity" as allocated using the jurisdictional Demand allocation factors . The corrected

3

	

calculation of the "Unused Energy" allocator is attached to this testimony as Schedule

4

	

DAF-6 . This corrected calculation included in Schedule DAF-6 has also been submitted

5

	

as a corrected response to MPSC Data Request No. 502.

6

	

Q.

	

What was the impact of the corrected calculation on the "Unused Energy"

7 allocator?

8

	

A.

	

Based on the load, energy usage, and Demand allocation methodology assumptions in the

9

	

Company's June Update, the Missouri jurisdictional "Unused Energy" allocation factor

10

	

would go from 46.97% prior to the correction to 51 .55% after the correction . Based on

11

	

the Company's proposed level of non-firm off-system energy sales "margins" in the

12

	

Company's June Update, the corrected "Unused Energy" allocator would allocate

13

	

approximately $3 .6 million more "margin" to the Missouri jurisdiction .

14

	

Q.

	

Will you be discussing the rationale for using the "Unused Energy" allocation factor

15

	

for allocating off-system sales "margins" later in your testimony?

16

	

A.

	

Yes. Later in my testimony, I will discuss the rationale behind the "Unused Energy"

17

	

allocator and why it is more appropriate than an Energy allocator for allocating the off-

18

	

system sales "margins" to the jurisdictions .

19

	

1. ALLOCATIONS

20

	

4-CP vs. 12-CP Demand Allocation

21

	

Q.

	

What methodology did the Staff propose for Demand allocation in this case?

22

	

A.

	

StaffWitness Erin L. Maloney recommended that a 4-CP Demand allocation

23

	

methodology be utilized.



1

	

Q.

	

Does the Company agree with Staffs recommendation for the use of a 4-CP

2

	

methodology for Demand allocation?

3

	

A.

	

No . The Company believes that a 12-CP Demand allocation methodology is more

4

	

appropriate for allocating the plant and other fixed costs associated with production and

5

	

transmission assets .

6

	

Q.

	

What was the basis for Ms. Maloney's recommendation of the 4-CP Demand

7

	

allocation methodology?

8

	

A.

	

The following Q&A from Pages 7 & 8 of Ms. Maloney's direct testimony in this case

9

	

describes the basis for her recommendation of the 4-CP Demand allocation methodology :

10

	

Q. How was the decision made to recommend using the 4 CP method?
11
12

	

A. The 4 CP methodology is appropriate for a utility, such as KCP&L, where the
13

	

monthly peak demands during the non-summer months are significantly below the
14

	

summer monthly peak demands. The lower demand in the non-summer months
015

	

will have little or no influence on the capacity planning process and it would not
16

	

be rational to consider all twelve monthly peaks in a jurisdictional allocation
17

	

methodology when there are such significant statistical variations in the monthly
18

	

seasonal peaks .
19
20

	

Q . Is there additional support for the position that a 4 CP methodology is
21

	

appropriate in this case?
22
23

	

A. Yes. In various cases, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC)
24

	

has, among other things, used a number oftests as a guide in its determination of
25

	

an appropriate demand methodology. These tests are arithmetical calculations
26

	

whose results I compared to specific ranges determined from prior FERC
27

	

decisions which suggest which methodology is more appropriate. Attached to this
28

	

testimony as Schedule 3 is an excerpt (Chapter 5) from a publication entitled "A
29

	

Guide to FERC Regulation and Ratemaking of Electric Utilities and Other Power
30

	

Suppliers," Third Edition (1994), authored by Michael E. Small. As this excerpt
31

	

shows, FERC has used these tests to support its adoption ofa 4 CP methodology
32

	

in a number of cases .
33

34

	

Q.

	

Did Ms. Maloney attach to her direct a copy of Chapter 5 of the publication that she

,135

	

appears to have relied upon for her recommendation?



1 A. Chapter 5 of the publication referenced by Ms. Maloney consists of nine (9) pages

2 starting at Page 103 and continuing through Page 111 . Ms. Maloney attached only Pages

3 103, 105, 107, 109, and 111 .

4 Q. Did Ms. Maloney also prepare direct testimony regarding Demand allocation

5 methodology in a recent Empire District Electric Company rate case?

6 A. Yes, she did. Ms. Maloney prepared direct testimony dated June 23, 2006 in Case No.

7 ER-2006-0315 . I have attached a copy of Ms. Maloney's direct testimony in the Empire

8 District Electric Company case as Schedule DAF-7.

9 Q. Did Ms. Maloney also utilize Chapter 5 of the previously mentioned 1994 Michael E.

10 Small publication for her analysis in the Empire District Electric Company case?

11 A. Yes, she did.

.12 Q. Did Ms. Maloney attach Chapter 5 of the publication to her direct testimony in the

13 Empire District Electric Company case?

14 A. Yes, she did . In fact, she attached all ofthe pages from Chapter 5 of the publication.

15 Q. What methodology did Ms. Maloney propose for Demand allocation in the Empire

16 District Electric Company case?

17 A. She recommended that a 12-CP Demand allocation methodology be utilized . Her

18 recommendation was based at least partly on the results of the tests described in Chapter

19 5 ofthe previously mentioned 1994 Michael E. Small publication.

20 Q. Did Ms. Maloney consider other factors in determining the appropriate allocation

21 methodology in the Empire District Electric Company case?

22 A. Yes. The following Q&A from Pages 9 & 10 of Ms. Maloney's direct testimony in the

.23 Empire District Electric Company case describes the other factors that she considered in



1

	

determining the appropriate allocation methodology in the Empire District Electric

2

	

Company case :

3

	

Q. Are there any other factors to consider in determining the appropriate
4

	

allocation methodology?
5
6

	

A. Yes . These FERC tests are part of a larger set of factors historically utilized
7

	

by the FERC in its determination of which coincident peak methodology should
8

	

be used in electric utility cases . In a rate case decision involving Carolina
9

	

Power and Light Company [Carolina Power & Light Co ., Opinion No . 19, 4 FERC
10

	

'61,10'7 at 61,230 (Aug . 1978)], for example, the FERC states : " . . .it is necessary to
11

	

consider the full range of a company's operating realities including, in addition
12

	

to system demand, scheduled maintenance, unscheduled outages, diversity,
13

	

reserve requirements, and offsystem sales commitments" (footnote omitted) . In
14

	

the adoption of the 12 CP methodology, FERC has cited these operating
15

	

realities, all of which affect a utility's effective capacity, as important to its
16

	

determination .
17
18

	

Q. How do these operational realities apply to Empire?
19
20

	

A. There are periods of time, typically in the spring or fall, when the usage
21

	

level of the Company's native load customers is reduced . At such times, the
-22

	

Company is able either to perform necessary maintenance on its power plants or
23

	

to pursue off-system sales, while retaining sufficient capacity to adequately meet
24

	

its customers' requirements . Furthermore, the Company's capacity planning
25

	

process takes into account all the hours of the year, not just the peak hour or
26

	

any seasonal peak . These operational realities, along with the test results and
27

	

aforementioned analysis, provide ample evidence to support Staff's
28

	

recommendation to adopt a 12 CP methodology in the current proceeding.
29

30

	

Q.

	

Where did the quote referenced in the answer to the first question above come

31 from?

32

	

A.

	

The quote came from Page 106 of the previously mentioned 1994 Michael E. Small

33 publication .

34

	

Q.

	

Is Page 106 one of the pages that Ms. Maloney did not attach to her direct testimony

35

	

in this case?

,36

	

A.

	

Yes, it is .



1 Q. Does the information from Page 106 seem relevant to the determination of the

2 appropriate Demand allocation methodology?

3 A. Yes, it does .

4 Q. Do any of the operational realities that Ms. Maloney describes for Empire District

5 Electric Company in the answer to the second question above also apply to KCPL?

6 A . Yes, they all do .

7 Q. Does KCPL perform necessary maintenance on its power plants during the spring

8 or fall, when the usage level of the Company's native load customers is reduced?

9 A. Yes, that is when KCPL performs most of the maintenance on its nuclear and coal-fired

10 generating facilities .

11 Q. Does KCPL pursue off-system sales during the spring or fall, when the usage level

12 of the Company's native load customers is reduced?

13 A. Yes, KCPL pursues a significant level of off-system sales .

14 Q. Does KCPL's capacity planning process take into account all the hours of the year

15 and not just the peak hour or any seasonal peak?

16 A. Yes, KCPL's capacity planning process takes into account all the hours of the year .

17 Q. Can you think of any reason, other than a strict reliance on the FERC tests

18 described in Chapter 5 of the previously mentioned 1994 Michael E. Small

19 publication, why Ms. Maloney would have recommended a 4-CP Demand allocation

20 methodology for a Company with the operational realities of KCPL?

21 A. I can think of no reason, other than a strict reliance on the FERC tests, that Ms. Maloney

22 would have recommended a 4-CP Demand allocation methodology. Even at that, much of

,23 the information contained on the pages ofthe publication that she did not attach to her



1

	

direct testimony in this case would lead one to the conclusion that the 12-CP Demand

2

	

allocation methodology is appropriate for KCPL.

3

	

Q.

	

Have you attempted to quantify what the effect of incorporating off-system sales

4

	

into the FERC tests would have on the results of those tests?

5

	

A.

	

Yes, I have . Since there are no load requirements for off-system sales I have attempted to

6

	

quantify the effect ofthe off-system sales on the FERC tests by using total MWH sales,

7

	

including off-system MWH sales, in the FERC tests .

8

	

Q.

	

Whatwere the results of those FERC tests using the total MWH sales?

9

	

A.

	

The results of the FERC tests using total MWH sales, including offsystem MWH sales,

10

	

for the 12-month period ending December 31, 2005 are shown below :

11

	

Test 1 = 13%

12

	

Test 2 = 83%

13

	

Test 3 = 71

14

	

These results all fall well within the ranges, as defined by Ms. Maloney, for a 12-CP

15

	

allocation methodology. The calculation of these percentages is attached as Schedule

16 DAF-8.

17

	

Q.

	

What methodology is the Company proposing for Demand allocation?

18

	

A.

	

The Company is proposing the use ofa 12-CP Demand allocation methodology for

19

	

allocating the plant and other fixed costs associated with production and transmission

20 assets .

21

	

Q.

	

Is the 12-CP Demand allocation methodology consistent with what has been used for

22

	

the Company in its Kansas jurisdiction?



1

	

A.

	

Yes. The 12-CP Demand allocation methodology has historically been utilized in the

2

	

Company's Kansas jurisdiction . In addition, in the Kansas Regulatory Plan Stipulation &

3

	

Agreement that precipitated the Company's current Kansas rate case filing, the Company

4

	

agreed to utilize a 12-CP Demand allocator in its rate case filing .

5

	

Q.

	

Is the 12-CP Demand allocation methodology consistent with what has been used for

6

	

the Company in its FERC jurisdiction?

7

	

A.

	

Yes. The 12-CP Demand allocation methodology has historically been utilized in the

8

	

Company's FERC jurisdiction, and the Company's current FERC jurisdictional rates

9

	

were established utilizing the 12-CP Demand allocation methodology.

10

	

Q.

	

Why is it important that consistent allocation is utilized in all of the Company's

11 jurisdictions?

12

	

A.

	

Ifconsistent allocation methodologies are not utilized in the Company's various

13

	

jurisdictions, the result will be over- or under-recovery of the Company's prudently

14

	

incurred costs .

15

	

Allocation of Non-Firm Off-System Sales Margins

16

	

Q.

	

What methodology did the MPSC Staff use to allocate to the jurisdictions the

17

	

"margin" or "profit" on non-firm off-system sales?

18

	

A.

	

The Staffused an Energy allocator to allocate non-firm off-system sales margins to the

19 jurisdictions .

20

	

Q.

	

Does the Company agree with Staffs allocation methodology for non-firm off-

21

	

system sales margins?

22

	

A.

	

No. The Company does not believe that there is any rationale for allocating the "margin"

23

	

on non-firm off-system sales based on an Energy allocation methodology.



1

	

Q.

	

Ifyou believe that there is no rationale for allocating non-firm off-system sales

2

	

margins by using an Energy allocator why do you suppose the Staff used the Energy

3 allocator?

4

	

A.

	

I can't say for sure, because Staff did not present testimony supporting the use ofthe

5

	

Energy allocation methodology for allocating the margins on non-firm off-system sales .

6

	

1 suspect, however, that Staff used the Energy allocator, because that is historically how

7

	

"total revenues" on off-system energy sales have been allocated .

8

	

Q.

	

Can you please elaborate on the distinction between "margins" and "total revenues"

9

	

on non-firm off-system energy sales?

10

	

A.

	

The "total revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales can be broken into two

11

	

components ; (1) the "cost" component of the sales and (2) the "margin" or profit

12

	

component of the sales .

13

	

Q.

	

You previously stated that "total revenues" on off-system energy sales have

14

	

historically been allocated using an Energy allocator. Why have the "cost" and

15

	

"margin" components of the "total revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales

16

	

not historically been allocated separately?

17

	

A.

	

KCPL and, I suspect, many other utilities have historically only reported the "total

18

	

revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales.

19

	

Q.

	

In your opinion was it appropriate, historically, to have been allocating "total

20

	

revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales by using an Energy allocator?

21

	

A.

	

It has probably never been "completely" appropriate to allocate "total revenues" on non-

22

	

firm off-system energy sales by using an Energy allocator, but at the time when many of

23

	

the allocation methodologies were developed it was probably a reasonable approach. At
ti



1

	

the time when many of the allocation methodologies were developed the market for non-

2

	

firm off-system energy sales was very different than it is today . Off-system sales

3

	

volumes were very limited by today's standards and the pricing of non-firm off-system

4

	

sales was done on a "cost plus a small margin" basis rather than on the "market price"

5

	

basis of today. As such, historically, the "cost" component comprised a much larger

6

	

percentage than the "margin" component of the "total revenues" on non-firm off-system

7

	

energy sales . Thus, because it is appropriate to allocate the "cost" component based on

8

	

an Energy allocator, it was reasonably appropriate, though not theoretically appropriate,

9

	

to allocate "total revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales based on an Energy

10 allocator .

11

	

Q.

	

You stated that it is appropriate to allocate the "cost" component of the "total

12

	

revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales by using an Energy allocator . First,

13

	

is that how the Company has allocated the "cost" component, and, second, can you

14

	

please explain why you believe its is appropriate to allocate the "cost" component

15

	

based on an Energy allocator?

16

	

A.

	

Yes, the Company allocated the "cost" component of"total revenues" on non-firm off

17

	

system energy sales based on the Energy allocator . The "cost" component of the "total

18

	

revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales covers the incremental costs to produce

19

	

those sales . Those incremental costs consist of fuel and/or energy purchases. The

20

	

Company's total fuel and energy purchase costs, including the costs to produce non-firm

21

	

off-system energy sales, are allocated to the jurisdictions based on the Energy allocator.

22

	

Thus, it is appropriate to allocate the component ofthe "total revenues" on non-firm off-

,23

	

system energy sales that covers the incremental fuel and energy purchases to also be



1

	

allocated based on the Energy allocator. In other words, the jurisdictions are being

2

	

reimbursed for the costs that have been charged to them on a consistent basis.

3

	

Q.

	

Why is not appropriate to also allocate the "margin" component of the "total

4

	

revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales?

5

	

A.

	

The "margins" on non-firm off-system sales are not unlike margins or profits on sales in

6

	

any other business . It is a general business principle that margins or profits on sales are

7

	

allocated or distributed based on the ownership percentage ofthe fixed assets of the

8

	

business, not on the allocation ofvariable expenses . In the case ofnon-firm off-system

9

	

energy sales the ownership percentage of the fixed assets, as it applies to the jurisdictions,

10

	

is defined by the Demand allocation methodology .

11

	

Q.

	

Why then is it not appropriate to simply allocate the "margin" component of the

12

	

"total revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales by using the Demand

13 allocator?

14

	

A.

	

The Demand allocation of the plant and other fixed costs to the jurisdictions essentially

15

	

defines the "Available Capacity" (the MW capacity of the generating units and purchased

16

	

power contracts) that the jurisdictions have paid for. It, thus, also defines each

17

	

jurisdiction's rights to call on a level ofMWH output or "Available Energy" that

18

	

corresponds with the jurisdiction's allocated "Available Capacity". The "Available

19

	

Energy" is calculated by multiplying the "Available Capacity" by 8760 (the number of

20

	

hours in a year). The reason why it is not appropriate to simply allocate the "margin"

21

	

component based on the Demand allocator has to do with how non-firm off-system

22

	

energy is available for sale in the first place. Non-firm off-system energy is available for

,23

	

sale, because the jurisdictions have not used all of their "Available Energy" as defined



1

	

above . If the jurisdictions did use all of their "Available Energy" there would be no

2

	

energy available to sell off-system . Because ofthis fact the relevant factor is not just the

3

	

"Available Capacity" that the jurisdictions have paid for through the Demand allocation

4

	

methodology, but rather the "Available Energy" that the jurisdictions have paid for but

5

	

not used or, in other words, the "Unused Energy" .

6

	

Q.

	

Can you please describe the calculation of this "Unused Energy"?

7

	

A.

	

The "Unused Energy" is calculated by subtracting a jurisdiction's actual "Energy Used"

8

	

from its "Available Energy." The "Unused Energy" is essentially a measure ofthe

9

	

portion the fixed costs that the jurisdictions have paid for but not used, and is also a

10

	

measure ofthe energy available to make off-system energy sales . The calculation of the

11

	

"Unused Energy" allocator can be found in Schedule DAF-6.

12

	

Q.

	

Is the "Unused Energy" that you have described the basis for the Company's

13

	

proposed allocation of the "margin" component of the "total revenues" on non-firm

14

	

off-system energy sales?

15

	

A.

	

Yes it is.

16

	

II. DEPRECIATION

17

	

Depreciation Issues

18

	

Q.

	

Did the MPSC Staff perform a depreciation study in conjunction with its direct

19

	

filing in this case?

20

	

A.

	

Yes it did . Staff Witness Rosella L . Schad submitted direct testimony in support of

21

	

Staffs depreciation study .

22

	

Q.

	

What were the results of Staffs depreciation study?



1

	

A.

	

According to the direct testimony of Ms . Schad "[t]he depreciation rates determined in

2

	

this study will decrease the currently ordered annual depreciation expense from

3

	

approximately $65 million to $55 million, a difference of approximately $10 million .

4

	

Q.

	

Does the Company agree with the quantification of the result of applying Staffs

5

	

proposed depreciation rates?

6

	

A.

	

At the time of the Staff s direct filing in this case, the Staff had a number of errors in the

7

	

Missouri jurisdictional plant balances to which Ms. Schad was applying Staffs proposed

8

	

depreciation rates, so it is impossible tell if the $10 million Missouri jurisdictional

9

	

decrease was the actual result of the depreciation study . At the time of this filing, I

10

	

believe that the Staff reconciliation with the Company would estimate the impact of the

11

	

difference between current depreciation rates and those proposed by the Staff to be

12

	

approximately $15 million.

13

	

Q.

	

Does the Company agree with the Staffs proposed depreciation rates and the

14

	

resulting decrease in depreciation expense?

15

	

A.

	

No, it does not. The Company does not believe that it is appropriate to change

16

	

depreciation rates at this time . In addition, the Company believes that there are a number

17

	

ofsignificant flaws in the Staffs depreciation study.

18

	

Q.

	

Did the Company perform a depreciation study in conjunction with its direct filing

19

	

in this case?

20

	

A.

	

No, it did not . KCPL did, however, submit a depreciation study to the MPSC Staff

21

	

pursuant to 4 CSR 240-20.030 on March 31, 2005 based on data through December 31,

22 2004.



1

	

Q.

	

The Staffs depreciation study was based on data through December 31, 2005.

2

	

Would you expect the one-year difference in available data to dramatically impact

3

	

the results of a depreciation study?

4

	

A.

	

As a general rule the more years of data that you can incorporate into a depreciation study

5

	

the better, but one year of activity for a Company with the lengthy plant history of KCPL

6

	

should not to make a discernable difference .

7

	

Q.

	

Did the results of your last depreciation study, then, result in proposed depreciation

8

	

rate changes that, if implemented, would have resulted in a significant overall

9

	

decrease in depreciation expense?

10

	

A.

	

No, in fact, the results of KCPL's last depreciation study suggested changes to

11

	

depreciation rates that, if implemented, would have increased the overall depreciation

12

	

expense. The magnitude ofthe overall increase would depend on whether whole-life or

13

	

remaining-life depreciation rates were applied and/or to which accounts they were

14 applied .

15

	

Q.

	

If the Company had filed a depreciation study in conjunction with its direct filing in

16

	

this case, would you have expected the results and recommendations to be similar to

17

	

that of your last depreciation study?

18

	

A.

	

Yes, had the Company filed a depreciation study with its direct filing in this case, it very

19

	

likely would have recommended similar depreciation rate changes and a similar resulting

20

	

overall increase in depreciation expense.

21

	

Q.

	

Why, then, did the Company not file testimony supporting an adjustment to

22

	

depreciation rates in its direct filing in this case?



1

	

A.

	

The Company believed that it was the intent of the Regulatory Plan Stipulation &

2

	

Agreement in Case No . EO-2005-3029 that the depreciation rates listed in Appendix G of

3

	

the Regulatory Plan Stipulation & Agreement were to be used in this case . As a result,

4

	

KCPL did not sponsor any testimony relating to depreciation rates in its direct filing.

5

	

Q.

	

Does the Company believe the Regulatory Plan Stipulation & Agreement precludes

6

	

parties to the case from proposing depreciation rate changes?

7

	

A.

	

No, it does not . However, while review of depreciation rates is generally part of a rate

8

	

proceeding, the Company does not believe it is appropriate in this case.

9

	

Q.

	

Why does the Company believe it is not appropriate to change depreciation rates in

10

	

this case?

11

	

A.

	

As I stated previously, it is the Company's belief that it was the intent of the Regulatory

12

	

Plan Stipulation & Agreement to use the Appendix G depreciation rates in this case. In

13

	

addition, it does not make sense to change depreciation rates, because the credit ratio

14

	

amortization mechanism established in the Regulatory Plan Stipulation & Agreement

15

	

provides for additional amortization expense, if necessary, to provide cash to maintain

16

	

adequate credit metrics during the term of the Regulatory Plan . From a practical

17

	

standpoint any adjustment to depreciation rates would necessitate an equal and offsetting

18

	

adjustment to amortization expense to maintain equivalent cash flow . The Regulatory

19

	

Plan Stipulation & Agreement contemplates that the accumulated amortization can be re-

20

	

directed to specific plant accounts to be determined at a later time . It appears appropriate

21

	

that any revision to depreciation rates should occur at the conclusion of the Regulatory

22

	

Plan when the total accumulated amortization related to the Regulatory Plan is known.



1

	

Depreciation Study

2

	

Q.

	

Other than the fact that the Company does not believe that is appropriate to adjust

3

	

depreciation rates at this time, do you have any other concerns about the

4

	

depreciation study filed by the Staff?

5

	

A.

	

Yes, the Company has identified what it considers to be a number of very significant

6

	

flaws in the Staffs depreciation study . The Company's analysis of the Staffs

7

	

depreciation study is certainly not complete at this point, but the flaws that have been

8

	

identified to this point certainly shed doubt an the validity of Staffs study .

9

	

Q.

	

Can you briefly describe some of the flaws in the Staffs study?

10

	

A.

	

Yes. First, the Staff s study appears to contain some major flaws with regard to the

11

	

lifespan analysis and the related interim retirements for the generation accounts . Second,

12

	

the retirement curve matching for a number of the transmission, distribution, and general

13

	

plant accounts is questionable . And third, the approach the Staffused to calculate net

14

	

salvage rates is mathematically and analytically incorrect .

15

	

Q.

	

Can you describe the lifespan analysis as it relates to generation accounts and

16

	

further describe the problems with the Staffs lifespan analysis and the related

17

	

interim retirements for the generation accounts?

18

	

A.

	

Yes, lifespan analysis deals with the fact that for certain assets, like power plants, there

19

	

will come a time when all ofthe assets at the site will be retired as a whole regardless of

20

	

age or condition of some of the individual units of property within the plant . In other

21

	

words, power plants are subject to interim retirements that occur throughout the life of

22

	

the plant as individual units of property wear out and are replaced, but they are also

,23

	

subject to a final retirement of the plant as whole . Ms. Schad's testimony makes no



1

	

mention of the Staff's lifespan analysis, and it is not obvious from Ms. Schad's

2

	

depreciation workpapers what exactly the Staffhas done with regard to its lifespan

3

	

analysis . It appears from the results of the Staffs study that the Staff must have

4

	

incorporated some lifespan analysis for the generation accounts . If the Staff study did not

5

	

incorporate lifespan analysis for the generation accounts, Ms. Schad has misapplied the

6

	

generation retirement data that the Company provided and has not followed standard

7

	

depreciation principles with regard to generation assets . Again, it appears that the Staff

8

	

study has incorporated lifespan analysis, but it is not obvious from the testimony or

9 workpapers .

10

	

Q.

	

Assuming that Staff utilized lifespan estimates for the generation assets, what do

11

	

those lifespan estimates appear to be?

12

	

A.

	

As I mentioned previously, it appears that the Staffs study has utilized lifespan analysis

13

	

for the generation accounts . It appears that Staff has utilized a 45-year lifespan for most

14

	

ofthe coal generation accounts, a 59.5-year lifespan for the nuclear accounts, and a 35-

15

	

year lifespan for most of the combustion turbine accounts . In addition, it appears that

16

	

Staff has utilized a 60-year lifespan for all of the structures and improvements accounts

17

	

including those accounts for transmission, distribution, and general plant.

18

	

Q.

	

Do Staffs apparent lifespan estimates seem reasonable?

19

	

A.

	

The Company would argue that the 45-year coal generation lifespan is a little long and

20

	

that the 60-year structures lifespan is too long, but in general, the lifespan estimates are

21

	

within a reasonable range .

22

	

Q.

	

If Staffs apparent lifespan estimates are within a reasonable range, what is the

,23

	

significant flaw in Staffs analysis to which you previously referred?



1

	

A.

	

The significant flaw is that Staff appears to have not incorporated any interim retirements

2

	

into the life analysis for the generation and structures accounts . This can be most

3

	

obviously seen by examining the nuclear accounts . Staffs study suggests that the

4

	

average service life for the nuclear accounts should be 59 .5 years . In order to have an

5

	

average service life of 59.5 years, one would have to assume that there have been no

6

	

retirements in the past in these nuclear accounts, and that there will be no retirements of

7

	

existing plant in these nuclear accounts in the future until the final retirement of the

8

	

whole plant at the end of the assumed extended operating license. The lack of any

9

	

interim retirements is obviously a major error in the analysis .

10

	

Q.

	

What would be the result on the average services lives for the generation and

11

	

structures accounts of applying a reasonable level of interim retirements?

12

	

A.

	

Applying a reasonable level of interim retirements to the generation and structures

13

	

accounts would likely reduce Staffs average service life estimates for these accounts by

14

	

roughly 10-15 years .

15

	

Q.

	

The second major flaw in Staff's study that you referred to is what you considered

16

	

to be questionable retirement curve matching for a number of transmission,

17

	

distribution, and general plant accounts . Can you please describe the problem?

18

	

A.

	

In general, the average service lives for transmission, distribution, and general plant

19

	

accounts are derived by matching the observed life data from the Company's plant

20

	

history records to a set of empirically derived mortality data known as the Iowa Curves .

21

	

These curve matches are done on both a mathematical and visual basis . Ms. Schad also

22

	

described this curve matching process in her testimony . In order to check the

,23

	

reasonableness of Staff's curve matches, I plotted Staffs proposed curve matches against



1

	

the observed life data in the Company's last depreciation study. The result of that

2

	

reasonableness check is that it appears that Staff's curve matching is questionable for

3

	

Accounts 355, 358, 362, 364, 365, 367, 369, 370, 371, 396, & 398. These curve plots are

4

	

attached to my testimony as Schedule DAF-9 . The results of these questionable curve

5

	

matches are average service lives for many of these accounts that are approximately 10-

6

	

20 years too long .

7

	

Q.

	

The third major flaw in Staffs study that you referred to is what you considered to

8

	

be a mathematically and analytically incorrect calculation of the net salvage rates.

9

	

Can you please describe the problem?

10

	

A.

	

InMs. Schad testimony she states that : "Net salvage rates realized by the Company were

11

	

developed by taking the experienced net salvage for the last ten years, exclusive of the

12

	

highest and lowest net salvage amounts, and dividing by the original cost of plant retired

13

	

for the last ten years for each account . Excluding the highest and lowest net salvage

14

	

amounts in determining a ten year average eliminates outliers that can result from the

15

	

delayed timing ofdata entry into the accounting system ."

16

	

Q.

	

Why is what Ms. Schad described as Staff's calculation of net salvage rate a

17 problem?

18

	

A.

	

The approach that Ms . Schad has taken for eliminating outliers does not accomplish her

19

	

stated intention . In fact, it often creates a situation of greater outliers than occurred prior

20

	

to the "correction." What Ms. Schad has done is replace the highest and lowest net

21

	

salvage amounts with zero amounts . Since most ofthe Company's accounts are in a

22

	

negative net salvage position for most ofthe years, what Ms. Shad has done creates a

123

	

situation where she often replaces the highest and lowest net salvage amounts with two
i



1

	

new amounts that are higher than what the previous highest amount was . The result of

2

	

Ms. Schad's "correction" significantly overstates the net salvage rates that have been

3

	

proposed by the Staff to be included in the depreciation rate calculations .

4

	

Q.

	

Are there any other significant flaws in the Staff depreciation study?

5

	

A.

	

The Company has not identified any other significant flaws at this time, but the Company

6

	

has not completed an exhaustive analysis of the Staffs depreciation study . The Company

7

	

certainly has not determined for sure that there are no other major flaws in the

8

	

depreciation analysis .

9

	

Q.

	

In your opinion could the Staffs depreciation study be used as a basis for

10

	

establishing a reasonable level of depreciation expense?

11

	

A.

	

Inmy opinion, Staffs depreciation study is too significantly flawed to be relied upon as

12

	

the basis for setting a reasonable level of depreciation expense .

13

	

Depreciation Reserve Analysis

14

	

Q.

	

Ms. Schad's testimony claims that the Company's depreciation reserve is

15

	

theoretically over-accrued by approximately $800 million on a total company basis .

16

	

Does the Company consider that to be a reasonable representation of its

17

	

depreciation reserve situation?

18

	

A.

	

No, it does not . As is noted in Ms. Shad's testimony, the calculation of the theoretical

19

	

reserve is predicated on the proposed depreciation rates from the depreciation study. The

20

	

significant flaws that have been identified in the Staffs depreciation study completely

21

	

invalidate the $800 million of theoretical over-accrual .

22

	

Q.

	

Does the Company believe that there are any individual depreciation reserve

,23

	

accounts that are theoretically over-accrued at this point in time?
f



1

	

A.

	

Yes, it does . The assumed extension ofthe Wolf Creek operating license from 40 to 60

2

	

years created a situation where the nuclear depreciation reserve accounts are theoretically

3

	

over-accrued . In addition, the insurance and litigation proceeds in the Hawthorn 5

4

	

Rebuild depreciation reserve accounts created a situation where those accounts are

5

	

theoretically over-accrued .

6

	

Q.

	

InMs. Schad's testimony, she states that "[t]he Staff does not propose an

7

	

adjustment to the depreciation reserve at this time". Has the Company proposed

8

	

any adjustments to the depreciation reserve?

9

	

A.

	

Yes, it has through the deprecation rates that were included in Appendix G of the

10

	

Regulatory Plan Stipulation & Agreement . The nuclear depreciation rates that were

11

	

included in Appendix G are remaining-life depreciation rates . The calculation of

12

	

remaining-life depreciation rates takes into account the current level of the depreciation

13

	

reserve for the account in question . Remaining-life depreciation rates, thus, correct for

14

	

any current theoretical over- or under-accruals over the remaining life of the property in

15

	

the account . Likewise the Hawthorn 5 Rebuild depreciation rates that were included in

16

	

Appendix G were calculated in such a way that they are essentially remaining life rates

17

	

and will correct for the theoretical over-accrual in the Hawthorn 5 Rebuild depreciation

18

	

reserve accounts over time.

19

	

III. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

20

	

Q.

	

Please summarize the recommendations from your testimony .

21

	

A.

	

I recommend the following as detailed previously in my testimony :

22

	

"

	

The calculation of the "Unused Energy" allocator should be changed to reflect the

,23

	

corrections as shown in Schedule DAF-6.
i



1

	

e

	

The 12-CP methodology should be used for the Demand allocator .

2

	

a

	

The corrected "Unused Energy" allocator should be used for the allocation of the

3

	

"margin" component of the "total revenues" on non-firm off-system energy sales .

4

	

"

	

The depreciation rates listed in Appendix G of the Regulatory Plan Stipulation &

5

	

Agreement in Case No . EO-2005-0329 should be used as the basis for calculating

6

	

depreciation expense.

7

	

Q.

	

Are there any other issues that you would like to address?

8

	

A.

	

Yes. I would like to note that I have attached, as Schedule DAF-10, the Staffs

9

	

September 5, 2006 EMS Run (accounting schedules) . I have also attached, as Schedule

10

	

DAF-11, the Staff s calculation of the additional amortization associated with the

11

	

September 5, 2006 EMS Run.

12

	

Q.

	

Why have you attached these Staff schedule?

13

	

A.

	

I have attached this September 5, 2006 StaffEMS Run, and the associated Staff

14

	

additional amortization calculation, because this version is the basis for the Company's

15

	

rebuttal testimony. The EMS Run that the Staff originally filed in conjunction with the

16

	

their direct filing in this case contained a number of errors and omissions which the Staff

17

	

has subsequently corrected . The Staff corrections have been incorporated into the

18

	

attached September 5, 2006 EMS Run. The Company has not addressed in rebuttal

19

	

testimony any ofthe errors and omissions in the Staffs originally filed EMS Run that

20

	

have subsequently been corrected .

21

	

Q.

	

Does the Company believe that the September 5, 2006 Staff EMS Run now contains

22

	

all of the necessary corrections of errors and omissions?



1

	

A.

	

The Company is continuing to review and evaluate the StaffEMS Runs as corrections are

2

	

made. As such the Company cannot confirm at this time that no other corrections are

3 necessary .

4

	

Q.

	

Does that conclude your testimony?

5

	

A.

	

Yes, it does .



Kansas City Power and Light Co

Corrected Unused Energy Allocator

Schedule DAF-6

Rationale for Allocating Off-System Sales Margins based on Unused Energy Allocator

As can be seen in the calculation above, the Unused Energy Allocator is calculated based on the same underlying data
as is used to calculate the Demand and Energy Allocators.

Plant, capacity purchases and other fixed costs are typically allocated to the jurisdictions using the Demand Allocator.

Total fuel cost and energy purchases (including fuel and energy purchases used for off-system sales) are typically
allocated to the jurisdictions using the Energy Allocator .

Given how the generation costs, both fixed and variable, are being allocated to the jurisdictions, what is the appropriate
way to allocate the credit to the jurisdictions for off-system sales?

First, it is clear that revenues from capacity sales should be allocated to the jurisdictions based on the Demand Allocator,
because that is how the costs for plant, capacity purchases, and other fixed costs have been allocated to the jurisdictions .
In other words, the jurisdictions are being reimbursed for the costs that have been charged to them .

Second, it is also clear that the portion of the revenues from off-system energy sales that cover the costs to produce
those sales (fuel and/or energy purchases) should be allocated to the jurisdictions based on the Energy Allocator,
because that is howthe costs for the fuel and energy purchases used to produce those off-system sales have been
allocated to the jurisdictions . In other words, the jurisdictions are being reimbursed for the costs that have been charged
to them .

Howthen should the "margin" portion of the revenues on off-system energy sales be allocated to the jurisdictions? The
allocation of the margins is dependent on and must be consistent with howthe total generation costs are being allocated
to the jurisdictions (Demand and Energy Allocators) . Through the Demand Allocator the jurisdictions have essentially
paid for a certain level of "Available Capacity" and, thus, the "rights" to a certain level MWH output or "Available Energy".
This "Available Energy" is calculated by multiplying the "Available Capacity" by 8760 (the hours in a year). The "Unused
Energy" is calculated by subtracting a jurisdiction's actual "Energy Used" from its "Available Energy". The "Unused
Energy" is essentially a measure of the portion the fixed costs that the jurisdictions have paid for but not used, and is also
a measure of the energy available to make off-system energy sales.

Unused Energy Allocator (new)

	

Schedule DAF-6 (Page 1 of4)

Missouri Kansas FERC Total
Demand Allocator (DII)
12-CPAvg Load (MW) 1,427.4 1,201 .5 23.2 2,652.2
Demand Allocator D1 53.82% 45.30% 0.88% 100.00%

Energy w/ Losses Allocator (El)
Energy Used (MWH) 8,960,193 6,583,077 144,287 15,687,557
Energy w/ Losses Allocator El 57.12% 41 .96% 0 .92% 100.00%

Unused Energy wl Losses Allocator (UE1)
Available Capacity (MW) 4 389.0
Demand Allocator (D1) 53.82% 45.30% 0.88% o
Max Total Peak Allocated Using D1 Factors (MW) 2,362.2 1,988.4 38.5 4,389.0
x Hours in Year 8760 8760 8760 8760

Available Energy (MWH) 20,692,662 17,418,096 336,882 38,447,640
- Energy Used (MWH) 8,960,193 6,583,077 144,287 15,687,557

Unused Energy (MWH) 11,732,469 10,835,019 192,595 22,760,083
Unused Energy w/ Losses Allocator UE1 51 .55% 47.61% 0.85% 100.00%



Kansas City Power and Light Co

	

Schedule DAF-6

Unused EnemyAllocator Used in KCPL's June Update

Rationale for Allocating Off-stem Sales Margins based on Unused Energy Allocator

As can be seen in the calculation above, the Unused Energy Allocator is calculated based on the same underlying data
as is used to calculate the Demand and Energy Allocators .

Plant, capacity purchases and other fixed costs are typically allocated to the jurisdictions using the Demand Allocator.

Total fuel cost and energy purchases (including fuel and energy purchases used for off-system sales) are typically
allocated to the jurisdictions using the Energy Allocator.

Given howthe generation costs, both fixed and variable, are being allocated to the jurisdictions, what is the
appropriate wayto allocate the credit to the jurisdictions for off-system sales?

First, it is clear that revenues from capacity sales should be allocated to the jurisdictions based on the Demand
Allocator, because that is how the costs for plant, capacity purchases, and other fixed costs have been allocated to the
jurisdictions . In other words, the jurisdictions are being reimbursed for the costs that have been charged to them .

Second, it is also clear that the portion of the revenues from off-system energy sales that cover the costs to produce
those sales (fuel and/or energy purchases) should be allocated to the jurisdictions based on the Energy Allocator,
because that is howthe costs for the fuel and energy purchases used to produce those off-system sales have been
allocated to the jurisdictions . In other words, the jurisdictions are being reimbursed for the costs that have been
charged to them .

Howthen should the "margin" portion of the revenues on off-system energy sales be allocated to the jurisdictions?
The allocation of the margins is dependent on and must be consistent with howthe total generation costs are being
allocated to the jurisdictions (Demand and Energy Allocators) . Through the Demand Allocator the jurisdictions have
essentially paid for the "rights" to a certain level MWH output . This "Available Energy" is calculated by multiplying the
average CP load by 8760 (the hours in a year). The "Unused Energy" is calculated by subtracting a jurisdiction's
actual "Energy Used" from its "Available Energy". The "Unused Energy" is essentially a measure of the portion the
fixed costs that the jurisdictions have paid for but not used, and is also a measure of the energy available to make off-
system energy sales.

Unused Energy Allocator (old)

	

Schedule DAP-6 (Page 2 of4)

Missouri Kansas FERC 1 Total
Demand Allocator (D7)
12-CPAvg Load (MW) 1,427.4 1,201 .5 23.2 2,652.2
Demand Allocator D1 53.82% 45.30% 0.88% 100 .00%

Energy wl Losses Allocator (El)
Energy Used (MWH) 8,960,193 6,583,077 144,287 15,687,557
Energy w/ Losses Allocator El 57 .12% 41 .96% 0.92% 100.00%

Unused Energy wl Losses Allocator (UE1)
12-CP Avg Load (MW) 1,427.4 1,201 .5 23.2 2,652.2
x Hours in Year 8760 8760 8760 8760

Available Energy (MWH) 12,504,203 10,525,441 203,572 23,233,216
- Energy Used (MWH) 8,960,193 6,583,077 144,287 15,687,557

Unused Energy (MWH) 3,544,010 3,942,364 59,285 7,545,659
Unused Energy wl Losses Allocator UE1 46.97% 52.25% 0.79% 100.00%
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Schedule DAF-6

Demand Allocator Used in KCPL's June Update

MAX

	

1,903.0 1,643.5

	

29.2 3,575 .3

Demand Allocator
Jurisdictional COS for Revenue (June 2006 Update)
Adjusted for Weather and Growth in Number of Customers

Production and Transmission Demand Allocators (D1, D2)

Demand Allocator

	

Schedule DAF-6 (Page 3 of 4)

12-CP Avg D1, D2
Jurisdiction Loads Allocator
Missouri 1,427 .4 53 .8204%
Kansas 1,201 .5 45 .3034%
SFR 23 .2 0 .8762%
Total 2,652 .2 100.0000%

ColnMOPeak CoinK_SPeak CoinResale WNPeak
Jan 1,299.0 1,112.8 24 .6 2,436.4
Fab 1,270.4 1,076.6 24.0 2,371 .0
Mar 1,142.0 929.9 20.5 2,092.4
Apr 1,077.8 848.4 17.7 1,943.8
May 1,478.3 1,223.6 20.3 2,722.2
Jun 1,804.9 1,524 .9 26.4 3,356.3
Jul 1,903.0 1,643.5 28.7 3,575.3
Aug 1,815.3 1,588.6 29.2 3,433.2
Sep 1,539.7 1,317.4 25.5 2,882.7
Oct 1,186.3 936.4 14.6 2,137.2
Nov 1,239.1 1,046.0 22 .5 2,307 .7
Dec 1,373.2 1,170.3 24.8 2,568 .3

1-CP Avg 1,903.0 1,643.5 28.7 3,575 .3
4CP Avg 1,765.8 1,518.6 27.5 3,311 .9
12-CPAvg 1,427.4 1,201 .5 23.2 2,652.2
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Energy Allocators Used in KCPL June Update

Energy Allocator

	

Schedule DAF-6 (Page 4 of 4)

ENERGY WITH LOSSES (El)
El

_MWH Allocator
MISSOURI 8,960,193 57.1166%
KANSAS 6,583,077 41 .9637%
SALES FOR RESALE 144,287 0.9198%
TOTAL 15,687,557 100.0000%

ENERGY WITHOUT LOSSES (E2)
E2

_MWH Allocator
MISSOURI 8,505,252 57.2379%
KANSAS 6,216,341 41 .8342%
SALES FOR RESALE 137,889 0.9280%
TOTAL 14,859,482 100.0000%
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STATE OF MISSOURI

	

)

COUNTY OF COLE

	

)

BEFORE THEPUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

OFTHE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the matter of The Empire District Company of )
Joplin,
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authority to

	

file tariffs

	

)

	

Case No. ER-2006-0315
increasing rates for electric service provided to )
customers in Missouri service area of the Company .

	

)

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIN L. MALONEY
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Erin L. Maloney, of lawful age, on her oath states : that she has participated in the
preparation of the foregoing Direct Testimony in question and answer form, consisting of

I 1 pages to be presented in the above case ; that the answers in the foregoing Direct
Testimony were given by her ; that she has knowledge of the matters set forth in such
answers ; and that such matters are true and corns to the best of her knowledge and
belief.
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Q.

	

Please state your name and business address?

A.

	

Erin L. Maloney, P.O . Box 360, Jefferson City, Missouri, 65102.

Q.

	

Bywhom are you employed and in what capacity?

A.

	

I am employed by the Missouri Public Service Commission (Commission)

as a Utility Engineering Specialist Il in the Energy Department of the Utility Operations

Division .

Q.

	

Please describe your educational and work background.

A.

	

I graduated from the University ofNevada- Las Vegas with a Bachelor of

Science degree in Mechanical Engineering in June 1992 . From August 1995 through

November 2002, 1 was employed by Electronic Data Systems of Kansas City, Missouri,

as a System Engineer . In January 2005, 1 joined the Commission Staff (Staff) as a Utility

Engineering Specialist I .

Q.

	

Have you previously filed testimony before the Commission?

A.

	

Yes. I filed testimony on reliability in Case No. ER-2005-0436 .

Q.

	

What is the purpose of this testimony?

A.

	

Thepurpose of this testimony is to recommend that the Commission adopt

the system energy loss factor and the jurisdictional allocation factors for demand and

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 4 of 30)
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energy that were calculated as shown on Schedules 1, 2, and 3 respectively, attached to

this direct testimony. This testimony also describes how these factors were determined .

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Q.

	

Please briefly summarize your testimony.

A.

	

Thesystem energy loss factor was calculated to be 6.98% .

The jurisdictional allocation factors for demand and energy have been calculated

using a Twelve Coincident Peak (12 CP)methodology as follows:

Demand

Energy

SYSTEM ENERGY LOSS FACTOR

Q.

	

What is the result ofyour system energy loss factor calculation?

A.

	

As shown on Schedule 1, attached to this Direct Testimony, the calculated

system energy loss factor is 0.0698.

Q.

	

What are system energy losses?

A.

	

System energy losses largely consist of the energy losses that occur in the

electrical equipment (e.g ., transmission and distribution lines, transformers, etc.) in

Empire's system between the generating sources and the customers' meters. In addition,

small, fractional amounts of energy either stolen (diversion) or not metered are included

as system energy losses .

Q.

	

Howare system energy losses determined?

2

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 5 of30)

Missouri Retail Non-Missouri Retail Wholesale

0.8221 0.1149 0.0630

0.8256 0.1093 0.0651
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A.

	

The basis for this calculation is that Net System Input (NSI) equals the

sum of "Total Sales," "Company Use," and "System Energy Losses ." This can be

expressed mathematically as :

NS) =Total Sales + CompanyUse + System Energy Losses

NSI, Company Use and Total Sales are known; therefore, system energy losses may be

calculated as follows:

System Energy Losses =NSI-Total Sales-Company Use

The system energy loss factor is the ratio of system energy losses to NSI:

System Energy Loss Factor = System Energy Losses = NSI

Q.

	

Howis NSI determined?

A.

	

In addition to the equation above, NSI is also equal to the sum ofEmpire's

net generation, net interchange, and any inadvertent flows. Net interchange is the

difference between interchange purchases and offsystem sales. Net generation is the

total energy output of each generating station minus the energy consumed internally to

enable its production . The output of each generating station is monitored continuously,

as is the net of off-system purchases and sales. This information was obtained from data

supplied by Empire in response to Staff Data Request Nos. 119, 125, and 210. The

difference between scheduled and actual flows on a system is termed inadvertent

interchange. This information was provided on a monthly basis in Empire's response to

Staff Data Request 210.

Q.

	

What are Total Sales and Company Use and how are these values

determined?

3
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A.

	

Total Sales includes all of Empire's retail and wholesale sales of energy .

Company Use is the electricity consumed at Empire's non-generation facilities, such as

its corporate office building at 620 Joplin Street, Joplin, Missouri . Total Sales data was

provided by Empire in response to Staff Data Request No. 206. Company Use data was

provided by Empire in response to Staff Data Request Nos. 206 and 207.

Q.

	

Which Staff witness used your calculated system energy loss factor?

A .

	

The system energy loss factor was used by Staffwitness Shawn E. Lange.

JURISDICTIONAL ALLOCATIONS

Q.

	

Please define the phrase "jurisdictional allocation" .

A.

	

For purposes of this testimony, jurisdictional allocation refers to the

process by which demand-related and energy-related costs are allocated to the applicable

jurisdictions . In this case, demand-related and energy-related costs are divided among

three jurisdictions : Missouri retail operations, non-Missouri retail operations and

wholesale operations . The particular allocation factor applied is dependent upon the

types ofcosts being allocated .

DEMAND ALLOCATION FACTOR

Q.

	

What are the demand allocation factors that you are recommending be

used in this case?

A.

	

As shown on Schedule 2 attached to this direct testimony, the calculated

demand allocation factors for the test year are as follows:

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 7 of30)
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Q .

	

What is the definition of demand?

A.

	

Demand refers to the rate at which electric energy is delivered to or by a

system, generally expressed in kilowatts (kW) or megawatts (MW), either at an instant in

time or averaged over any designated interval oftime . In this analysis, hourly demands

were used .

Q.

	

What types ofcosts are allocated on the basis of demand?

A.

	

Capital costs associated with generation and transmission plant and certain

operational and maintenance expenses are allocated on this basis. This is appropriate for

these expenditures because generation and transmission are planned, designed and

constructed to meet anticipated demand .

Q.

	

What methodology was used to determine the demand allocators?

A.

	

A methodology known as the Twelve Coincident Peak (12 CP)

methodology was used .

Q.

	

What is meant by the twelve coincident peak methodology?

A.

	

The term coincident peak refers to the load of each jurisdiction that

coincides with the hour of Empire's overall system peak . A 12 CP methodology refers to

utilizing the recorded peaks in each of the twelve (12) months ofthe selected test year.

Q.

	

Whyuse peak demand as the basis for allocations?

A.

	

Peak demand is the largest electric load requirement occurring on a

utility's system within a specified period of time (e.g ., day, month, season, year).

	

Since

generation units and transmission lines are planned, designed, and constructed to meet a

utility's anticipated system peak demands plus required reserves, the contribution of each

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 8 of 30)
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individual jurisdiction to these peak demands is the appropriate basis on which to allocate

the costs of these facilities .

Q.

	

Please describe the procedure for calculating the jurisdictional demand

allocation factors using the 12 CP methodology .

A.

	

The allocation factor for each jurisdiction was determined using the

following process:

1 . Empire's peak hourly monthly loads in calendar year 2005 were
identified and summed.

2. Each jurisdiction's loads during Empire's monthly peak hours,
identified in #1 above, were summed.

3.

	

The sum for each jurisdiction calculated in #2 above was divided by
the sum of Empire's 12 monthly peak loads (result of# 1 above) .

This resulted in the allocation factor for each jurisdiction.

	

The sum of the demand

allocation factors across all jurisdictions equals one.

Q.

	

Howwas the decision made to recommend using the 12 CP method?

A.

	

The 12 CP method is appropriate for a utility, such as Empire, that

experiences relatively small variations in monthly and/or seasonal (e.g., summer and

winter) peaks during a particular year . Schedule 4, attached to this Direct Testimony,

presents a table of Empire's maximum hourly peak in each month for calendar years

2001 through 2005 . This information was taken from the Federal Energy Regulatory

Commission (FERC) Form l, and data provided by the Company in response to Staff

Data Request No. 130 in this case, and Staff Data Request No. 2921 in Case No. ER-

2002-424 . As shown, Empire experiences its system peak during the summer months

(July, August, and September) ; however, the monthly peak hours occurring during the

6
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winter months (December and January) are relatively high due to the Company's high

saturation of electric heat customers.

The line graph on Schedule 6 attached to this Direct Testimony presents, for each

ofthe years 2001 through 2005, a plot ofeach month's peak hour as a percentage of

a) The peak hour for the corresponding year; and

b) Theaverage of the monthly peak hours for the corresponding year.

The graph, which was derived from the data shown in Schedule 4, indicates consistent

peaks in both the summer and the winter across the time period .

Q.

	

Is there additional support for the position that a 12 CP methodology is

appropriate in this case?

A.

	

Yes. In various cases, the FERC has, among other things, used a number

of tests as a guide in its determination of an appropriate allocation methodology. These

tests are arithmetical calculations whose results are compared to specific ranges

determined from prior FERC decisions which suggest which methodology is more

appropriate . Attached to this testimony as Schedule 5 is 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. As

this excerpt shows, FERC has used these tests to support its adoption of a 12 CP

methodology in a number of cases . On occasion, however, these tests have suggested

that an alternative coincident peak methodology (such as a 4 CP) might be more

appropriate .

Q.

	

Please describe the tests you used in your selection ofaCP methodology.

7
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A.

	

The following tests included in the aforementioned guidelines (attached as

Schedule 5) were used :

Test I - Computes the difference between the following two percentages:

a) The average of the monthly system peaks during the reported

peak period as a percentage of the annual peak, and

b) The average of the system peaks during the remainder ofthe test

period as a percentage of the annual peak .

For calculated differences that fell between 18%and 19%, theFERC typically adopted a

12 CP methodology. For differences that fell between 26% and 31%, the FERC typically

adopted a 4 CP methodology.

Test 2 - The average ofthe twelve monthly peaks in the reporting period

as a percentage of the annual peak .

When the resulting percentage fell between 81% and 88%, the FERC typically adopted a

12 CP methodology. When the resulting percentage fell between 78% and 81%, the

FERC typically adopted a 4 CP methodology.

Test 3 - The lowest monthly peak as a percentage of the annual peak.

When the resulting percentage fell between 66% and 81%, the FERC typically adopted a

12 CP methodology. When the resulting percentage fell between 55% and 60%, the

FERC typically adopted a4 CP methodology.

Q.

	

Did you apply these FERC tests to Empire's data?

A.

	

Yes. As illustrated on Schedule 7, the following percentages using the

demands recorded for the twelve-month period ending December 31, 2005 were

calculated :

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 11 of 30)
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Q.

	

Please discuss the significance ofthese results.

A .

	

The result of the first test (18.63%) falls within the above-indicated 18%-

19% range of results that led to FERC decisions adopting a 12 CP methodology .

Likewise, the result of the second test (83 .28%) is within the 81%-88% range of results in

FERC decisions adopting a 12 CP methodology. The result of the third test (57.22%)

falls within the 55%-60% range for which the FERC issued decisions adopting a 4 CP

methodology. Overall, these tests lend support for usage ofthe 12 CP methodology.

Q.

	

Are there any other factors to consider in determining the appropriate

allocation methodology?

A.

	

Yes.

	

These FERC tests are part of a larger set of factors historically

utilized by the FERC in its determination of which coincident peak methodology should

be used in electric utility cases. In a rate case decision involving Carolina Power and

Light Company`, for example, the FERC states : ". . .it is necessary to consider the full

range of a company's operating realities including, in addition to system demand,

scheduled maintenance, unscheduled outages, diversity, reserve requirements, and off-

system safes commitments" (footnote omitted) . In the adoption of the 12 CP

methodology, FERC has cited these operating realities, all of which affect a utility's

effective capacity, as important to its determination .

Q.

	

How do these operational realities apply to Empire?

Carolina Power& Light Co ., Opinion No . 19,4 FERC $61,107 at 61,230 (Aug . 1978).

9
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A.

	

There are periods of time, typically in the spring or fall, when the usage

level of the Company's native load customers is reduced. At such times, the Company is

able either to perform necessary maintenance on its power plants or to pursue off-system

sales, while retaining sufficient capacity to adequately meet its customers' requirements .

Furthermore, the Company's capacity planning process takes into account all the hours of

the year, not just the peak hour or any seasonal peak. These operational realities, along

with the test results and aforementioned analysis, provide ample evidence to support

Staffs recommendation to adopt a 12 CP methodology in the current proceeding .

Q.

	

Did the Company incorporate the 12 CP methodology in its filing of this

rate case?

A. Yes.

Q.

	

Which Staff witness used your jurisdictional demand allocation factors?

A.

	

I provided these jurisdictional demand allocation factors to Staff witness

Dana E. Eaves.

ENERGY ALLOCATION FACTOR

Q.

	

What energy allocation factors are you recommending be used in this

case?

A.

	

The factors are shown in Schedule 3 and repeated here .

Missouri Retail

	

0.8256

Non-Missouri Retail

	

0.1093

Wholesale

	

0.0651

Q.

	

What types of costs were allocated on the basis of energy?

10
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A.

	

Variable expenses, such as fuel and certain operational and maintenance

(O&M) costs, are allocated to the jurisdictions based on energy consumption .

Q.

	

Howdid you calculate the energy allocation factor?

A.

	

The energy allocation factor for an individual jurisdiction is the ratio of

the normalized annual kilowatt-hour (kWh) usage in the particular jurisdiction to the total

normalized Empire kWh usage. The sum of the energy allocation factors across

jurisdictions equals one. The actual jurisdictional kWh usage totals were provided in the

Company response to Staff Data Request No. 206.

Q.

	

What adjustments were made to these recorded kWhs?

A.

	

The Staff made the following adjustments to be consistent with the net

system hourly loads used in determining normalized fuel costs:

a. Normalization Adjustment

b . Annualization Adjustment

c. Customer Growth Adjustment

d. Wholesale Weather Adjustment

Q.

	

Did you calculate these adjustments?

A.

	

No.

	

Staff witness Shawn E. Lange supplied adjustments a., b., and d.

Please refer to Mr. Lange's testimony for a summary of these adjustments. Staff witness

Dana E. Eaves provided me with the customer growth adjustment .

	

Please see Mr.

Eaves's testimony for a further explanation of this adjustment .

Q.

	

Which Staffwitness used your jurisdictional energy allocation factors?

A.

	

1 provided these jurisdictional energy allocation factors to Staff witness

Dana E. Eaves .
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Q.

	

Does this conclude your prepared Direct Testimony?

A.

	

Yes, it does .
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SYSTEM ENERGY LOSS PERCENTAG

System Energy Loss Percentage " (Loss" l NetSystem Input) X 100% - 6.98%

Net
Generation

Net
Interchange

Inadvertent
Flows

Net System
Input

Retail
Sales

Wholesale
Salea

Company
Use Losses

Jan-05 359,432,000 105,872,000 (98,000) 465,206,000 405,500,151 26,648,420 1,037,012 32,02Q417

Feb-05 278,342,000 109,559,000 239,000 388,140,000 336,988,002 23,256,760 877,762 27,017476

Mar-05 288,439,000 118,832,000 (166 .000) 407,105,000 352,501,296 25,414,280 849,487 28,339,957

Apr-05 245,128,000 102,738,000 6,000 347,872,000 299,568,077 23,273,720 720,648 24,309,555

May-05 274,438,000 116,001,000 (56.000) 390,383,000 336,579,672 25,725,760 772,383 27,305,165

Jun-05 377,077,000 98,711,000 (126,000) 473,662,000 409,239,536 30,378,300 851798 33,192,366

Jul-05 432,826,000 91 .543 .000 171,000 524,540,000 454,675.874 32,229,500 831,267 38,803,359

Aug-05 460,055.000 86,612 .000 (244,000) 546,423,000 473,283,050 33,959,380 805,157 38,285,413

Sep-05 355,965,000 106,694,000 445,000 463,104,000 400,252,282 29,601,960 887,215 32,362,543

Oct-05 274,633,000 117,786,000 (274,000) 392,345,000 338,347,423 25,762,040 812.931 27,422,606

Now05 275,285,000 124,429,000 40,000 399,754,000 346,440,259 24,606,480 752,649 27,954,612

Dec-05 340,430 .000 154,143,000 (63,000) 494,510,000 431,044,071 27,948,280 974,978 34,544,671

Totals 3,962,250,000 1,330,920,000 (126,000) 5,293,044,000 4,584,419,693 328,802,860 10,263,287 369,558,160



12a

J

Month

DEMAND

Missouri
Retail

ALLOCATION

Non-Missouri
Retail

FACTOR

Wholesale
Total

System

Jan-05 747 .7 99.8 52.5 900

Feb-05 680 .5 90.4 49.1 820

Mar-05 679.9 88.5 49.6 818

Apr-05 508.9 70 43.1 622

May-05 666.8 98.4 54.8 820

Jun-05 844.2 120.3 68.5 1033

Jul-05 890.7 127.9 68.4 1087

Aug-05 850.2 129.3 70.5 1050

Sep-05 808.9 117 65.1 991

Oct-05 689 106.6 58.4 854

Nov-05 695.3 93 48.7 837

Dec-05 868.9 106.4 55.7 1031

Twelve Month Avg 8931 1247.6 684.4 10863
ma
E Allocation Factor 0.8221 0.1149 0.0630 1.0000
A

aw
A



ENERGY ALLOCATION FACTOR

Allocation Factor

	

0.8266

	

0.1083

	

0.0661

	

1.0000

Month
Missouri
Retail

Non-Missouri
Retail Wholesale

Total
System

Jan-05 369,748,480 48,881,895 26,648,420 445,278,795

Feb-05 330,464,071 42,282,384 23,256,760 396,003,215

Mar-05 301,063,765 38,939,497 25,414,260 365,417,522

Apr-05 297,497,572 40,388,179 23,273,720 361,159,471

May-05 276,137,730 37,648,373 25,725,760 339,511,863

Jun-05 322,496,512 45,132,952 30,378,300 398,007,764

Jul-05 380,571,229 53,070,231 32,229,500 465,870,960

Aug-05 404,240,551 55,222,724 33,959,380 493,422,655

Sep-05 409,802,040 56,243,727 29,601,960 495,647,727

Oct-05 325,125,397 45,643,433 25,762,040 396,530,870

Nov-05 287,954,047 38,168,556 24,606,480 350,729,083

Dec-05 359,886,332 43,846,299 27,946,280 431,678,911

12 Month Totals 4,064,987,726 545,468,250 328,802,860 4,939,258,836

NomializationAdjustment (17,993,790) (5.246,325) (23.24Q115)

AnnualizationAdjustment (7,576,451) (1,542,899) (9,119,350)

Customer Growth Adjustment 76,232,504 6,230,469 82,462,973

Wholesale Weather Adjustment (4,075,784) (4,075,784)

Adjusted 12 Month Totals 4,115,649,989 544,909,495 324,727,076 4,985,286,560



Monthly System Peaks (MW)
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2005 2004 2003 2002 2001

January 900 937 987 891 919

February 820 895 865 872 841

March 818 691 806 670 701

April 622 635 697 655 642

May 820 803 736 738 791

June 1033 911 927 897 859.3

July 1087 1010 1019 984 999

August 1050 1014 1041 987 1001

September 991 873 813 950 878

October 854 633 613 804 618

November 837 756 754 748 769

December 1031 913 849 820 764
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fun:rk�mixed cuml"nncnc to ironwd to �ntwmer Snv.p>"

After fa,ucuupilizilrg. the na,a sap is to dais{(- tlunx eaprnux oar roux+ ono one M

thrsa ramgnnn (i) drnvnd, (2) entng, rat i3) atun; Sir IR CFR. . 535,13(h)(ti)6i)(A} .
FERCN. Staffw a nunrbm of yntrs has used .tbe pnnlomina,ue . turtM4 rnr'I+smFy,ng

pmdu,tian ()6'M ae,ou"M Under this method if ae i"OUM is pnd~njoonty (57-1CjP'M)
rnezl,";-related. n will Ix cl .,f ,d uc~rgc. 1'hc same also h true with mpcrt to ,iettaand
meted o,sts . FERC has aatpte+t this mtthnd ,n a warlhcr o! rs .n. 1rt, coq, Adsaan NNtr
&,via. Ca", 4 FERC §67,101, plc 61,Af+-lU (151St; Utia,w Pant, C,"-, I I FFKC 3624 NC'.
pp. 65,256.36 r.19M1),afli, 15 FEB (:y(d 1150, p-ol,tY)3 (1931), Kmum Cay An,, 8l:~k
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j7H, L' FIRC $111 .62 (1982, Sifnn<naa Itvrta Cr

1*6, Co ,Opnion Nu . W,, I t FERC Ab 1 .31= pp. 61.b4S49 99M~ .. ts "
In addition to KRC's adrspenn of titafk pmdonalvun<r mrdapd. FrdkC Abu last

"a-Lssitita:ion index of prrdnctwn f:&M acCntuan . An,.. Pnftir &"are C:n . 4

FERC at f l,219-4U, Kunra, G,y Pmwr F. pph,, 31 Fk3t-(7 at 65Rp ; Atumn rO I~er G

Cighr Ge . . I! FMC at 61,1.99-19, In .t6vu.np FLrtni Cn, Oph.\0.'-67, 38 FERC: u

61,4364, FERN rejected a profwaud tilt tilt, li,aiUtg that the "pmpoul is iwon5acnr wsth

the Cfa>ti5tmwn nblt ofpredominate clunctcrnno Rx nptcntaorr And n,.m.,.,,e A1.00
uxd by Seat(, wwhwh tits been appm.l L: the t:enmnwion" In fawhew C:.xnPnry Srn*ts,

lJuimon No . 171. 61 FERC : (Of,it7i . p,. 61 ;.'.11 (19921, reh.

	

dnnrd, 61 FERC (,6 1,633

1791431 . FMk(. . .

	

iti that rbr ti,(` .n.Iea r n"n ntndxo,v FERC accepted a
depa,r, In ., Ose Sot's iudaa, thdoglt it bAl vat a pny pngx,.ing a depanum ha, the

t.A . of nntdvinp, that Jepnus .

C. Allocation

Alict ehsnfpog . :,au w demand, energy. and

	

,n-,n,, enteglwws, the "At 9CF A u1

albxats the,c Cent to the 'AA., da+n a, detetmu,C the. . mpccn.e a.x "eyxwoibilitie.. In

the pat. On, moat hotly tripled Ax aion wut 1nvo)vrd demand cost a9o.:atiou-Typically,

FERC ba Alncated deamnf tows..-a cn..Jkm peat JCF) method . 14mhrn aMAMe NEdir

Sendrt 62 FMC 163,023, p. 65,M (1432) ("Maine Public hat Cored s legion of
C-nrtantiolrnl dccisa"ns Affirming the ue of a clunctdent peak demand allocaw- . . Md, u
dcnirs knnuledgt of 'mey drtnian, nmfwng an ekvuic utility, ante ft FFIkC 3w mw
,.went, in t??7, where FERC did esot 6,1h,w a tcincidem pest method Of .11maung
d¢nund cost,' "i. In Lr1dten Pourr CO . 4 FMC.Sc,1,137 . 1. . lihep7 (1478), FEPf : Lured

that its "general pohcy u to allocate &pond co,n 1m the It ..of peak tespon4Jity a n

denumtnated by the not .hc1mmg maj.,iry of tkeidt .1 tats ."

	

SwAw Hnnhau u A14;w

NMi1 CGwia Co., 62 FERC at 65.(82 . Undut a CP MINA, the demands teed in the alloca-

tinn are the demands ti e parti.ulat 11MOnler oa clan OCCLnting et the tins of the system

Peak fm a patcicul~time period. T'hc ban. .aanmption bebind ma medtnd u that capacity

costs are (neared to aene the peak WCAA ed cv .uwnen.

1 . Coincident Peak Allocation

In mesa Cases, FERC has mtptCd mle Mfour CP methods-1 CV 3 CP, 4CP and 12

Cp with the u1san numbur oftmnpanin oting s 12 CP alimation-. Under a I CP method,
the allc?<anla tin a pafiavfu atalcsab, dau: will be dcstloped by dMding tine whoksAk
:6,t:Gf for the peak month by the total Conspany aysenl peak. SnUhdy-for 3. 4, And 12

Aflota.nn

Ir'

	

II , nwnluny it ably wjv.dk a p<nrreag!pIU, ncb u tb?I. was xvowr, tMn FERC waY aaq+t rhx
iF4k . ffowra, ",mSF}.tapEatc:p rnknloniinsi46ft,anvtwnY{wM,~hN$a,i..'4aMb.xnttrpr!-
dnivw~ .a nattnai M4rly M71 have a6e bio.k n ofiwi6i,wr u a,wpr.wil aplu .
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IIi6

CF eompanie+thr numerator mould cons. of (Le awmge of dtr wbolew, 0.1,1 cotw&nn
IMaks for each Mtlse peak m<nxlts, whie the dcnxnhiatar -,ktld ",nsin M tl� asavagc vi

the anal a?stem peaks for each of the peak tmntM. FERC' has hrW tint nnrtrupoNe Ias,k
sh*d1 not be rcpnted in this dround a1Wc)rwn lt+ 'in flrlmmmt Pnerct :~ brlo (x-
Opinion Nu . 189. 25 FERC .a t 61321; I?rbnmtw Na', (= I.~h( G,, Op na:m Nn. 16 . 14

F8RC ~n1.199, 1, Gt,462 (19891 .
Whtl, FERC I., not smldtshed a hard an,l fast rtdr (or dmrnnnwg w-I,+d+ a6ocueinn

nw,ho,t is apprtprurc, it ha, sntcd that the Following tailor, dsou)d Ion c�tuultrcd :

T)hc full range

	

t .& ttnnpauy: aprradng trainers ndlu:Lng, in
addition to sjntent dcn+aod, subsduei atsaintt,tatue, a~Saud,
uhd outages Aoeedp, «Seacgt mquite .nemt. aui o(!'. .tnr+u
.siftcomntitmrt~ ((oolnre omitted) .

Cawhea Purr & I.i?hr (:n ., Opmaon No . 19, 4 tLRC 141,107, p !,1,130 it'-M,
CA"r,,annlalrhF.1(., Co. 15 FFRC 1h,1,07A, p. 65,194 (1991), "tFV . Optdor Nn Sb5, 21
FFRC(4t,'.19 (1'*11; hiinui, Pa,:,, (;a. 11 FLRC 94 .1,117Ck pp . (A,247-48 1198Q. . e;J`d, I"s
FERC 156] .150 (1?31; . Sr ales 14mh. r. kfitint NO., S ,i c ( .+ ., ("2 KpS' as ft (Y,2

(appipug FFR('; ,rannrv: tem is (hoeing that a 1'_ CP w"as rpp+opriatu) .

a .

	

System k)M)antt Teats

II a uglivarv4 system&.,.ionto, ii rrlad ,nh tlo. d,cn that ..ppurts the uu of a t : t:1s
mttlmd under FERC pRCrd,nC If a wdity ,sperte~es a pnenotmued puk during anr,
throe, or hour cotnrcuti"'c mons4s, chef under FERC p:rrrt~ot tie utc of another CP
nwthod~Idbt snppmtcd

fit dererrriming nehcthtt s utility experiences a pwnouneed peak dosing a parraufn
time pmod . FERC, .nude[, a Dumber (dxxs. Fines, FERC bas cosnpartd the awrage of
the ssirnt peab dtaru,g the putpm(cd peak pcriasl, na perernage of the annual peak ; to
the..rap of the seam, peaks dosing the ofi-vak n(wuh~ as a pmrnmagc 4,he mrtoal
peak . FMC has held that large differcacn barn these tuv fgum fends support to aimg
wmAdng other do a 12 C.P natth id, while a wulier dilkrctuc supports 12 UP, ax shown
bel.J~

(1) IouAietra H^aw & Ugh, Cd,

Opinion No . 811.
59 FPC 963 (19771

Ff1aC~mdones the rc .+n�n"In du ;twa.+,+pehk k,+k,knedn .d to dd: r,a r(-tree Au.",."n
7sn..GLbWa', 2+ FF kcvm,m F. M.i In (t9M,

Ib kr .1p Fkwlrm
e,ebk+ka

	

d
c.onrr hsht,v+.."Q..62 ,r, R gno 1,o23, n, t5,ra? (Na9?1 rda nLJ ~a"sf sNr "nn+u

ebk+kad (mmnx,bn teas dew aa,q"ur aso+F nt,mNp peat

	

dr +n," eil VA . aswnt nMn"dr
Fro mde moor Mesa. ass+Mtr tnmthty

	

Cp l ptakt of the 1waa rwn to nn nusr*hh Oema~rl Rea,,
v!drwFlra Kni::" hiaJi<ILMu a a

12
I? LT ranparry).
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, :>fnnu,n No. 11(1,
Ell( '. 9, I'll?i tI'b$ q

Inteow fSVn (.'a . .
i I I " LItC at irj;_314,

C:"nvrrwuua;lt~ t:dinv Ca.,
Is Hai(

	

at h7.l ~t:
! It.,L 4 Y's . dgienroco-d C:FY.

:6, ~RY~ Y

	

.. . .. I§.6L. 1vvc, (n , . .
% PhxC et 6;,031

c+vcrtPY chdmacc of 22 P% . ingh of 2e .]Yr>-J CP). .
PERC iln, lus nw,d a ~,md r[u mwth'u,g the ll:~t nnwthly pcal ac e percc'naix of

dm fntnml ps'A . Tho how, the 1rn'enoae, We gm.... the wlgetmt to, 12 C:1°. This ceu hsx
1u~cn ,A:^d erl eltr- i :dhwst~, r.e. :

tnxrdaruAn,nF;1,*JaGr .
(SFtinbm No. 111 ;1,

Flti' 4(x9 (1477)
<tP{._ .. 51-P) :

I .1 IMha tlarvr (5,. .
< t)o.num Nn. 13,
FF.RCSLI,SrA: t9'4`

f :)} ti�dh~.ruerw kfnnii Ynns^r S:n .
t tpvruxl No. 28,
PGk.(.'. WI,3A) 09"g)

J7 7atAmr Ac u (a. .
()iunusn No . 2'i,
"t f5M_1;41 iT " 1197 ;)
01s-- 12 CFi Sebedule 45
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i'Inyxn };vo--Fm.,dvnalP>'inn. CI»x6r#,wm #ini Apn.::iro,

Irm

($J f,x.durx (' .ilzt~'naz f-.di " n,
tl1^,avop Na 8:1,
59 (!'(:'_7671777±)

(-rte .(_ CV),

(6) Afafwwa P,n. , Cw .
Opirdon Nn 54.
R

	

¢,(.till' (497`1)
;75'.x--17 CP);

(77 IH~ Poxa~ (a . "
7I 1°lltl: a 65 . .'.48
ifiti~(r-13 i.P1.

(fit C~mm,OA Vdttnn (,
15 FHK(' as 65 .198
(6a6~7 .4%.--4 CP;:

(9) laudauna P.~ F: W1 C>,
Opin4.n No- 1111.
1 .1 FFRC 16075 (1981)

(61.9%--4M;

(1(Ij 51 Pam L7wri, C.., .,
Opuum, No . IOQ
14 FER.C161,082 (19811
(7M -r2 CP)1

(l t) Ca."LSia PNF~, S, I*, C:o. .

Opmioa Nn. 19,
a FPlL(:, y61,107 (1979)_
(?-'wL-i 2 CP7;

(12) IvwF.nplwrdP.,vx.C;". .

Opinion Ne. 1 :(13,

;A FPC 2322 (1977)

12 C1, 1-

it̀3) $nud.ae

	

, Ibbtla

	

(l,.

38 1'$(C " , 65.014
10 ., a enNe, ilm,u¢ 67 potcen .--1 CV); +."d
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na+ i4.111.iv:,v,I
?? FFIkt eI r_y7nt
f 71 41,

	

' <Ci$

An"nl+:, u" , omi iu: ht,., .alfa'3 by f'kkI, : ". :{ :. ere,a :r n, .siuah peak acuan.6 tr.
nnr.-pc,k mnnt7,+mcvcd tim peak,lomand, in ,ha 411vzd peak n�rmh, In d+r.," livN R~r'
iuplq (. � . . l

	

inu,n N.,, 74 . 4 PERT

	

1-FRi ~k,hw.l ~ 12 C;Papproach 1h ," It,
,nontht' luck+ in Than r.wpfA n,omln excmle ;l ,h� p<,L, w ,au, of ttr a11,r"A P, "A

u:amhe In Cmnm,,uuralr4 Ch", f:n. IS ffkc: at ~Ajvn FLRC a,krpr<d a? Cf nwtfnul
wh:rc o� , . fl-r Fr,w,l, a peak in one of the 4 peak m.,r.,h+ va, carer,k,i orJy oiu<
by , Iw,k li.n� a n :,n.prak ��,mh. A- Am t:n,e) :lenar " m R,lr'i.. vudu (.'a . 1F FERC, ar
65,00.41 Inu,mhiv luok :n nw Io,:_p,akm, month vv.,nlod ,h, au"mhh perk in psxk
:rood' onl," o,uc at�1 J c".p ui.,pta~Jl .

A taa ,r�

	

J,. acr "ag,- t "t ".hr n+arl+,;

	

p..,L :. :,:.' V~r1eoL,ge ,d 11

nr n, on,i,l pvok and fo . Ian. ou ". .n dM foltou,ty ;u+m
{ :f lffrnm flKm (~,. .

11 FCRC at (,5.:48 "+%

L2i El 1Uo 66wr;. C-",
(3lrinion No . 19`1.
It FI RL;,V.1,181P 1$t)
(8 ;ti . .. .12 Chyl

f,rkl,vn IS .un Cr,
>lu,una No. _ . .
4 1'ERC 461.337 f 197n
;1414-.l : ('.111 :

(:; Svrrdrr n t.nljtmnlr Fdnrn (~ . .
op,nla� No. 427,
9') H'C 21,0,11m)
18-Nti* "" 12CP ; ;

i5 ; 1.:a4;iSVJ Por:v E" lixhi 1'. :
Nn .. I to .

t3 FEIICV.I W5 i1S81'.

15 FEJt{' 71(,5.194
C')A795:.'~C:PI.
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C:hapu" t fovr--f yn :annaht'"Wn . l;4uaGcu~gt, xnJ A11"<n1~n

17) ~innfiwuant PuUtr,S<nn, G,. .
18 FBRC at 65,035
tlK . M-1CT); And

($r Wmotw Pi914, P Ligpr Co,
17 FFTtC a, 0,202
(83:SN-12 cv). .

b.

	

Tests Relating w Rewnn/Mainununce

To dm carat a ntitl,y uw the ,tf-rcak month. to pe,form in ,rhrtuird nnratc,,wr,
FFRC )v,fo,nsd that fapponwr o1'the uu ofu 12 CP math.d. :4inhrmo (bwr (:;s, Clpuuan
No . 54. d Ff{t!; k! 1,083. p at "357 (1!5791 : plin u )'"airs Cn., 11 FFRC; .n (:5,249: lira
bt3.wd P"+uer G", (:)piston No If01, 58 FPC: 23.12. =1.73 (8977) ; Wo.i r, Porn t fitlu
C:n. . 17 FFJZC ar 65_P2. lh,r rrc CwnmonuxuhM L'duon. to fERC at 65,599 . 1"

i4axetitr., the schodukd maintrnme nmsr be cnnsid"ed tuprlmv ssith t4, 1att-,s-
availaF,tr .afux the nuinrcrunce. Tx, he rxv It the reserve mtrgon are fairly ttable after nuur-
renana . then a 12 CP rr,etlnd 4 slq,pnrred, If the resv~ nurgms drop whnar,datly wa,Ar
gmal k.4 Jmwg . cm.. �ninths, than a me,hod ,her tlnn 12 t P out In- supported, Sm.
rq. . IWrp+t Rwer Ca " 11 FERC at 65,249 (46,percew r<.rve. a(m nnrnunn"r rrxnr-main "
wr mombs and 34.5 pmen, for wmmea month, 12 CM; CommwmwJxh EkL~ Cn . IS
FFRC: 7f 45,2fC (fl, 197"5 3461 percent ~rvoe after mauue�anee 6x 8 nntt-wrntnm
momhs and 2:.15 percent In, 4 stnrnne, .,Ill.- 4 CVh

c-

	

Peojeeti" of (:P and Total System Dauands

in r number of cam, patties.Andthe FWC Staff have chapenged thr flung nenllpami
ex+mnwf v~nckkm peak. tar total rysem demand ~rnares.t'n Wbik FMC; ay,em w
has e ublmlted kv hand and Fast nn" the 6J1Wing c~ VWItk ..winds gui.(+ncr . Pint
parries hsr chAengrd pn)jretiamm1 thebasis ttm the hivurual pcttoda used we" ntn rep"
rs+nrtacrs<. In ronlc eau!, FFRC: hx heW ch1 mulrWk years of hivnka1 data .sbnnld 4

an ,WU4.w .rxv t~ .Sn.+r c:. . rapier N., .. 317 . 49 FLAC 161. -"+n . r r3 1 ;12 t1Yn9I, FERc de,`~avi1
1o dT<n amm .m 3 CY ~uetmi teed m "mon,4h bd p,ncnn ana xvrvr rnmpm a,
,rMlnka .,unn+nzm" ' �ti-h "sin v. dur'Suna . .mlnii�p"x tv rt4.drc

	

,m arc luyxdr :, .m .ic,d
Fy tM fray. h,tirva: i,1Tn,rd on 0..~n: deal" a rhx- .nmnt"umnr. rrnuY."

h . MI ., k,4,, .~ .dByO' t. AgJ.+Rb Pr� (u . . i71v , drn fsn V.), SS ftkC V1At). p, e2 'ha
(19r1J.Ff0.C'r:repteQdaSmtfx,n,ihNriit&v" ;~. .cn.:, .rlJenprrlexrnun . S44,Nu,e,rN .fa
,ix no.<wailnn 1 tul .,~r< mum R< amdnt Ev the xh .eftn Lrxw m rariren euh nxkuwrrvrrra
F<ac demvnd inm s rxxAvrs8k fma,idne pra1R 6nii.nd SS rti1lt:

as Nr,an

	

t
.. h17MLXO. tae' a.c

	

fr<
do ten,-x nt~,dm1 aant m�dra y' 1W *vno.'aern pra dr,nnlJ.- s ; Feac

	

e. :.ner.r

	

.Nv
ner n n

rfRC� Rbp<Yn. mrni J,ri"InlomulR;. .n v.~ t.RNhw 1hn coim drrn pe.t ,knnrraGn do u1e Iw
r.Wnw "wr tr" hx,a .na xar rmrrunpJlrv.x Urs tr,e dappa,t6ia ' . etra Rn 1W, 3~�. !n:vern, na
fxrvr tnc foud nvmnW mevaueNrnt )xak Oemdb rm d..

	

, ,Amcxet we" -3 ,px " ..auq, In
I:rcmnea di-ny fuVA

	

thewe&m tM 5nvf,rr. an &dvr

	

ra[ehred rrnntkknt prat." W.
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du emrnco- 1,0 ro,tjw, onew21.'.hr.-, 7:01 A.,rcr f..e, t?pn : .,v
(:'54,1 .169, p 41 .379 :;19811). I. .. . ..mmnsdrlr 1;S., f' "' . I; PIIU ,~ .

8,)'>< :, :1t1it, Qom+or. Nu itaa.~ kU'Ri : 5'111,:14 fi'.E51} q3 ) r

	

.,w apv xlse)r

	

i'

	

�"dm,n
7 .'/bnri. 4=r ~: Cn. . Opnu I N, .. WI-A . is PCRC at 62,1120 ;m.crpt. f

	

~,:>t
i'n:eud a,+d en,r, vl,, k,re

	

r (:nar,1 +a : !467-4`7411 deo and 1'181 <um: .am

	

t~_ran'.
ins nJ�r i;rr:, f192{'. hour,, :, hn, saopred C'1' p, ;,m,iom I.�,a

1-1,4v C., 4lnmtor.No.19.1FI-iAt.'. .+t61 .2".tLifl
Setand. Pk7tC: hu eajm't+nj roncorn thx the .umaret.sr avd rlri a;nrn,:uini+fl le-

d.vdr,prd .v, .,m,U, hnrs. In CAr., C)pini,n . No. 99. C l 11M .n M-429.
FB'1LC nw,d,lrc!1 , demand slkwz:nx m pnwide 4. the nu :,f dic ,s :t, natnlw, o.
n;, Ow 4mwanof haeh th, nmuanmr uu1 Ihr lewnunAt.,

tinny, h1"HC I., 1WW than WLng denunds sl.UW 1s cnRa,terrt u" uh 11 .e 111"W141

uud in the derw.d aA.mnor ?rr I :1 /tr,r Ilan6-C.+. ..Opw .n, Nu . lir7, 14 (kAf' St-I11:2,
p. 61 .11: t0xli
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January

February

March

April

May

June

July

August

September

October

November

December

Summer Month Avg
Other Months Avg

12 Month Avg

FERC Test Calculations

Empire Monthly
Peaks (MWs)

900

820

818

622

820

1033

1087

1050

991

854

837

1031

Minimum Peak

	

=

	

622
Maximum Peak

	

=

	

1087

1040.25
837.75
905.25

Ratio 1a = (Summer Avg) / Max

	

=

	

0.95699172
Ratio 1 b = (8-Month Avg) / Max

	

=

	

0.770699172

Schedule DAF-7

FERC Test 1

	

=

	

Ratio 1a-Ratio ib

	

0.186292548

	

=

	

18.63%

FERC Test 2

	

=

	

(12 Month Avg) / Max Peak

	

0.832796688

	

=

	

83.28%

FERC Test 3

	

=

	

Min Peak / Max Peak

	

0.572217111

	

=

	

57.22%
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Kansas City Power and Light Co

	

Schedule DAF-8

January

	

1,756,120,024

February

	

1,425,608, 325

March

	

1,417,115,134

April

	

1,386,792,333

May

	

1,460,037,982

June

	

1, 764,338,664

July

	

1,961,984,580

August

	

1,901,106,514

September

	

1,562,421,764

October

	

1,700,801,361

November

	

1,575,778, 785

December

	

1,617,653,437

Minimum Peak
Maximum Peak

FERC Test 1

FERC Test 2

FERC Test 3

FERC Test Calculations Using Total kWh Sales Including Off-System Sales
Reflects Test Year 2005 KCPL kWh Sales

Summer Month Avg
Other Months Avg
12 Months Avg

Ratio 1 a = (Summer Avg) / Max
Ratio 1 b = (8-month Avg) / Max

Total Monthly
kWh Sales KCPL

1,386,792,333
1,961,984,580

1,797,462,881
1,542,488,423
1,627,479,909

0 .91614526
0.78618784

=

	

Ratio 1 a - Ratio 1 b

	

0.12995742

	

=

	

13%

_

	

(12 Months Avg) / Max Peak

	

0.82950698

	

=

	

83%

=

	

Min Peak / Max Peak

	

0.70683141

	

=
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xansee City Pover 6 Light CO .

Case : BR-06-314C

12-ronths ended Deesiber 11, 2005

Revenue Requirement

Accounting Schedule : 1

williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

------------------- --------- ---------------------------------------------------------------------- --------------------------

Line

	

7.76%

	

7 .81t

	

7 .831

Return Return Return

IA)

	

(B)

	

(C)

	

(D)

.. . . . .u . . . ... . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ...-... . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .... . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .- . . .. . ... . . . . . . . . . .

.. . .. . . . . . . . .u. . .u..u . .u . . . . . .u. ..» . . ..ur.. ..u.. . . . ..u . . . .. . .. . .. . . . . ..-... . . ......u ..u.....

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 1-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 1 of 59)

1 Net Orig Cost Rate Base (Sch 2) $1,169,625,287 $1 .169,625,282 $1,169 .625 .262

2 Rate of Return 7 .78% 7 .Blt 7 .63%

3 Net Operating Income Requirement 5 90 .996,847 S 91,347,735, $ 91,581.660

4 Net IDCOme Available (SCh 91 $ 114,094,414 $ 114,094,414 S 114,094,414

5 Additional NOIBT Needed $ 123 .097,567) $ 122,746,679) $ (22,S12,754)

6 Incr4oe Tax Requirement (5th 11)

7 Required Current Zncome 1.- S 32,502,613 $ 32,724,786 $ 32,872,903

8 Teat Year Current Income Tax $ 47,127,483 $ 47,127,483 $ 47,127,463

9 Additional Current Tax Required S (14,624 .870) $ (14,402 .695) $ (14 .254,580)

10 Required Deferred ITC S 0 S 0 $ 0

IS Teat Year Deferred ITC $ 0 $ 0 $ 0

12 Additional Deferred ITC Required $ 0 $ 0 $ 0

13 Total Additional Tax Required $ (14,624,870) S (14 .402,695) $ (14 .254 .660)

14 Or06s Revenue Requirement S (37,722,437) $ (37.149,374) $ (36,767,334)



Line Description

	

Amount
--------------------------------------------------------------- ------------------------ -------------------------------------

Kansas City Power 4 Light Co .
Case : 6R-06-314C

12-Months ended Deember 31 . 2005

Rate Ease

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 2
Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 2-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 2 of 59)

(A) (B)

1 Total Plant in Service (Sch 3) $2 .694 .683 .600

Subtract from Total Plant
2 Depreciation Reserve (Sch 61 51,258 .035 .128

3 Met Plant in Service $1,436,647,780

Add to Net Plant in Service
4 Cash Forking Capital (Sch 9) $ (28,692,365)
5 Materials and Supplies-nxsmpt 30,400,565
6 Prepayment. S,B69,31@
7 Prepaid Pension Assat RO-2005-0329 19,963 .915
8 Reg Asset Excess Act PAS 87 vs Rate 13,024,460
9 Reg Asset Den®nd Side Management 1,264 .594

10 Fuel Inventory - CW1 Is, 157,697
11 Puel Inventory - Oil 3,230,100
12 Fuel Inventory Lime/Limescone 76,831
13 Nuclear Fuel 15,385,641

Subtract from Net plant
14 Federal Tax Offset 4 .2250 t $ 1 .167 .815
15 State Tax Offset 11 .0880 R 481 .609
16 City Tax Offset 0 .000D t 0
17 Interest Expense Offset 17.9380 t 5,769 .703
is custmer Deposit . 5,506.501
19 Contribution in Aid of Construction 225 .372
20 Deferred Income Taxes-Depreciation 295,997,311
21 Andrt Depr EO-94-199 in Reserve 0
22 Reg List) EMiSe1C0 Allowance Sales 33,654,935

------------

23 Total Rate Base $1,169,625,282



senses City Power a Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Monthe Ended Deember 31, 2005

Total Plant in Service

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 3
William
16:19 09/05/2006

________ _____ .

	

__.______-___
______Total

_____-

	

Total Co

	

Allot

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted
No Acct Description

	

Company

	

Adjustment Factor Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

Accounting Sehedule : 3-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page3 of59)

--__ ______ .__________(8) _ .- ._ .-_ --------------------------------------
(F)1A)IA)

intangible Plant

(B) (C)(C) (01(D) (E)

I 301 .000 Organisation $ 72,166 5 0 53 .9790 6 0 $ 30,96S
2 302 .000 Franchisee A Consente 22,937 0 100.0000 0 22,937
3 303 .000 Miscellaneou9 Intangible Plant 794,963 0 53 .9790 0 429,113
4 103 .200 Miscl Intangible Plt - Syr Software 36,704,828 0 53 .9790 0 19,812 .$99
5 3030 .300 Miacl Intangible Plt-l0yr Software 49,520,894 0 53 .9790 0 26.730,883
6 303 .050 Mistl Intang Plt-WC Syr Software 8,448,479 0 53 .9790 0

-------------
4,560,404

-------------
7 Total

-------------
$ 95,564,287

-------------
$ 0 $ 0 $ 51,595,201

Production-Sto-Hawthorn Unit 5
8 310 .000 Land A Land Rights $ $07,261 $ 0 53.4600 $ 0 $ 431.572
9 311 .000 Structures 6 ImprovementS 22,652,417 0 53 .4600 0 9-1 12,109,982

10 311 .020 Structures - H 5 Rebuild 8,923,285 (405 .1601 53 .4600 0 P-2 4,553,790
11 312 .000 Boiler Plant Equipment 41,321 .702 C 53 .4600 0 P-3 22,090,582
12 312 .020 Boiler AOC Equip - Electric 170,530 C 53 .4600 0 P-4 91,165
13 312 .030 Boiler Plant - HS Rebuild 235,695,777 (10 .701,728) 53 .4600 0 P-5 120,281,819
14 314 .000 Turboge0erater Unite 72,900 .021 0 53 .4600 0 P-6 38,976 .620
15 315 .000 Accessory Electric Equipment 4,151,943 0 53 .4600 0 P-7 2,219,629
16 315 .010 Accessory Equip - HS Rebuild 39,598,666 (1,797,517) 53.4600 0 P-9 20,203,148
17 316 .000 MiecelleneouD Pourer Plant Equipment 7,766,205 0 53.4600 0 P-9 4.351,813
18 316 .010 Miscellaneous Equip - HS Rebuild 2,305,286 (104,671) 53 .4600 0 P-10 1,176,449

-------------
19 Total

-------------
$ 436 .291,113

- ----------
5 (13 .009,0761

-------------
S 0 $ 226,266 .577

Production-Stm4atan 1
20 310 .000 Land 6 3,713,446 $ 0 53 .4600 S 0 $ 1,905,208
21 311 .000 Structufes 6 Improvements 20,965,153 0 53 .4600 0 11,207,971
22 312 .000 Boiler Plant Equip - Electric 159,067,033 0 53.4600 0 85,464 .916
23 314 .000 TUrbogenerators - Electric 42,957,886 0 53.4600 0 22.965,286
24 316 .000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 27,556,225 0 53 .4600 0 14,731,558
25 316 .000 Miscl Plant Equipment - Electric 4,27),445 0 53 .4600 0 2,294,584

-------------

26 Total $ 259,333,189
------------

-$ 0
---

-
---------

$ 0 $ 138,639 .523



Knneae City Power 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Demeter 31 . zoos

Total Plant in Service

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 3
William.

16 :19 09/05/2006

ne
--------------------------------------------

" ------toes- ----------Toes- Co

-------------------------------------- --------

----------------l

----------------------------------
Line

Acct

	

Description

	

Company

	

Adjustment

	

Factor

	

Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

Accounting Schedule : 3-2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 4 of 59)

- ---------- ------------------------------- ---------------- ------------------------------- -----------------------------
(A)

Production-Stm-Lacygne 1-6 2

(a) (C) (D) (E) (F)

27 310.000 Land $ 2,687,422 $ 0 53.4600 5 0 $ 1,436,696
28 311 .000 Structures 6 Improvement. 22,321,556 0 53.4600 0 11,P33,104
29 312 .000 Boiler Plant Equipment - Electric 103,894,856 0 53.4600 0 90,310,190
30 312 .010 Boiler Plt - Unit Train Electric 129,045 0 53.4600 0 68,907
31 312 .002 Boiler Plant AQC Equipment - Elect 33,435,19. 0 53 .4600 0 17.874,457
32 314 .000 Turbogenerstor Plant - Electric 55,162 .044 0 53 .4600 0 29,489,629
33 315 .000 Accessory equipment - Electric 26,566,590 a 53 .4600 0 14,202,499
34 315 .200 Accessory Equipment - Electric 14,320 0 53 .4600 0 7,655
35 316 .000 Miscle Plat Equipment - Electric 4,680,667 0 53.4600 0 2,502,285

36 TOtel
-------------

5 328,891,698
------------
$ 0 $ -

------

0

-------------

$ 175,825,502

Production SW-MCnL,OBe 1, 2 6 3
31 310.000 Lend 5 1,406,842 6 0 53 .4600 $ 0 $ 752,096
38 311.000 Structures - 6lectriC 14,599,474 0 53 .4600 0 7 .004,879
39 312 .000 boiler Plant Equipment - Electric 108,369,023 0 53 .4600 0 57,934,507
40 314 .000 Turbogenerator$ - Electric 38,116,999 0 S1-4600 0 10.377.348
41 315 .000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 16,557,651 0 53 .4600 0 8 .851,720
42 316 .000 Miecl Plant Equipment - Electric 3,744,468 0 53 .4600 0 2,001,793

43 Total $ 182 .795,257 5 0 $ 0 $ 97,722 .345

Production-Hawthorn 6 CO~1neC cycl
44 311 .000 Structures - H6 $ 2,967 $ 0 53 .4600 $ 0 6 1,506
45 315 .000 Accessory Equip - H6 216,179 0 53 .4600 0 115,569
46 341 .000 Other Prod - Structures H6 154,046 0 53 .4600 0 82.353
47 342 .000 Pther Prod - Fuel Holders 1,068,454 0 53 .4600 0 $71.196
48 344 .000 Other Production - Generators 96 40 .951,064 0 53 .4600 0 21,892,439
49 345 .000 Other Prod - Accessory Equip - H6 11371,550 0 53 .4600 0 733.231

50 Total $ 43,764,260 - -$ 0 $ 0 S 23,196,374



Line

	

Total

	

Total Cc

	

Alloc

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted
No AcCt Description

	

Company

	

Adjustment Factor Adjustment

Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .
Case : E8-06-314C

12-Months Erded Deember 31, 2D05

Total Plant in Service

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 3

Williams
16:19 0910512006

Accounting Schedule : 3-l

Jurisdictional

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 5 of 59)

IA)

PrOdUctl=-Hawthorn 9 Combined Cycl

(H) (C) (D) (E) (P)

51 311,000 Structures 6 Improv - H9 S 1,266,915 S 0 53 .4600 $ 0 3 1,746,491
52 312 .000 Boils Plant Equip - H9 43 .350 .116 0 53.4600 0 22,105 .772
53 314 .000 Turbogenerators - N9 35,064,067 0 53.4600 0 8,480.930
54 315 .000 Accessory Equipment - H9 12,588 .646 0 53.4600 0 6,729.090
55 316 .000 Niscl A2 pit Equip - H9 225 .288 0 53 .4600 0 120,439

56 Total
-------------

$ 73.295.032
-------------

S 0
------ ------
$ 0

------------

S 39,183 .524

Production-Fortheast Station
57 315.000 Accessory Equip - NE $ 111.815 6 0 53 .4600 $ 0 S 59.776
58 316.000 Hiscl Plant Equip - NE 16,955 0 53 .4600 0 9.064
59 340.000 Other Production - Land NE 136,550 0 53.4600 0 73,000
60 342 .000 Other Prod - Puel Molders NE 1,283,424 0 53 .4600 0 686,118
61 344.000 Other Prod - Generators NE 38,657,670 0 53 .4600 0 20,666 .190
62 345.000 Other Prod - Accessory Equip - NE 5,137,094 0 53 .4600 0 2.746 .290

6) Total $ 45,343,508 6 0

---------

'$ 0 S 24.240.638

Other Prod Hawthorn Units 7 6 0

64 311 .000 Structures - H748 5 13,234 $ 0 53 .4600 $ 0 $ 7.075
65 341 .000 Other Prod - Structures - N768 763.408 0 53 .4600 0 408.118
66 342 .000 Other Prod - Fuel Holders H766 3,435,764 a 53 .4600 0 1.036.759
61 344 .000 Other Prod - Generators - H76B 46,063,662 0 53.4600 0 24,625 .634
68 345 .000 Other Prod - Access Equip - H768 2,094.772 0 53 .4600 O 1,119 .865

69 Total 5 52,370 .840 -$ 0 $ 0 $ 27,997 .451

Prod Other-Heat Gsrdner 1, 2, 3 6 4
10 316 .000 Niscl Plant EWip - Electric 5 3,642 S 0 53.4600 6 0 $ 1,947
71 340 .000 Other Prod - Land 177,636 0 53 .4600 0 95,071
72 341 .000 Other Prod - Structures W 2,072.122 0 53 .4600 0 1,107,756
73 342 .000 Other Prod - Fuel Holders wG 2,966.583 0 53 .4600 0 1,596,627
74 344 .000 Other Prod - Generators LG 109,347 .040 0 53 .4600 0 58.456 .928

75 345 .000 Other Prod - Access Equip - WG 4,226,773 0 53 .4600 0 2,259,633

76 Total $ 118,813.996 $ 0 $ 0 $ 63,517,962



Kansa6 City POwe[ 6 Light CO .

CA. : HR-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Total Plant in Service
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Sehedule : 3

williame

16419 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedwle, 3-4

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 6 of 59)

No Acct Description Company Adjustment Factor Adjustment Jurisdictional

------------------------------

(A) --(B -- -- - .--(C) 40) (E) (PI

Prod Other-Miami/oeawetoaie 1

77 340 .000 Other Prod - Land M/08 $ 694,545 S 0 53 .4600 $ 0 $ 371,304

78 341 .000 other Prod - Structure8 M/0a 1,496,067 0 53 .4600 0 799,797

79 342.000 Other Prod - Puel Holders M/OS 1,992,551 0 53 .4600 0 1.065 .218

80 344 .000 Other Prod - Generatorm M/09 26.392.196 0 53.4600 0 14,002,398

81 345 .000 Other Prod - Accessory Equip - M/0a 1,112 .901 0 53.4600 0 594,987
----- -----

82 Total $ 31,488 .260 $ 0 -

-------

$ 0 $ 16,833,624

Prod Plt-HUclear-Wolf Creek

83 320 .000 Land 6 Land Rights $ 3 .411 .585 6 0 53 .4600 $ 0 $ 1,023,033

$4 331 .000 Structures 8 Smpr~emant6 398,996.877 0 53 .4600 0 213,103 .130

05 321 .010 Structures 197 Gr Up AFC Ele 19.168 .175 a 100.0000 0 19.168,175

86 322.000 Reactor Plant Pquipmant 63$ .266 .768 0 53 .4600 0 139,611 .614

$1 322 .010 Reactor - An or up AM 49,326,298 0 100 . 3000 0 49.124 .299

06 323 .000 7urhogenecator Units 165 .896 .036 0 53.4600 0 86,604 .021

89 323 .010 3urhogenerator Mp GR Op AM 5.051,539 0 100 .0000 0 5 .851.539

90 324 .000 Mcessory Electric Equipment 132.569 .380 0 53 .4600 a 70,871,595

91 324 .010 Accessory Equip - MO Cr Up AFDC 6,544 .224 0 100 .0000 0 6,544 .224

92 325.000 Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment 69 .184 .197 0 53 .4600 0 36,905.872

93 325 .010 Misel Pit Equip - AD Gr Up AFDC 1,164.439 O 100.0000 0 1,164.439

94 320.000 Disallow - Mo Gr Up AFDC (6,470,3011 0 100 .0000 0 (8,474,301)

95 328 .010 MPSC Disallow - loot (136,514,958) 0 53 .4600 0 (72,960 .697)
- --- ------

96 Total

---- --------

$1.342,384,267

----

' -

------

$ 0

-------------

$ 0 6 751,082,142

Production Plant - wind Generation

97 341 .000 Structures 6 Improvements $ 0 6 0 53 .4600 $ 0 5 0

98 344 .000 Generator Equipment 0 0 53 .4600 0 0

99 345 .000 Accessory Electric Pquipment 0 0 53 .4600 0 0

100 Total $ 0 8 a $ 0 $ 0



Kansas City Porer 4 Light Co .

Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deembet 31, 2005

Total Plant in Service

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 3

williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

Line

	

Total

	

Total Cc

	

Alloc

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

NO Acct Description

	

Company

	

Adjustment Factor Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

Accounting Schedule : 1-5

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 7-of 59)

(A)

Production Non-Unit Facilities

IS) (C) ID) (E) (F)

101 310 .000 farad and Land Rights $ 146,900 $ 0 53 .4600 $ 0 S 79,602

102 311 .000 Structures 6 Impcu"ementa 1,070,200 0 53 .4600 0 572,129

103 311 .010 Structures a Impro9sXaotS 245,144 0 53 .4600 0 131,054

104 312 .000 Boiler Plant equipment 647,003 0 53,4600 0 345,088

IDS 315 .000 T"bogeneretar Units 24,948 0 53 .4600 0 13,337

106 316 .000 Miscellaneous Equipment 3.725,904 0 53 .4600 0 1,991,869

107 Total $ 5,862,099 -$ 0 $ 0 6 3,133,878

Transmission Plant

IDS 350 .000 Land $ 1,521,900 S 0 53 .460D 5 0 8 813,605

109 15D.010 Land Rights 23,908,109 0 53 .4600 0 12,246,675

110 350.020 Land lights - felt Creek 355 0 53 .4600 0 190

111 352 .000 Structures a Impro9enente 4,146,817 0 53 .4600 a 2 .217,956

112 352 .010 structures 6 Ieprw - Wolf Creek 250,476 0 53 .4600 0 133,904

113 352 .020 Stret a Inprv-Wlecrk-Mo Or Up 15,694 0 100.0000 0 15,694

114 353 .000 Station Equipment 115.135 .016 0 53.4600 0 61.551,100

115 353 .010 Station Equip - wolf Creek 9,717,857 0 53 .4600 0 5,195,166

116 353 .020 Star Equip-wlf Crk No Or Up $50 .231 0 100.0000 0 558,231

117 353 .030 Station Equip - Communication, 61154,502 0 53 .4600 0 3,290 .197

118 354.000 Tow'erm 6 Fixtures 4,029,692 0 53 .4600 0 2,154,273

119 355.000 Poles 6 Fixtures 96,595 .354 0 $3 .4600 0 51,639 .876

120 355.010 Poles 6 Fixtures - Wolf Creek 58,255 0 53 .4600 0 31,143

121 355 .020 Poles 6 Fix - wlf Crk Ho Or Up 3 .506 0 100.0000 0 3.506

122 356 .000 Overhead Conductors a Device, 77,931,838 0 53 .4600 0 41,662,361

123 356 .010 Ovrhd Cond a Dev - Wolf Creek 39,418 0 53 .4600 0 21,073

124 356 .020 Ovrhd Cond-Dev-Wlf Crk-6b Or up 2,552 0 100 .0000 0 2 .SS2

125 3$7.000 Underground Conduit 3,080 .287 0 53 .4600 0 1,646,721

126 158.000 Unlecge0und Conductors 6 Devices 3,822 .714 0 53 .4600 a
-------------

1,509,025

137 Total

-------------

$ 344,974,577

------- -----

$ 0 $ 0 $ 164,693 .333



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-MDnths Ended Deember 31, 2005

Total Plant in Service

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : I

williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Line

	

Total

	

Total Co

	

wllcC

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

Accounting schedule : 3-6

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 8 of 59)

No Acct Description

(A)

Crn¢any

(B)

Adjustment

(C)

Factor Adjustment

!D) (E)

Jurisdictional

(F)

Distribution Plant
120 360.000 Land S 7,941,$83 $ 0 45.4074 $ 0 $ 3,606.203
129 360 .010 Land Rights 15,219,128 0 59.2017 0 9,009,983
130 361.000 Structures 6 improvements 10,142,752 0 50.8611 0 5,158,817
III 362.000 station Equipment 140,966,485 a 57.3875 0 $0.897,142
132 362.030 Station Equip - C.:swnicatione 3,446,2$9 0 52.5651 0 1.812.545
113 164 .000 poles. Towers 6 Fixtures 214,749,475 0 54 .0095 0 115.985 .118
134 165 .000 Warhead Conductors 6 Devices 176,132.351 0 55 .6200 0 97,964,814
135 366 .000 underground Conduit 139,593,054 0 53 .1195 0 74,151,132
136 367 .000 Underground C=EUctere a Devices 106,730,908 0 50 .4985 0 154.894,508
137 368 .000 Lina Transformers 206,335,660 0 58 .1300 0 119,942,919
138 369 .000 SRrPLCe6 76,294,$64 0 51.5242 0 40.340.002
139 370 .000 Meter& 94,783 .673 0 54 .8400 0 46,495,366
140 311 .000 Installation On L1Lstomera` Premises 9 .400 .985 0 73.7253 0 6 .910.904
141 373 .000 Street Lighting c Signal Systems 34,405,229 0 21.0904 0 7,257,044

142 Total $1,428,146,736 3 - - 0 -$ 0 $ 764 .446 .297



Masas City Power 6 Light Co .

gaae : Em-06-314C

12-MOnth7 Ended DeeN9er 31, 2005

Total Plan : in Service

Schedule DAF-10

ACCGUntlng Schedule : 3

Williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

Lima
-_"_

.

	

_________"- .___--_- ._""___-____"--'"Total -_____

__-Total Cc _____-Alloc

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

MO Mot Description

	

Company

	

Adjustment Factor Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

Accounting schedule : 3-7

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 9 of59)

IA)

General Plant

AD) AM AD) M 1171

143 339.000 Land 6 Land Eighty $ 2,252,136 $ 0 53 .9790 5 0 $ 1,215 .6 " 0

144 390 .000 Structures 6 IiprOve.ents 51.252,896 0 53.9790 0 27,665,801

145 390 .030 Strict 6 Imprv Leamehold (W.fill BB,945 0 53.9790 0 40,012

346 390.020 Strict 6 I .prv-Leafhold (1201 Hal) 1,666,354 0 53 .9790 0 899,481

347 390.030 Struct 6 IMPrv-LeaBehold (801 Char) 1,668,623 0 53 .9790 0 900,706

140 390.000 Struct 6 I.prv-Leaeehold (Marshal) 123,334 0 53 .9790 0 66,574

149 391.000 Office Purniture a 8quipmenc 10,203,323 0 53 .9790 0 5,507 .652

150 391.010 Off Furniture 6 Equip - lblf Creek 2,563 .588 0 53 .9790 0 1,303,799

151 391 .020 Off trnituTt 6 Equip - Cwputer 103 .259 0 53 .9790 0 55.718

152 392 .000 Transportation Equipment 731 .815 0 53 .9790 0 395,024

153 392 .010 Trance Equip - Light Trucks 13,007,188 0 53 .9790 O 7,021,150

154 392 .000 Trans Equip - Heavy Trucks 13,360,548 0 53 .9790 0 7,211,890

155 392 .030 Trans Equip - Tractors 545,050 0 53 .9790 0 294.213

156 392 .040 bans Equip - Trailer . 1,125,524 0 53 .9790 0 607,547

157 393 .000 Stores Equipment 666.859 0 53 .9790 0 359,964

158 394 .000 Tools, Shop, 6 Garage Equipment 3,196,940 0 53 .9790 0 1.725,676

159 395 .000 La1horatory Equipment 4,731.962 0 53 .9790 0 2,554 .266

160 396.000 Power Operated Equipment 11,019,967 0 53 .9790 0 5,947 .920

161 397.000 Communication Equipment 76,369,676 0 53 .9790 0 41,234,384

162 397,010 Communications Equip - Holt Creek 143,390 0 53 .9790 0 77,400

163 397 .020 Comm equip-wlf Crk MG are Op 9,280 0 53 .9790 0 5.009

164 39B .D00 Miscellenctue Equipment 206,267 0 53 .9790 0 111.341

-------------

165 Total

-------------

$ 195,055,926

-------------

$ 0

-------------

$ 0 $ 105.289 .237

166 Total Plant In Service $4,994 .377,044 $ (13,009 .076) $ 0 $2,494,603,608



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co,
Came : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustmnte to Total Plant

Adj

	

Total Cc

	

M0 Juria
Adjustment

...................u .. ...... . .... . .. ........................... ........................ ..............

1 . To adjust the plant-in-ae"ice balances to refelect Staff's

	

(: (10 .701,729)
recalculation of the AFIIDC associated with the rebuild of
Hawthorn S.
(William)

recalculation of the AFIIDC associated with the rebuild of
Ravthorn 5 .

(William)

recalculation of the AFODC associated with the rebuild of
Hawthorn 6 .
(William)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 4
Williama
16 :19 09/05/7006

Accounting Schedule : 4-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 10 of59)

Ho Description Adjuetasnt

Structures - H 5 Rebuild P-2 $ (405,160)

1. To adjust the plant-in-service balances to refelstt Staff's 5 (405 .160)
re0alwlati" Of the AFDDO associated with the rebuild of
Hawthorn S .

(Williamsl

Boiler Plant - H5 Rebuild P-5 $ 110.701,729)

Accessory Equip - HS Rebuild P-s S (1 .797,517)

1 . To adjust the plant-in-service balances to retelect Staff's S (1,797,517)

Miscellaneous Equip - HS Rebuild P-10 9 (104,671)

1. To adjust the plant-in-service balances to refelect Staff's $ (104,671)



Moses City Fever 6 Light Co .

Case : aR-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Expense

Lim

	

Adjusted Depreciation Depreciation

No Acct

	

Description

	

Jurisdictional Rate

	

Expense

-----------------

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 5

William$

16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 5-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 11 of59)

--------------------------------------- ----------
(A) (B)

----------------------------------------------------------
(C) (D)

Intangible Plant

1 301.000 Organization $ 38,965 0 .0000 $ 0
2 302.000 Franchisee L Cements 22,937 0 .0000 0
3 303.000 Miscellaneous Intangible Plant 429,113 0 .0000 0
4 303.200 Miacl Intangible Pit - Syr Software 19,812,899 0 .0000 0

5 3030 .300 Miscl Intangible Plt-10yr Software 26,730,883 0 .0000 0

6 301.050 Miscl Intang Plt-WC Syr Software 4,560,404 0 .0000 0

7 Total -5 51 .595 .201

-------------

$ 0

YzOducclon-Stn-RawU1oLD unit 5
0 310.000 hand 6 Land Rights $ 431,572 0 .0000 $ 0
9 311 .000 Structures 6 IeprcVsments 13.109,982 1 .8700 226.457

20 311,020 structures - M 5 Rebuild 4,553,790 1 .8700 85,156

11 312 .000 Boiler Plant equipment 22,090,582 2 .3500 519.129

12 112 .020 Boiler ADC Equip - Electric 91,165 3-3500 2,142
13 312.030 Boiler Plant - BS Rebuild 120,281.819 2 .3500 2,826,623
14 314 .000 Turbogenerator Units 38,976,628 2 .1800 927,644

1S 315.000 Accessory Electric Squipaent 2,219,639 2 .2600 50,164
16 315 .010 Accessory Equip - H5 Rebuild 20,203,148 2 .2600 456,391

17 316 .000 Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment 4,151,813 2 .8000 116,251

18 316.010 Miscellaneous Equip - R5 Rebuild 1,176 .449 2 .8000 32,941

Total

-------------

$ 236,206,577

-------------

$ 5,243,090

Produetisn-Stn-Satan I

20 310 .000 Land $ 1 .985 .208 0.0000 $ a

21 311 .000 9ttuctures 6 IOprovement9 11,207,971 1.8700 209.589

22 312.000 Boiler Plant Equip - Electric 85,464,916 2.3500 2,009,426

23 314 .000 TurbogeneratorS - BleetriC 22,965 .286 2 .3800 546,574

24 315 .000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 14,731,558 2.2600 332,933

25 316 .000 Mi8CI Plant Equipment - Electric 2,284.584 2.6000 63,968

26 Total $ 130,639 .523 $ 3,161,490



Line

	

Adjusted Depreciation Depreciation

No Acct

	

Description

	

Jurisdictional Rate

	

Expense
-----------

Kansas City Power 6 Light CO .

Case : ER-06-314C

17-Honths Eked ueemher 31', 2005

Depreciation Expense

Accounting Schedule : 5

Williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 5-2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 12 of 59)

-----------------------------------------------------
(A)

Production-Stm-Lecygne 1 6 2

--------

(81 (C)

----------------------------- ----------------

(D)

27 310 .000 Land $ 1 .416,696 0 .0000 $ - 0

28 311 .000 $tructores a Improvements 11.933,104 1 .6700 223.149

29 312.000 Boiler Plant Equipment " Electric 98,310,190 2 .3500 2,310.269

30 312.010 Boiler Pit - Unit Train Electric 68,987 2 .3500 1 .621

31 312.002 Boiler Plant ADC Equipment - Elect 17,974.457 2 .3soo 420,050

32 314 .000 Turbogeneracdr Plant - Electric 29,489,629 2 .3800 701,853

33 315.000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 14,202,499 2 .2600 320.976

34 315 .200 Accessory Equipment - Electric 7,655 2 .2600 173

35 316 .000 Mi9Cle Plat Equipment - Electric 2,502,285 2 .8000 v 70.064

36 Total $ 17S,825,502 $ 4,048,175

Production Stm-Montrose 1, 2 6 3

31 310 .000 Land 6 752 .098 0 .0000 6 0

38 311 .000 Structures - Electric 7,804,879 1.8700 145,951

39 312 .000 Boiler Plant Equipment - Electric 57,934,507 2 .3500 1,361,461

40 314 .000 Turhogenerecors - Electric 20,377 .348 2.3800 404 .981

41 215 .000 Aeeeasory Equipment - Electric B,451 .720 2 .2600 200,049

42 316 .000 Miscl Plant Equipment - electric 2 .001 .793 2.8000 56 .050

43 Total -$ 97,722,345 $ 3,248,492

production-Hawthorn 6 Combined Cycl

44 311 .000 Structures - H6 1,586 1 .8700 $ 30

45 315 .000 Accessory equip - H6 115.569 2 .2600 7.612

46 341 .000 Other Prod - Structures H6 82 .353 1 .7400 1,433

47 347 .000 Pther Prod - Fuel Holders 571,196 2 .8600 16,336

48 344 .000 Other Production - Generators H6 21,892,439 2.9400 643 .638

49 245.000 Other Prod - accessory Equip - H6 733.23L 2 .8600 20,970
-------------

50 Total

-------------

$ 23,396,374 $ 685,019



Kansas City Pouer 6 Light Co .

Casa : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Ceenber 31, 2005

Depreciation hp..

-Line

	

Adjusted Depreciation Depreciation

No met

	

Description

	

Jurisdictional Rate

	

Rxpaeae

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 5

williame

16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 5-3

Schedule DAY-10 (Page 13 of 59)

-------------- --------- ----------------- ------------
IA) (a)

----------------------------------------

IC)

------------------

(D)

Production-Hawthorn 9 Combined Lycl

51 311 .000 Structures 6 lmprov - H9 3 1,746,493 1 .8700 $ 32 .559

52 312 .000 Doile Plant Equip - H9 22,105 .772 2 .3500 519,486

53 314 .000 Turbogenerators - H9 6 .480 .930 2 .3800 201,846

54 315 .000 Accessory Equipment - N9 6 .729 .090 2 .2600 152,096

55 316 .000 Miecl Pwr Plt Equip - H9 120,439 2 .8000 3 .372
-------------

56 Total

-------------

6 39 .183 .524 $ 909,459

Production-Northeast Station

57 315 .000 Accessory Equip - 31E 5 S9,776 2 .2600 $ 1,351

50 316 .000 Miacl Plant Equip - NE 9 .064 2 .8000 254

59 340.000 Other Production - Land NC 73,000 0 .0000 0

60 342.000 Other Prod - Fuel Holders NE 686,118 2.8600 19.623

61 344 .000 Other Prod - Generators NE 20 .666 .390 2 .9400 607.592

62 345 .000 Other Prod - Accessory Equip - NE 2 .746 .290 2 .6600 78 .544
-------------

63 Total

---------

$ 24,240,638 5 707,364

Other Prod Hawthorn unit . 7 6 8

64 311 .000 SGTUCrureS - H768 $ 7,075 1 .6700 $ 132

64 341 .000 Other Prod - StMCCureg - H76S 406,116 1.7400 7.101

66 342 .000 Other Prod - Fuel Holders H716 1,036 .759 2 .6600 52.531

67 344 .000 Other Prod - Generator . - H766 24,625,624 2 .9400 723 .994

68 345 .000 Other Prod - Access Equip - M769 1,119,865 2.6600 32.028

-------------

69 Total

-------------

$ 27,997,451 $ 815 .796

Prod Other-Neat Gerdner 1, 2, 3 6 4

70 316 .000 Misol Plant Equip - Electric $ 1,947 2 .6000 $ 55

11 340.000 Other Prod - Land 95,071 0 .0000 0

12 341.000 Other Prod - Stru turee wG 1,107,756 1 .7400 19,275

73 342 .000 Other Prod - PUel Holders WO 1,596,627 2.8600 45,664

74 344 .000 Other Prod - Generators NG 58,456,928 2 .9400 1,710,634

75 345.000 Other Prod - AcCeR$ Equip - WG 2,259,633 2 .8600 64,626

-------------

76 Total

-------------

$ 63,317,962 5 1,048,254



Kansas City Dower 6 Light Co .

Cast : ER-06-314C

12-nonthe Ended DeeMer 31 . 2005

Depreciation Expense

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 5

William$

16 :19 09/05/2006

Lien

	

Adjusted Depreciation Depreciation

12o Acct

	

Description

	

Jurisdictional Rate

	

Expense

Accounting Schedule : 5-4

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 14 of 59)

------------------------ -----------------------------
(A) (a) (C)

------------------------------------------------------------------------
(D)

Prod Ocher-Miemi/Osavatosie 1
77 340 .000 Other Prod - Land M/08 $ 371,304 0 .0000 $ 0

78 341.000 Other Prod - Structures M/OS 799,797 1 .7400 13,916

79 342.000 Other Prod - Fuel Holders 9/0s 1,065,218 2 .6600 30,465

60 344 .000 Other Ptod - Generator, M/Oa 14,OD2,348 2 .9400 411,669

81 345 .000 Other Prod - Accessory Equip - M/0$ 594,957 2 .6600 17,016

82 Total $ 16,033,624 $ 473,066

Prod Plt-Nuclear-Wolf Creek

83 320.000 hand G Land Rights $ L,B23,933 0 .0000 $ 0

84 321.000 Structures 6 lap~emants 213,303,730 1 .7S0o 3,732,415

85 321 .010 Structures M Or Up AFC ale 19,166,175 1 .7500 335.443

86 322 .000 Reactor Plant Equipment 339 .613 .614 1.7600 3,977,200

87 322 .010 Reactor - M 0r Up ~ 49,326,290 1.7600 868.143

80 323 .000 T3+rbogenerator Unite 80,608 .021 1.7000 1,507 .696

89 323 .010 Turbogenerator Mo OR Up AFDC 5,851.539 1.7000 99,476

90 324 .000 Accessory Electric Equipment 70.071,595 1.6800 1.190 .643

91 324 .010 Accessory Equip - M Or Up AFDC 6,544,224 1.6800 109,943

92 325 .000 Miscellaneous power plant Equipment 36,985,972 1.6500 610 .267

93 325 .010 M1ec1 Pit Equip - MO Or Up AFDC 1,164,439 1 .6500 19,213

94 328 .000 Dieellov - Wo Gr Up AFDC (0,478,301) 1 .6900 1142 .435)

95 328 .010 34PSC Disallow - 100% (72,900 .897) 1 .6800 (1 .226,079)

96 Total

-------------

$ 7S1 .B02,142

----------

S 13 .052,325

Production Plant - Wind Generation

97 341 .000 Structures 6 Improvements S 0 5.0000 $ 0

98 344 .000 GOMrAtcr Equipment 0 5.0000 0

99 345.000 Accessory Electric Egoipemt 0 5 .0000 0

100 Total $ o $ 0



Yanaae City Power 6 Light Co .

Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deemher 31, 2005

Depreciation 9tpanse

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 5

Williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting schedule : 5-5

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 15 of 54)

production Non-Unit Facilities

101 310 .000 Land and Land Rights 6 79.602 0 .0000 6 0

102 311,000 Structures 6 Lmprovamente 572,129 1 .8700 10,699

103 311.010 Structures 6 Improvements 131,054 1 .8700 2,451

104 312.000 Boiler Plant Equipment 345,8Ba 2 .3500 8,128

105 315 .000 Turbcgenerator Units 13,337 2 .2600 )01

106 316 .000 Mlacellaneous Equipment 1,991,868 2 .8000 55,772

-------------

107 Total

-------------

S 3 .133 .978 a 77 .351

TranamisaLon Plant

108 350 .000 Land $ 613,608 0.0000 $ 0

109 350 .010 Land Rights 12.246,615 0.0000 0

110 350.020 Land Rights - W01f Creek 190 0.0000 D

111 352 .000 Structures 6 Improvement, 2,217,958 1.6900 37,483

112 352 .010 Structures 6 I,pro, - hull Creek 133,904 1.6900 2,263

113 352 .020 Stret 6 Imptv-WIfCrk-MO Or Up 15,694 1.6900 265

114 353 .000 Station Equipment 61,551,180 1 .9700 1,212,558

115 353 .010 Station Equip - Moll Creek 5,195,166 1.9700 102,345

116 353 .020 Stet Equip-Wlf Crk Mo Or Up 558,231 1 .9700 10,997

117 353 .030 Station Equip - COmrunications 3,290,197 1 .9700 64 .817

11B 354.000 iOwere 6 Fixtures 2,154.273 1 .8200 39 .208

119 355.000 Poles 6 Fixtures 51,639,876 2 .2900 1 .182,551

120 355 .010 Poles 6 Fixtures - Wolf Creek 31.143 2 .2900 713

121 355 .020 P0163 6 Fix - Wlt Crk Mo Or Up 3,506 2 .2900 BO

122 356 .000 Overhead Conductors 6 Devices 41,662,361 0 .8200 341,631

123 3$6 .010 Ovrhd Cond 6 Dev - Wolf Creek 21,073 0 .8200 173

124 356 .020 Ovr1W Cd~d-Dev-Wlf Crk-MO Or Up 2,552 0 .0200 21

125 357 .000 Underground Conduit 1,646,721 1 .6700 27 .500

126 358.000 Underground Conductors 6 Devices 1,509.025 1.6700 25,201
------------

127 Total -------------$ 184.693 .333 $ 3,047,800

Adjusted Depreciation pepreciation

Acct Description Juriedictional Rate Expense

(AI (al (C) (DI



Line

------------------___ .------------------__--------gusted

------Dip-leietion --------iat-O- --------------------------
No Acct

	

Description

	

Jurisdictional Rate

	

Expense

Fansas City PD~et 6 Light Co .
Came, ER-06-314C

12-Montha Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Expense

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 5
William.
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 5-6

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 16 of 59)

------------------- -------------- ------------------------------ -------------------------------------------------------------
(A)

Distriaution Plant

(B) (C) (D)

128 360 .000 land $ 3,606.203 0 .0000 S 0
129 360 .010 Land Rights 9,009.983 0.0000 0
130 361 .000 Structures 6 la~p~ements 5,156,017 1.7000 $7,700
131 362.000 Station Equipment 80,897,142 1.9100 1 .545.135
132 362.030 Station Equip - Communications 1,011,545 1.9100 34,601
133 364.000 Poles, Tourer. 6 Fixtures 115,985 .118 2.1800 2,528 .476
134 365.000 Overhead Conductors 6 Devices 97.964 .618 1.7BDO 1,743,774
135 366.000 Underground Conduit 74,151,132 1 .9500 1,445.947
136 367.000 Underground Conductor. 6 Devices 154.899,508 1 .6000 2,470,312
131 368 .000 Line Transformers 119,942,919 3 .0000 3,598,2$6
130 369 .000 Services 40.340.802 3 .9300 1.585,394
139 370 .000 Meters 46 .495 .366 1.7700 822,968
140 371 .000 Installation On Customers' Premises 6,930,904 4 .2800 296,643
141 373 .000 Street Lighting 6 Signal Systems 7,257,044 5 .0000 362,852

142 Total
-------------

$ 764 .446,297

------------

$ 16,530,090



Kansas City Fbwer a Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Expense

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 5
William
16 :19 09!05(2006

Line

	

- Adjusted Depreciation Depreciation
No Acct

	

Description

	

Jurisdictional Rate

	

Expense

. .o. . . . . .u . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . ... . . . . .. . . . ..... . . . . . . .... . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .. .I . . . ..oo...u.. . . .
166

	

Total Depreciation Expense

	

$2.694.683,608

	

$

	

56.700.941

Accounting Schedule : 5-7

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 17 of 59)

General

---IAI

Plant

-(B) (C) !D)

143 389 .000 Land 6 Land Rights $ 1,215.680 0.0000 1; 0
144 390 .000 Struoturee c Inprovem00t$ 27,665,BD1 1.7000 470 .319
145 390.010 Struct 6 Inprv Leasehold (Bonfil) 48,012 1.7000 816
146 390 .020 Struct 6 IMr9-Leasehold (1201 Wall 899,481 1 .7000 15,291
147 390 .030 Struct 6 Imprv-Leasehold (001 Char) 900 .706 1 .7000 15,312
149 390 .040 Struct 6 Imprv-Leasehold (Marehal) 66,574 1 .7000 1,132
149 391 .000 Office F1lrniture 6 Equipment 5 .507,652 3 .4500 190,014
150 391 .010 Off furniture 6 Equip - Wolf Creek 1 .383 .799 3 .4500 47,741
151 391 .020 Off Wrnitvre 6 Equip - ConpOtar 55,738 3.4500 1.923
152 '392 .000 Transportation Equipment 395 .026 7 .7500 30.615
153 392 .010 Trans Equip - Light Trucks 7,021,150 7 .7500 544,139
154 392 .000 Trans Equip - Heavy Trucks 7,211,890 7 .7500 558,921
155 392 .030 Trans Equip - Tractors 294 .213 7 .7500 22 .802
156 392 .040 Trans Equip - Trailers 607 .547 7 .7500 47,085
157 393 .000 Stores Equipment 359,964 3 .3300 11,987
150 394 .000 Tools, Shop, a Garage Equipment 1,725,676 2.4500 42,279
155 395 .000 oratory Equipment 2.554 .266 3 .2600 83.369
160 396 .000 Power Operated Equipment 5,947,928 6.0300 358,660
161 397 .000 CD~nimtiOn Equipment 41.234 .384 3 .3300 1,373,105
162 397 .010 Communications Equip - Wolf Creek 77,400 3 .3300 2,577
163 397 .020 Comm Equip-Wlf Ctk M0 Ore up 5,009 3 .3300 167
164 398 .000 Miscellaneous Equipment 111,341 4 .5000 5,010

165 Total
-------------

S 105,289,237
-------------

S 3,023 .164



Line

	

Total

	

Total CO

	

All..

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

NO Acct nescripcion

	

Company

	

Adjustment Pactor Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

Ka:nSAS City Power 6 Light Co .

Case : BR-06-314C
12-Monthe Ended Ueember 31, 2005

Depreciation Reserve

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 6
Williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 6-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 18 of 59)

_----_----
--IA1

_-

Intangible plant

__----- -

(a)
--~-)

--_ _--

----

--------161 ___---_
(P)

1 303 .010 MiGC1 Intang Pit - Like 353 $ 119,654 $ 0 53 .9790 $ 0 5 64,588

2 303,020 Miacl Intang Plt - 5 yr Software 28,122,799 0 53 .9790 0 15,180 .406

3 303 .030 HiSCl Intang Plt - 10 yr Software 36,288 .741 0 53 .9790 0 19,580,300

4 103 .050 Miscl Too Plt-vuE Crk 5 yr Software 7 .875 .958 0 53 .9790 a 4,251 .363

Total $ 72,401,152 $- 0 $- - 0 $ 39.084,657

Prod Steam - Hawthorn 5
6 311.000 Structures a Improvements 7,396.089 6 0 $2 .4600 5 0 $ 3,953,949

7 311.020 Pr-Struct-Harthore 5 Rebuild 7,203.506 125,2701 53 .4600 0 R-1 3 .837.485

8 312 .000 Boiler Plant equipment (17,432,235) 0 53 .4600 0 0.319.273)

9 312 .020 St. Pr-Boiler AOC Equip 10 .789 0 51.4600 0 5.768

1D 312 .030 Boiler Hawthorn S Rebuild 182,142,233 (675,416) 53.4600 0 R-2 97,012,160

11 314 .000 Turbogenerator Units 19.654,612 0 53 .4600 0 10.507,356

12 315 .000 Accessory Electric Equipment 14 .684 .4711 0 53 .4600 0 (2 .504 .318)

13 315 .O1D Access Hawthorn 5 Rebuild 30,356 .135 (111,7951 53 .4600 0 R-3 16,168 .624

14 316 .000 Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment 3,285.604 0 53 .4600 0 1 .756.484

15 316 .010 Wool [qp Harsh S Rebuild 1.775,515 (6,581) 53.4600 0
-------------

R-4 947.276
-------------

16 Total S 229,710,777 $ (019 .063) $ 0 $ 122,365 .511

Prod Steam - later, I
17 311 .000 Structures a Imprvementa $ 13,013,845 $ 0 53 .4600 $ 0 $ 6,957,202

18 312.000 Boiler Pit Equip - Electric 129,1",652 0 53 .4600 0 69,051 .423

19 314 .000 Turbogenerators - Electric 29,817,942 0 53 .4600 0 15,940,612

20 315 .000 Accessory Equip - Electric 10,639 .612 0 53 .4600 0 5,687,937

21 316 .000 Mi901 Pwr Pit Equipment - electric 2,386,192 0 53 .4600 0 1,275.658

$------_-"___
$_____

22 Total $ 185,022.243
0

6 98 .912 .892



Kaneaa City Fowr 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-D6-314C

12-Month. Ended Deemher 31 . 2005

Depreciation Reserve

Line

	

--___

	

"""-__.-_--" ..""""""" .______________Total _--_______Total
Cc

.____-Allot
-- Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted
17a Acct Description

	

C-yany

	

Adjustment Factor Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 6
William.
16119 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 6-2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 19 of 59)

---------------------------------------------------------------------------
(A)

Prod Ste - Lacygne 1 6 2

(BI (C)
-------------- ----------------

(D) (E)
------------------

(p

23 311 .000 Structures a Improvements $ 12,553,795 $ 0 53 .4600 9 a $ 6,711.232
24 312 .000 Boiler Pit Equipment - Electric 130,688,123 0 53 .4600 0 69 .865 .071
25 312 .010 Boiler Pit - Unit Train - Electric 129 .045 0 53 .4600 0 68,987
26 312 .020 Boiler Pit - AQC Equip - Electric 40,796 .646 0 53 .4600 0 21,809,607
21 314 .000 Turhogenerator - Electric 28,030 .668 0 53 .4600 0 14,974,503
20 315 .000 Accessory Equip - Electric 12,378 .468 0 $3 .4600 0 6,564.069
29 115 .020 Accessory Equipment - Electric 1.116 0 53 .4600 a S97
30 316 .000 Miscl Put Pit Equip - Electric 2,262.793 0 53 .4600 0 1,209.609

-31 Total S 226 .720 .604 $ -0 $ 0 S 121.204,835

Prod steam - MPntreaa 1, 2 6 3
32 311 .000 Structures 6 Improvements $ 6,727.016 $ 0 53 .4600 $ 0 $ 3,596,263
33 312 .000 Boiler Pit Equipment - Electric 62,340 .827 0 53 .4600 0 33,327,406
34 314 .000 Turhogenerstor - elacerie 18.613 .741 0 53 .4600 0 9 .950 .371
35 315 .000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 6,316.121 0 53 .4600 0 3 .408 .674
36 316 .000 Miscl Pwr Pint Equip - Electric 1,584.173 0 53.4600 0

-------------
$47,219

-------------
37 Total

-------------
$ 95,641,476

-------------
$ 0 S 0 S 51,129 .933

Prod Stm/Other-Hawthorn 6 Comb Cycl
3S 311 .000 Structures 6 Iuprwemente $ 353 $ 0 53 .4600 5 0 $ 1es
39 315 .000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 14 .162 0 53 .4600 0 7,571
40 341 .000 Other Structures 6 Improvement 28 .061 0 53 .4600 0 15 .001
41 342 .000 Other - Fuel Molders - Electric 214 .444 0 53 .4600 0 114 .642
42 344 .000 Other - Generation - Electric 7,130.856 a 53 .4600 0 3,801 .464
43 345 .000 Other Accessory Equipment - Electri 335,034 0 53 .4600 a 119,109

44 Total $ 7,702.910 $ 0 $ D $ 4,117,976

Prod Stm/Other-Hawthorn 9 Comb Cycl
45 311 .000 Sta - Structures 6 Improvements $ 481,083 $ 0 53 .4600 5 0 S 257 .187
46 312 .000 St. Boiler Equipment - Electric 10 .614 .233 0 53 .460D 0 5,674,369
47 314 .000 Stm - TLrbogenerator - Electric 3,241,213 0 53 .4600 0 1,732,752
48 315 .000 Stm Accessory Equip - Elect 2,228,641 0 53 .4600 0 1,191,431
49 316 .000 MisCI Pwr Pit Equip - Electric 32 .687 0 53 .4600 0 17 .474

--- ---------

50 Total
-------

$ 16 .597,057
-------------

5 0

-------------

$ 0 $ 0,073,213



Ransas City Power 6 Light Co .

Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended DeenDer 31, 2005

Depreciation Reserva

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 6

Williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

----------------------------------- ------------------------ ------------- ------------------------------------------- --------

Line

	

Total

	

Total Co

	

Alloc

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

Wo Acct Description

	

Company

	

Mjustment Fact.. Adjustment

	

jurisdictional

Accounting Schedule : 6-3

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 20 of 59)

--------------------------------- ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
/A1

Pry Other - Northeast Station

IB) !C1 ID) IE) IF)

51 315 .000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 6 2,082 5 0 53 .4600 6 0 $ 1,113

52 316 .000 Mini M Pint Equipment 2,205 0 53 .4600 0 1,179

S3 342.000 Other - Fuel Holders 1,015.728 0 53 .4600 0 543 .008

54 344 .000 Other - Generators - Electric 15 .656,565 0 53.4600 0 19,062 .000

55 345 .000 Other - Accessory Fquipeent - Elect 5,377,642 0 53.4600 0 2 .874,887

56 Total $ 42,054 .222 -$ 0 5 0 S 22,402 .107

Prod Other - Hawthorn 7 6 E

57 311 .000 Stm - Structures a Improvements 5 2,096 8 0 53 .4600 $ 0 S 1,121

50 341.000 Other structures 6 Improvements 162 .313 0 53 .4600 0 46 .773

59 342 .000 Other - Fuel Holders - Electric 811,498 0 53 .66DO 0 433 .827

60 344 .000 Other - Oeesracers 12.550,005 0 53 .4600 0 6,709,233

61 345 .000 Other - Accessory Equipment 638.110 0 53.4600 0
-------------

341,134
-------------

62 Total

-------------

5 14,164,022 -

------------

$ 0 B 0 $ 7,572,068

Prod Other - West Gardner 1,2,364

63 316 .000 Ste - Miscl Per Plat Equipment $ 19 5 0 53 .4600 S 0 S 10

64 341 .000 Other - Structures 6 Improvements 46,117 0 53 .4600 0 24,686

65 342 .000 Other - Fuel Holders 66,406 0 53 .4600 0 35,501

66 344 .000 Other - Generators 6,085,321 0 53 .4600 0 3,255,354

67 345 .000 Other - Accessory Equipment 88,747 0 53 .4600 0
-------------

47,444

-------------

66 Total

-------------

6 6,290.676

-------------

S 0 S 0 $ 31362,995

Prod Other - Miami/Osawatomie 1

69 341 .000 Other - structures a Improvements S 33 .193 $ 0 53 .4600 5 0 S 17,745

70 342 .000 Other - Fuel Holders 44.304 0 53 .4600 0 23.665

71 344 .000 Other - Generators 1,526.351 0 53 .4600 D 815,987

72 345.000 Other - Accessory Equipment 24.695 0 53 .4600 0 13,202

-- -

-------------

0 $ _ ._ 073 Total 51,628.543 S 5 070 .619



"nsas City Power 6 Light Co .

Case:ER-06-314C

12-MOnCha Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Reserve

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 6

William

16:19 09/05/2006

Line

--------------------------------------------_-----------------------------------------------------

otal

	

Total Co

	

llot

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

No Acct Description

	

Company

	

Adjustment Factor Adjustront

	

Jurisdictional

Accounting Schedule : 6-4

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 21 of 59)

--------------------- -------------------------
QI

Prod Nuclear - Noll Creek

----------------------

(B) (C)

--------------- ---------------

(D) (EI

--------- -

(FI

74 321 .000 Structures 6 Improvements $ 209.591 .676 S 0 53 .4600 $ 0 S 112,047,710

75 321 .010 Strct6Imprv No Gra UP W 9,706,923 0 100 .0000 0 9,706,923

76 322 .000 Reactor Plant Equipment 320,875,517 0 53 .4600 0 171,540,051

77 322 .005 Rotor Pit Equip-60/40 Dept MD 0 0 100 .0000 0 0

79 322.010 Reactor - NO Gts UP AFDC 25,790,202 0 100 .0000 0 25,790 .202

79 322.020 Nuclear Prd - No Jurisdictional 9,476,983 0 18D .0000 0 9,476,983

80 323 .000 Turbogenerator Units 99,356,319 0 53 .4600 0 53,31S,BBB

81 323.010 Turbo/Gem - No Gre Up AFDC 4,762,845 0 100.0000 a 4,762,845

82 324 .000 Accessory Equipment 60.813,054 0 53 .4600 0 32,510,659

63 324 .010 Access Equip - NO Ors up AM 3.014 .724 4 100 .0000 a 3 .074 .724

64 323 .000 sisal R2 Plant Equipment 15.104,637 0 53 .4600 0 8,074,939

85 325 .010 Miscl ~ Equip - No Gra Up AFDC 436,640 0 100.0000 0 456,640

96 328 .000 Disallowance - MO Gre Up AFDC (4 .470,283) 0 100.0000 0 (4,470 .283)

87 324.010 N79C Disallowance - 100% 162 .070 .9601 0 54.0920 0 (33,575 .12 " 1

BB 328 .020 3o Disallowance - Not Mo Juria 0 0 0 .0000 0 0

69 328.030 IICC D1sa11owence - 100% 0 0 0 .0000 0 0

90 328.040 2CC Disallowance - Nor Ra Jurie 0 0 0.0000 0 0

91 328 .050
Not State Specific 1988 Reserve (10.066,006) 0 53 .4600 0 15,391,979)

92 Eat selvage a Nmoval Not Classified 11 .753 0 54 .0920 0 6.357

-------------

93 Total

-------- -------------

$ 602,394,024 $ 0

-------------

$ 0 S 387,126,235

Prod Other - Wind Generation

94 341 .000 SteuCturee 6 Improvements $ 0 $ 0 $3.4600 $ 0 $ 0

95 344 .000 Generator Equipment 0 0 53 .4600 0 0

96 345 .000 Accessory Equipment 0 0 53 .4600 0
- - - - - - -

0
- - - - - - - - - - - -

97 Total

- - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

$ 0 $ 0

- - - - -

$ 0 S 0

Production Non-Unit Facilities

99 311 .000 Structures 6 Improvements 5 444,313 $ 0 53 .4600 $ 0 $ 237,530

99 311 .010 Structures 6 Improvements 115,557 0 53 .4600 0 61,777

100 312 .000 Boiler Plant Equipment 441.616 0 53 .4600 0 236.080

101 314 .000 i)jrbogenerator6 - Electric 124 0 53 .4600 0 66

102 315 .000 Accessory Equipment 12,202 0 $3 .4600 0 6,523

103 316 .000 Miscl . Plant Equipment 673,460 0 53 .4600 0 360.032

104 ESt . Salvage 6 Removal Not Classed 13,287,428) 0 53.4600 0 (1,757,459)

105 Total 5 11 .600,156) $ 0 $ 0 $ (055,443)



Mn", City bluer 6 Light Co .
Cave : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Reserve

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 6
Willie.
16:19 09/05/2006

-------------- -------------------------- -------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Line

	

Total

	

Total Co

	

Alloc

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

Accounting Schedule : 6-5

Schedule DAF-]0 (Page 22 of 59)

No Acct Description Company Adjustment Factor Adjustment Jurisdictional

--
--------------------------- -----------.--------------------------------------------------------------

IA- (9) (C) 109 I

Transmission Plant
106 350 .010 Land L Land Rights $ 5,951,409 $ 0 53 .4600 $ 0 S 3,181,623

107 350 .020 Land Rights - Wolf Creek 91 0 53 .4600 0 43

108 352 .000 Structure. 6 Improvements 1,143,479 0 53 .4600 0 611,516

109 352.010 Struct 6 Lyre - Wolf Creek 51,121 0 53 .4600 0 27,329

110 352.020 Seruct 6 Imprv - Wit Crk Mo Ors Up 3,064 0 100 .0000 0 3 .064

111 353 .000 Station Equipment 39,578,441 0 53 .4600 0 21 .158,635

112 353 .010 Station Equip - Wolf Creek .,615 .766 0 53 .4600 a 2,467,599

113 353 .020 Station Equip - Wit Crk MO Ore Up 279,130 0 100.0000 0 279,130

114 353 .030 Station Equip - Communications 158,000 0 53 .4600 0 84 .594

115 354 .000 Tamer. 6 Fixtures 3 .196 .496 0 53.4600 0 1,700 .847

116 355.000 Poles i Fixtures 42 .450 .602 0 53 .4600 0 22.694 .092

117 355.010 poles i Fixtures - Wolf Creek 36,351 0 53 .4600 0 19,436

118 355.020 Oleo c Fixt - Wlf Crk MP Ors Up 2.528 0 100.0000 0 2.528

119 356 .000 Overhead Conductors A Devices 36,618,091 0 53 .4600 0 19,576,031

120 356.010 Ovrhd Conduct i 4vicea - Wlf Crk 16,711 0 53.4600 0 8.934

121 356 .020 Ovrhd COMCtLDev-Nlf Crk Mo Ors Up 975 0 100.0000 0 975

122 357 .000 Underground Conduit 1,649.720 0 53 .4600 a 861,406

123 358 .000 Ounderground Conductors 4 Devices 2,071,365 0 53 .4600 0 1.110.559

124 Eat Salvage 4 Removal Not Cleesifie 101,139 0 53 .4600 0
-------------

54 .604
-------------

125

------------- -------- ----

Total 8 137,931,675 5 0 $ D $ 73,871 .237

Distribution Plant
126 360 .000 Land 4 Land Rights $ 4,054,234 5 0 54.4716 5 0 $ 2.644 .179

127 361 .000 Structures 6 Improvements 4,447,402 0 50 .8621 0 2.262 .042

128 362.000 Station Equipment 47,3$4,496 0 51 .3875 0 17.175.561

129 362 .030 Station Equip - Communications 972,743 0 52 .5651 0 511.323

130 364 .000 Poles, Toxere 6 Fixtures 109,116 .346 0 54 .0095 0 50,934 .273

131 365 .000 Overhead Conductors 6 Devices 47,949 .702 0 55.6200 0 26,669,669

132 366 .000 Underground Conduit 23,655,275 0 53.1195 0 12,561 .157

133 367.000 Underground Conductors 6 Devices 56,607 .642 0 50.4985 0 28,626 .409

134 368.000 Line Transformers 83,527,097 0 $8 .1300 0 48.554 .301

135 169 .000 Services 36,128,611 0 51 .5242 0 18.614.976

136 370 .000 Meters 47,647,529 0 54 .9400 0 26,129 .905

137 171 .000 Installation On Customers' Premises 8,404,015 0 73 .7253 0 6,264,866

138 373 .000 Street Lighting 4 Signal Systems 7,306,840 0 21 .0904 0 1 .541.042

139 Est Salvage 6 Removal not Classifie (2,158 .993) 0 53 .7699 0

-

11 .160,986)

140 -Total 5 475,978,019 $ 0 $ a $ 259,324,917



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .

Case : ER-06-314C

12-Fontha ended 0eember 31, 2005

Depreciation Reserve

Schedule DAF-10

"counting Schedule : 6

4illiams

16 ;19 09/05/2006

Line

	

Total

	

Total Cc

	

Allot

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

No Acct Description

	

company

	

Adjustment Factor Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

Mcounting Schedule : 6-6

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 23of 59)

------------------------------- -----------------
(A)

General Plant

(B) (C)

------------------------------------------------------------------

(D) (E)

----------

(f)

141 390 .000 Structures 6 lnprpvements $ 16,218,257 5 0 53.9790 $ 0 $ 8,165,249

142 390 .010 Struct s Improv-Leasehold (BOnfil) 82,498 D 53.9790 0 44,532

143 390 .020 Struct s Imprv Leasehold (1201 Wal) 1,434,975 0 $3.9790 D 774,585

144 390 .030 Struct 4 Imp"-LUMhold (801 Chat) 1,057,480 0 $3 .9790 0 570,817

145 390 ."0 Struct s Imp"-Leasehold u4vvsh&Ill 123,334 0 53 .9790 0 66 .514

146 391 .000 Office furniture s Equipment 5,561,729 0 53 .9790 0 3.001,896

147 391 .010 Off Furniture 6 Equip - Nit Crk 756,394 0 53 .9790 0 408,294

148 391 .020 Off Purr 6 Equip - Computer 7,089 0 53 .9790 D 3,827

149 397 .000 Transportation Equipment 291,080 0 53 .9790 0 157,122

150 392 .010 Trance Equip - Light truck 389,661 0 53 .9790 0 209.806

151 392 .020 Trans Equip - Rea" Truck 1 .385,480 0 53 .9790 D 147,868

132 392 .030 Trans Equip - Traetors 7,171 D 53 .9790 0 3 .871

153 392 .040 Trans Equip - Trailers 398,215 0 53 .9790 0 214,952

154 393 .000 Stores Equipment 490,507 0 53 .9790 0 264,771

IS$ 394 .000 Tools, Shop, 6 Garage equipment 1,711,662 0 53 .9790 0 923.938

156 395 .000 Laboratory Equipment 2,186 .404 0 53 .9790 0 1,180,199

151 396 .000 Power Operated Equipment 1,087,695 0 53 .9790 0 587,235

158 397.000 Oonnunicatien Euipment 9,203,293 0 53 .9790 0 4,967,846

159 397.010 Communications Equip - Volf Creek 56.965 0 53 .9790 0 30.749

160 397.020 Ctensin Equip - Wlf Crk NO Gre Up 1,468 0 63 .9790 0 803

161 396.000 Wacellaneous Equipment 59,780 0 S3 .979D 0 32.273

162 399 .000 Tng Prty-Accum Amort EO-94-199 34,924,731 0 100.0000 0 34,924,731

163 Est Salvage 4 Removal Not Classifie 1,315 .582 0 53.9790 0 710.138

-------------

164 Total

---------- --

$ 78,170 .198

-------------

6 0

-------------

$ 0 $ 56,592 .076

165 Total nepreciation Reserve $2,271,414,242 $ (819 .062) $ 0 61.258,035,828



Kansas City tower 4 Light Co .
Case : DR-06-114C

12-Months Ended Deember 71, 2005

Adjustments to Depreciation Reserve

7aj

	

Total Co

	

No ,Turis
ma Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjuatment
----------------------- ---------------------------------------------------------------- -------- ------- ---------------

Pr-Struct-Hawthorn 5 Rebuild

	

R-1

	

$

	

(25,270)

1. To adjust the reserve to eliminate the accumulated

	

$

	

(25.270)
depreciation ai the AFUDC Diaal10wanCe .
(Williams)

..... ............ .... . .............. ... .... . ............................ .................. . .........

Roller Hawthorn 5 Rebuild

	

R-2

	

$

	

(675.416)
..... . ...... ...... ...... ....u .. . .........~ ........o... .... .. ........... .........u . ...I......... ...a

uYUM..."HH.... . ... .f.. ..... ..... ... ..-.. .....a..... .

	

..u.. ..... .......u... .......... . ....

1 . To adjust the reserve to eliminate the accumulated

	

$

	

(6.501)
depreciation on the AFUDO Disallowance .
(Williams)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 7
Williams

16 :19 09105/2006

Accounting Schedule : 7-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page24 of 59)

1 . TO adjust the reserve to ellmiMte the accumulated
depreciation on the AFDDC Disallownce.
(Williams)

$ 1675 .4161

Mcess Hawthorn 5 Rebuild R-1 $ (111,795)

1 . To adjust the reserve to eliminate the accumulated (111,795)
depreciation on the APCDC Disallowance .
(williamei

Miscl E® Hawth 5 Rebuild R-4 $ (6 .5011



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-3160

12-Mnnehs Ended Deembat 31 . 2005

Cash working Capital

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 8
William$
16 :19 09/05/2006

Line

	

Teat Year

	

ReVR~

	

Expense

	

Ret Leg

	

Factor

	

C11C Req
PD

	

acec Description

	

Expenses

	

Lag

	

Lag

	

ICI - (0)

	

(Col 8/365)

	

(E) x IF)

Accountl .g Schedule : B-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 25 of 59)

(A)

Operation and Maintenance Expense

(5) IC) (o) (E) IF) (a)

1 Cash Vouchers $ 89 .369,368 23 .1300 30.0000 (6 .27001 (0 .017178) $ 11,535,1871
2 Payroll Expense 42,326 .839 23.7300 13 .8540 9 .8760 0 .027058 1,145.279
3 Payroll Taxes withheld 22,715 .314 23 .7300 13 .6300 10 .1000 0 .027671 628 .555
4 PIG Taxes Withheld 5,801.587 23.7300 13.7700 9 .9600 0 .027268 156,325
5 Wolf Creek Operating Sxp 19,611,505 2) .7300 13.8100 9 .9200 0.027178 533,001
6 Wolf Creek Fuel Outage ACCrual 8,270.291 23 .7300 215 .0700 (191 .3400) (0 .5242191 (4,335,464)
7 Accrued Vacation 5,710,782 23 .7300 344 .8300 1321 .1000) (0 .8797261 (5,023,923)
B Fuel - Coal 72.931 .977 23 .7300 30 .8793 2 .8507 0.007010 569,599
9 Fuel - Purchased Gas 20 .509 .051 23 .7300 28 .6200 (4 .89001 (0.013397) (274,760)

30 Fuel - Purchased 011 2 .863 .066 23 .7300 8 .5000 15 .2300 0 .041726 119,464
11 Purchased Power 38,055,031 23 .7300 30.7200 (6 .9900) (0 .0191511 (728,792)
12 Injuries and Damages 4 .672,357 2) .7300 185 .0000 (161 .2700) (0 .4418361 (2,152,783)
13 Pensions 16,767,573 23 .7300 51.7400 (28 .0100) 10 .0767401 (1,286,740
14 OP®'8 2,156 .829 23 .7300 178 .4400 (154 .7100) (0 .423863) (914 .200)

-------------
15 Total Operation and Maintenance expense

------------
$ 351,961,952 S 113 .097,610)

Taxes
16 Employers FICA Texas $ 5,801 .987 23 .7300 13 .7700 9 .9600 0.027288 $ 158.325
17 Federal Unemployment Taxes 58,789 23 .1300 75.0000 (53 .2700) (0 .140466) 16 .2581
18 State Unemployment Taxes 10,191 23 .1300 71.0000 (47 .2700) (0 .129507) (1 .320)
19 Property Taxes 30,097 .256 23 .7300 208 .8400 (165 .1100) (0.507151) (15,263,853)
20 Gross Receipts Taxes 39 .012,075 6 .5200 20.5300 (14 .0100) (0 .038384) (1,497,439)
21 Sales 6 Use Taxes 17,273,830 6 .5200 22.0000 (15 .4800) (0 .042411) (732,601)
22 Corporate Franchise Taxes 6.242 .616 23 .7300 (77 .0000) 100 .7300 0 .275973 1,750,391

-------------
23 Total Taxes

----------- -
5 98,594 .752 5 (1$,594,755)

2a Total Cash Working Capital Reg $ (28,692,365)



Line
No Met Description

xenaas City Porter a Light Co .
Cage : ER-06-314C

12-M7nthe Ended Deember 31, 2005

income Statement

Allot, "risdictional Adjusted
Factor Mjusc.ent

	

Jurlsdictianal
Total

	

Total Co
Company Adjuatment

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting schedule : 9
Williams
16,19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 9-1

---- ----- -------------------------------- .-- .---- -- .---- . ----- -----------------

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 26 of 59)

-- .-----(A)
-

-.------ .-----__--------------(91 -- . .
---IC) -

-- -
.- (D)

-- .-----(E)
(F)

Operating Revevume
1 440 .444 Retail Sale. S 526 .074 .301 $ 0 100 .0000 S (42,685,585) S-1 S 463,388,716
2 447,000 Firm Bulk Power Capac Fixed 12,643,444 793 .501 $3 .4600 0 S-2 7,183,391
3 447 .000 Firm Bulk Sales - Energy 31 .735 .056 14,705 .183 56 .6800 0 a-l 26,322,327
4 447 .000 Non Fire Interchange Sales 143,589,216 0 56 .6800 0 S-93 $1,384,368
5 447 .000 FENC Wholesale Fine Power 4,389,711 0 1 .1461 0 50,310
6 450 .000 Other Oper Rev - Forfeited Discount 2 .179 .387 0 59 .6760 0 S-3 1,300.571
7 451.000 Other OPer Rev-Miscl Serv Rev 1 .474 .225 0 61 .1865 0 S-4 902,027
B 454 .000 Other Revenue Rente 2,343,535 0 54 .8595 0 S-5 1 .285 .652
9 456.000 Revenue Transmission for Others 8,325,116 0 54 .1324 0 S-6 4,506 .585

10 Total S 732 .753 .991
-------------

$ 15,496,684
----- ------- ------------
$ (42 .685,585) $ 606 .325.947

Operation 4 Maintenance Expense
11 500 .000 Prod Stm Oper - Suprv 6 Engineering S 6,499,360 5 (953 .9981 53 .4600 $ 0 S-8 $ 2,964 .551
12 501 .000 Fuel Expense 150,504 .982 (1,617,210) 56 .6800 0 S-9 84,400,925
13 502 .000 Steam Operations Expense 12,683 .639 170,078) 53 .4600 a S-10 6,743,210
14 505 .000 Prod Operating Expense 6,776,556 154,724) 53 .4600 0 S-11 3.593,491
15 306 .000 Miscl Stm A.r Operations 8,693,627 144 .879) 53 .4600 0 S-12 4,724,195
16 $07 .000 Stm Pwr Operations - Rent Exp 377,605 0 53 .4600 0 S-13 201,868
17 510 .000 Prod Mint - Sup" G Engineering 2 .566,021 70,572 53 .4600 0 S-14 1,409,523
10 511 .000 Prod Mint - Mint of Structures 3,472.SBS (300,0541 53 .4600 0 S-15 1.696,015
19 512.000 Prod Mint - Mint of Boiler Plot 24,658 .731 632,110 53 .4600 0 8-16 13.520,484
20 513 .514 Mint Of Electric 6 Misel plant 7,394.463 513 .727 $3 .4600 0 S-17 4,227,184
21 $17.000 Prod Nuclear Oper-Superv 4 Engineer 5 .358 .029 (32,642) 53 .4600 0 S-16 2,846,952
22 518.000 Prod Nuclear - Nuclear Fuel Sap 18,066,445 (273,860) 46 .6800 0 S-19 10,085 .971
23 519 .000 Prod Nuclear Oper - Coolants 2,090,166 (7,252) 53 .4600 0 5-20 1.113 .527
24 $20 .000 Prod Nuclear Gen-Reactor Operation 9,480.259 (42,094) 53 .4600 0 S-21 5.045 .643
25 523 .000 Prod Nuclear Gen- Electric Expense 762,235 (5 .915) $3 .4600 0 S-22 404,329
26 524 .000 Prod Nuclear Oper-Miscl Nuclear Exp 20,506,796 (40,434) 53 .4600 0 S-23 10.941 .050
27 524 .000 Security 659,218 0 100 .0000 0 659.218
26 528.000 Prod Nuclear Mint-Supra 4 Engineer 4 .009 .710 168 .386 51 .4600 a S-24 2.768 .221
29 529 .000 Prod Nucl Mint-Mint of Structures 1,845.411 480 53 .4600 0 3-25 966 .817
30 530 .000 Prod Nucl Mint-Mint Reactor Plot 6,42$.151 270,029 53 .4600 0 8-26 3.580 .847
31 531 .OOD Prod Nucl Mint-Mint 3,714.972 143,317 53 .4600 0 S-27 2,062 .641
32 532 .000 Prod Nucl Mint-Mint of Miscl Pint 2,016.949 57,117 53 .4600 0 9-26 1,108 .796
33 546 .000 Prod Trubine Oper Supra 6 Engineer 1 .534 .619 16,385) 53 .4600 0 9-29 916 .994
34 547 .OOD Other PNr Oper - Fuel Expense 39,223,450 (591,136) 56 .6800 0 S-30 21.896 .796
35 548 .000 Oth Pwr Oper - Gen...tion Expense 420 .763 11 .242) 53 .4600 0 S-31 323,207
36 549 .000 Oth ~ Oper-Miacl Oth Pwr Geneatio 124 .016 (949) 53 .4600 0 S-32 65,792



maws city Po~r 6 Light Co .
Cage : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31 . 2005

income Statement

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 9
Williams
16 :19 D9/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 9 .2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 27of 59)

Line Total Total CO Alloc Jurisdictional AdjUated
No Acct Description Company Adjustment Factor

-------------------------------------------------------
Adjustment Jurisdictional

------------------------------------------------------------------
(A) (8) (C) (D) (9) (p)

37 551 .000 0th Pmn Mint - Suprv 4 Engineering 15,727 87 53.4600 0 S-33 6.454
36 552 .554 0th Mint-Struct, Gen c Miacl Plnt 486,476 630,D62 53 .4600 O 8-34 596 .901
39 555 .000 Purchase Po-er - Energy 50.295,309 10,766,162 56 .6800 0 S-35 34 .609 .642
40 555 .000 Purchased Power - Demand 10,967,451 (4,522 .650) $3 .4600 0 S-36 3,445,391
41 556 .000 0th Pwr Supp - Coed Dispatching 2,939,301 (23 .2751 53 .4600 0 S-37 1 .559 .907
42 557 .000 0th Prr Supp - Ocher Expense 5,166 .163 (38 .494) 53 .4600 0 S-38 2,741.252
43 560 .000 Transmission Oper -Suprv 6 Engineer 5,932,177 (263 .912) 52 .3247 0 S-39 2 .965 .903
44 561 .000 Tcans Opev - Load Dispatching 642,572 (6 .104) 52 .3247 O 8-40 333,030
45 562 .000 Transmiss Oper - Station Expense 195 .166 (970) 54 .0906 0 S-41 105 .057
46 563 .564 Tranemiss Oper - Overhead Line Up 248,662 (337) 51 .6041 0 S-42 133 .112
47 565 .000 Trans Oper-Tran9mlt ilctricity 0th 2,366,931 0 $3 .6041 0 S-41 1,279 .493
40 566 .000 Trafumiss Oper - Miscellaneous Rap 1,617,443 (9,267) 52 .3247 0 S-44 841,473
49 567 .000 Transmission Oper - Rents 2,800 .238 0 53 .6041 0 S-45 1.505 .331
50 568 .570 Trana Mint-6ttuctures 6 Station aq 752 .702 13 .624) 53 .9316 0 S-46 403,862
51 $71 .572 Tran Mint-Ovrhd 6 30dgrnd Lina Sap 1,189,4D6 (463) 53 .5950 0 S-47 637 .214
52 580 .000 Distrb Oper - Suprv A Engineering 2,231,745 (39,032) 53 .9527 0 9-40 1 .183 .028
53 581 .000 Distrb Oper - Load Dispatching 1,191.725 (7,856) 53 .3390 0 5-49 632,540
54 582 .000 Distrb Oper - Station Expense 31,344 (293) 56.8114 0 S-50 17,589
5S 583 .584 D16trb - Ovrhd 6 Undrgrnd Line exp 5,797,773 (27,371) 55 .2123 0 S-51 3 .185 .972
56 585 .000 Diatrb Oper - Street Light 6 Signal 125 .736 (1,028) 20 .1356 0 8-52 25,111
57 596 .000 Distrb Operation - Meter Expense 1,244,583 (10,2671 54 .0016 0 9-53 676,425
50 567 .000 DSetrb Oper - Customer Install Exp 636,176 (4,289) 73 .0037 0 S-54 461 .301
59 560 .000 Distrb Oper - Miscl Distrb 6rpenae 13,470,380 . (899,3951 53 .9527 126,459 9-55 6.908 .049
60 589 .000 Distrb Oper - Distribution Rents 932 .100 0 53 .3399 0 S-56 497 .181
61 590 .000 Distrb Mint - Suprv 6 Engineering 302,272 (15,047) 53 .4210 0 S-57 153,436
62 591 .592 Distrb Mint, - Struct 6 Station Equ 1,656,610 (277,902) 50 .3776 0 8-58 694,560
63 593 .000 Distrb Mint - Mint Ovrhd Lines 20,912,286 (968,202) 55 .2123 0 S-59 11,011,587
64 594 .000 Distrb Mint - Mint Undrgrnd Line* 1,865 .924 (193,149) 50 .4767 0 S-60 944 .362
65 595 .000 Distrb Mint-Mint Line Transformer 1,225,118 (117,314) 58 .1899 0 S-61 644.630
66 $96 .000 Distrb Mint-Mint St Lights&Signal 1,427,762 (290,701) 20.1359 0 5.62 228,957
67 597 .000 Distrb Mint - Mint of Meters 553 .751 5,715 54.8032 0 S-63 306,605
66 598 .000 Distrb Mint-Mint MisCl Distrb Pln 267,003 (85,384) 53.4210 0 5-64 97,023
69 901 .000 Customer Mces-SVprv a Engineering 739,660 (72,380) 53 .5650 0 S-65 357,433
70 902 .000 Cost Accts - Meter Reading Exp 6,615.418 19,5761 53 .5650 0 6-66 3,530 .955
71 903 .905 Nat AcCta-ReC 6 Collett 6 Misal Ex 11,057,077 4,196,775 53 .5650 495,586 S-67 8,666,312
72 904 .000 Net Accts-uncollectible Accts Exp 1.408 .673 1,321,817 100 .0000 0 S-68 2,730,490
73 907 .910 Net Accts- Customer Assistance Exp 1,462,770 (88 .954) 53 .5650 0 S-69 735 .985
74 912 .000 Sales Expense - Supervision 532,394 (13,002) 53 .5650 0 S-70 278,212
75 913 .916 Sales Exp - Miscl Sales Exp 479,113 (2 .463) 53 .5662 0 8-71 255,323
76 920 .000 Admin 6 pen-Administrative Salaries 36 .258 .926 (7 .571,192) $3 .8993 0 8-72 15,462,488
77 921 .000 Admin i Gen - Office Supply Expense 2,290,014 (251,108) 57 .0974 0 S-73 1 .164,117



mesas City power 4 Light Co .

Case : BB-06-314C

12-14onthe Ended Deember 11, 2005

Income Statement

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 9

Williams

16:19 09/05/2006

Line

---------------------------- - ._._____________--_---Total

-_--------Total Co

	

-_---Allot
---------

	

Adjusted

No ACCC Description

	

Conpeny

	

Adjustment Factor Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

___________
.__IA1

_______-__________________--__________(S- .- .__-_____(C1 ___

	

_

	

_____ (D) ________(£) -

	

IPI

78 921.000 Security

	

978,239

	

0 100.0000

	

0

	

978,239

79 922 .000 Admin 6 Gen - Admin Exp Transferred

	

(2,721,743)

	

0

	

57 .0974

	

0 S-74

	

(1,554,044)

80 923 .000 Admin 6 Gen - Outside Services Sap

	

11,684,386

	

(4,085,555) 57 .0974

	

0 9-75

	

4,339,735

81 924 .000 Admin 6 Gen-Property Insurance Exp

	

2,507,375

	

0

	

54 .1175

	

0 S-76

	

1.356,929

82 925-000 Admin c ten-Injuries 6 Damages Bxp

	

9,025,832

	

(1,092,4381

	

53 .8993

	

0 5-77

	

4 .276 .044

83 926.000 Admin i Gen-empl Pension a Benefits

	

39,543.929

	

20,304,023

	

53 .8993

	

0 S-78

	

32 .258.705

84 928.000 Admin 6 Gen-Regulate Commission Rap

	

3,484.363

	

(278,759) 42 .4925

	

(301.041) S-79

	

1 .061.109

85 930 .100 Admin a Gen-General Advertising Exp

	

11728,009

	

(1,380 .766) 53 .5662

	

0 S-B0

	

186.005

86 930 .300 Admin 6 Gen - wi8C1 General Exp -

	

7,144.698

	

(1.171 .475) 57 .0974

	

0 S-81

	

3,410.555

87 931 .000 Admin 6 Gen - Admin Rent Expense

	

7,241,456

	

0

	

57 .0974

	

0 S-82

	

4,162.174

89 933 .000 Admin 6 Gen - Transportation RV

	

239,185

	

(32,603)

	

53 .3401

	

0 S-B3

	

109.778

99 935.000 Admin a Gen Mint - Mint Gen Plant

	

2.555,353

	

(4.060)

	

53 .5430

	

0 5-84

	

1.366.039

90

	

Total

	

$ 624,957,761 $ 11,118,601

	

$

	

321,004 $ '351 .961,962

Depreciation Expense

91 703 .000 Depreciation Expense

	

S 138,044,832 $

	

0

	

53 .9600 $ 117.015 .6591 S-85 $

	

56.700 .941

92 730 .100 Other Depreciation

	

0

	

(6,647,127) 53 .9600

	

0 S-92

	

13,588 .119)

93

	

Total

	

S 118,044 .832 S (6 .647 .127)

	

$ (17,815 .6591

	

$ 53.112,822

Other Operating Expenses

94 704 .707 Amortisation of Plant Exp

	

5

	

8,503,148 $

	

0

	

54 .2792 $

	

(2.094,9]0) 9-86 S

	

2,520,523

95 708 .000 Taxes Other Than Income Taxes

	

65,760.093

	

1,534,433

	

53 .6908

	

0 9-07

	

36,135.265

96 706 .000 Grove Receipts Taxes

	

39,012,075

	

(39.012,075) 100.0000

	

0 9-95

	

0

97

	

Total

	

5 113 .283 .316 $ 137 .477,6421

	

$ (2,094 .918)

	

$ 38,655,788

96

	

Total Operating Expenses

	

$ $76,285 .909 5 (33 .006,168)

	

$ (19 .589,573)

	

$ 443.730.562

99

	

wet income Before Taxes

	

$ (143,511 .9181 $

	

48.504,852

	

5 (23 .096,012)

	

$ 163,595,385

.4uuu.uuuu. . . . . . . . .

	

.u....u. . ..».. . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . ..... . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . ..u... .. . . . . . . . ..u... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .

Current Income Taxes

100 709.000 Current Income Taxes

	

$

	

94,952,951 5

	

0

	

47 .3250 5

	

2,332,974 S-88 $

	

47,127,483

------------- -------------

	

-------------

	

-------------

101

	

Total

	

$ 94,652,951 $

	

0

	

$ 2.312,974

	

$ 47 .121 .481

Accounting Schedule : 9-3

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 28 of 59)



6ansas City Power 6 Light Co .

Case : SR-D6-314C

12-MOnthe Ended Deember 31, 2005

Income 6t6tement

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting schedule : 9

William

16 :19 09/05/2006

Dine

	

Total

	

Total Co

	

Alloc

	

Jurisdictional

	

Adjusted

No Acct oescription

	

Cenpany

	

AdjustmenL Factor Adjustment

	

Jurisdictional

. . .. . . .........u.. . .r . .. . ..o.. . . . . . ... . . . . . . .o. ...... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . ... . . . ... . . . ....... . .. ...

. . . . .. ..ou .. . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. ... . . . . ..u. . . . . . ..u...a. . . . ..u.. . ... . . . . . . . . .. . . . .... . . . ....... .........

lOB

	

Not operating income

	

$ 1239 .184,069) $

	

48,504,852

	

5 (26 .802,474)

	

S 114.094,414
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . . .u...uu.. . . . . . ..u.. . . .... . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .

Accounting schedule : 9- 4

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 29 of 59)

(A)

Deferred Income T...a

(8) (C) (DI In) (FI

102 710 .OOD Deferred Income Taxes $ 0 5 0 100.0000 S 7,388,367 S-89 S 7,388.367

103 711.100 M ort of Excess Deferred Inc . Taxes 0 0 100.0000 (993 .300) S-90 (993,300)

104 711 .410 In, Tax Credit - Amortization 0 0 100.0000 11.444,946) S-91 (1,444,946)

105 711 .100 art of Prior Deferred Taxes 0 0 100 .0000 43,576,631) S-94 (3.576,633)

106 Total s - 0 5 0 S 1,372 .498 $ 1 .313 .488

107 Total Income Taxes S 94,652,951 $ 0 $ 3.706 .462 $ 48.500,971



Kansas City Power F Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-NOnths Ended 0eember 31, 3005

Adjustments to lootme Statement

Adj

	

'Pot.l Co

	

(b Saris
No Bearription

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustmnt
------------ ---------

Revenue Adjustments (RvolsW A RvsfMC) .
(Hells)

Firm Bulk Power Capae Fired

	

9-2

	

S

	

793,501
... .u . . .a ................ . ................... .... ................... . .............................. .

1 . To annualise demand revenue for fire capacity bulk power

	

$

	

193.501
customers .
(Traxler)

..u....u ........... . ... . . .... ... ...... .... . ....... . ...... ...... ................ .... ................

customers .
(Traxler)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting 9thedvle : 10
Williams
16:19 09/05/2006

Accounting Sehedule : 10-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page30 of59)

--------------------- ---------------------------------------------------------------------------

Retail Sales S-1 5 (42,685 .595)

1 . To resove the Gross Receipts Taxes . 5 (39,313.356)
(Bolin)

2 . To adjust the test year revenues to reflect Staff' . 5 1,579,314
amuallsaticn of customer growth .
(Bali.)

3 . To adjust test year revenues to reflect Staff's $ 917,462
arurwalization of large power customers.
(501in)

4 . To adjust revenues for weather normalization. 5 (6,438.339)
(WO110

5 . To adjust for Large Power manual billings, PLCC credits, and $ 469,434

Firm Bulk Sales - Energy 5-7 $ 14,705,163

1 . To annualize energy revenue far firm capacity bulk power $ 14,705,183



Kansas City Polder 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustment . to income Statement

Adj

	

Total CO

	

MO iris
no bescription

	

Adjusteent

	

Adjustment
--------------------------- ------ ---------------------------------------- ------- ------------------------------------------

Prod Stie OPer - Suprv c Engineering

	

S-e

	

$

	

(953,999)

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's ecmulaiztion

	

$

	

(50,5651

(1lynamsn)

.. ..... . ..... . . ......... ..... .... ............ . ...u.....s ...... ............ ....... . ... . ...... . .......

Steam Operations Expense

	

S-30

	

$

	

(70.0761
....... . ...u. . .............. . ... . .... ....... . .... ....... .....oua........ ........ . ... ...... . ...... .

1. TO adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's atnlulaittion

	

$

	

(70.070)
of payroll based upon employees and Wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Solin)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting schedule : 10
William.
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedules 10-2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 31 of 59)

Of payroll based upon ewplpyeea and Wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2 . To remove Short-Tem Incentive Compensatim Beneficial to S (903,433)
Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers .

(Horrid

ft.l Expense S-9 S (1,677,210)

1 . To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (50.067)
of payroll based upon employees and Wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Solin)

2 . TO amortize over 5 years costs incurred for the Union $ 292,628
Pacific Complaint Case before the Surface Transportation
BOON .
(Hyneman)

3 . To annualise the fuel coats. $ (2 .265,971)
(Hyneman)

4 . To &Mwlize the nuclear replacement pouex outage accrual . $ 356,000



Emotes city Power 6 Light co .
Case= ER-06-)14C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 3005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adj

	

Total CO

	

Mo Juris
to

	

Description

	

Adjust...t

	

Adjustment
-------------------------------------------------- ---------------------------- ------------------------ ----------------------

... ..... ...... ..... . ......... ......... ... . ..... ... ... . ... .. ...... ..... . ........a .. . ..... .............

u... . ...... . .............. .... ..u......... ........... . ... .. .....................-.. .... . .u..uu

1 . To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion

	

5

	

(21.905)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
Iselin)

2 . To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per

	

S

	

92,477
DR 403)-
(Rarris)

3 . To remove the Grand Avenue maintenance expense from the test
year .
(Hartis)

..... . ............... ............ . ...... .... .u ........ ... ....u.... .... ......... .... ....a...... . ... .

Prod Maine - Maint of Structures

	

S-15

	

$

	

(300.054)
uu............u... . ...............u.uuu.. .... .............u. ..... ............. .............u

1 . To adjust test year expesne to reflect staff-a annulaitti0n

	

S

	

110,624)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates as 6-30-06.
(9olin)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
Williams
16219 09/05/3006

Accounting Schedule : 10-3

Schedule DAF-10 (Page32 of 59)

Prod Operating Expense 3-11 5 (54,'7341

1. So adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff-* annulaistion $ (56,7241
of payroll based upon employees and wqe rates at 6-30-06.
(Eolinl

Mini Stn Pvr Operatione S-12 $ (44,976)

1 . To adjust test year ..peeoe to reflect staff-a amulalstfoo 5 144,8761
of payroll based upon employee, and uage rates at 6-30-06 .
(solin)

Plod Maine - Suprv 6 Engineering 5-14 a 70,572



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .

Case : ER-05-314C

12-Nonthe ended Deemoel 31 . 2005

Adjustments to income Statement

. . . . .- . . . .- . .-- .- . . . .--------- . .- .-- .- .-

	

--
-----

----

	

-
-j

	

Total CO

	

--

-
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
---------------------------------------------------------------------- --------------------------------------------------------

2 . To annualise non-labor production maintenance expense (per

	

$

	

1289,430(
OR 403) .

(Harris)

l . To remove the Grand Avenue maintenance expense from the test

year .

(martial

. .. . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . .. .. . . .. . . .. . . . . . ... . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .... . . . ... . . .

Prod Mint - Mint of Boiler Pint

	

S-16

	

$

	

632,110
..uu.. . .... . . . . .. . . . .. . .. . . . .s . . .. . . . . . . . .. .u . . . . . .... . .......uv. .. . ... . . . . . . . .. . . . .au . .....u..

1 . To adjust teat year expense to reflect Staffs anulaigtion

	

$

	

(81,5041
Of payroll Oaaed upon employees and wage rate. a t 5-30-06 .

19olin)

2 . To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per

	

S

	

713,614

DR 403) .

(Harris)

3 . To remove the Grand Avenue maintenance expense eras the test

year .

(Narria)

4 . To adjust the 6-year historical average maintenance expense

to reflect Hawthorn 5 outage .

(Harris)

Hint of electric a miscl Plant

	

S-17

	

S

	

512,727

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staffs annulaittim

	

$

	

(21,095)

of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .

(Bolin)

2 . To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per

	

$

	

(740.129)

DR 4D3) .

(Narrle)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10

Williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

MCmnting Schedule, 30-4

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 33 of 59)



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .

Case : SR-06-319C

12-POathe Ended Deember 31 . 2005

Adjustments to
income

statement

-

	

--------- .--------- . ------------- --

	

Total Co

	

-

	

No -----Adl

	

Juris

NO Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
-------------------- -------------------- -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

3 . To remove the Grand Avenue maintenance expense from the test

year .

(Harris)

4 . To reflect Rawthora 5 turbine Ovarheul not included in the

	

$

	

750,000

6-year average maintenance expense .

(Harris)

s . To reflect the LaCygoe 2 turbine Overhsl Out included in the

	

$

	

523 .951

6-year average maintenance expense .
(Harris)

Buclear oiler-SUperv a SCx3~n .

. ... . . . ..s

	

..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . .... . . u "
132

.6U1 """""""""" '"""""""Prod

. . . .. . ..u. . . . . . . ..u». . . .u ..u ... . . . . . .. . . . .. . .......a . . . . .. .. . . . . . . . . ....-. . .... . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .

of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-10-06 .

(Bolin)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 30

Williams

16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-5

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 34 of 59)

1 . TO adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (46,631)
Of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(BOIL .)

2 . TO adjust for Wolf Creek refueling Outage accrual $ 13,799

operations .

(Harris)

Prod Nuclear - Nuclear Fuel Ex, 5-19 $ (271,060)

1 . To annualize the fuel costs . $ (271,060)

(Hyneman)

Prod Nuclear oiler - Coolants s-20 $ (7,252)

1 . 7o adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (12 .631)





Kansas City ~r 6 Light Co .
Case : SS-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Ad3

	

Total Cc

	

Mo Juris
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
--------------------------- -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Prod Nuclear Mint-Suprv 6 angineer

	

S-24

	

-

	

5

	

166.186
.......-.. ...... ..... . ....... . . ... . ..........a. .. ..... .... ...... ....... . .... ..... ... ..........u.u

DR 403) .
INarria)

................... . ..... ....... . ..... .................. .......u.. ..................... ..... . .... . ..

DR 403) .
IMrria)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting schedule : 10
William.
16 :19 09/04/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-7

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 36 of 59)

Prod Mcl Mint-Mint of Structures S-25 $ 480

1. To adjuat teat year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiation $ (16,5031
of payroll based upon employees and wage rate. at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

2 . To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per 5 16.983
DR 403) .
INarriel

Prod Nucl Mint-Mint Reactor Pint S-26 $ 270.029

1 . To adjust teat year expesne to reflect Staff -a annulaiztion $ (17,076)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

2 . To mmuelize non-labor production maintenance expense (per S 287,107

1. To adjust teat year expesne to reflect Staff's am ulalztion $ 125.003)
Of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2 . To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per $ 193,389



ua"as city lover 6 Light Co .
case : HR-06-314C

12-Months Ended Demeter 31, SODS

Adjustments to Income Statement

Mj

	

Total CO

	

Mo 3uris
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
--------------------------------------------- ------------------------------------------- -------------------------------------

Prod Nucl Mint-Mint

	

S-27

	

$

	

143.317
......... ............... . ..u.. ....... ..... .* .. ............. ... ... ..... ............ ........ ..... . ....

of payroll based upon employees and rage rate. at 6-30-06 .
(Mlin)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting schedule : 10-0

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 37 of 59)

1 . To adjust test year expeane to reflect Staff's annulaiation $ (16,092)
of payroll based upon employees and rage rates at 6-30-06 .
(6olin)

2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per $ 159,409
OR 403) .
(Harris)

Prod Nucl Mint-Mint of Mlsel pint 9-29 $ 51,117

1 . To Adjuat test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (9,994)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2 . To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per $ 67.111
DR 403) .
(Harrial

Prod Trvbine Oper Suprv 6 Engineer S-29 $ 16,365)

1 . To adjust teat year expeane to reflect Staff's annulaiztlon $ (6,365)
of payroll based upon employees and sage rates at 6-30-06 .
(9olin)

Other Moper - Fuel Expense S-30 $ 1591,136)

1 . To adjust test year expeene to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ 1910)



ransAs City Power 6 Light Co-
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Month. Ended peember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

No Juris
adjustment

of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

.rrura . ......u . ..... ..... .. .... ................... ...u . ...... ........... .... . .. .... ...a ...........

Oth er mint - Sup" 6 Engineering

	

S-33

	

$

	

67
..rr..........s .. .u........ . .uu. ...r ....a........ ...aa.. ..........a ......u... ..... .»............

of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Salin)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting schedule : 10

Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-9

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 38 of 54)

xnj
Ho Description

Total Co
Adjustment

2 . To anmialiae the fuel costs. $ (590,226)
(Hyne'mn)

Oth M Oper - Generation Expense S-31 $ 0,242)

1 . TO adjust teat year expesne to reflect staff's annulaiztion $ (1,242)
of payroll based upon employeee and sage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

Oth ~ Oper-Hioel Oth Pwr Geneatio S-32 $ (949)

l . To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annvlaiztion $ (949)

1 . To adjust teat year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaistion $ (155)

of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2 . To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (pex $ 242
DR 4D) .
(Harris)

0th Meint-Seruet, Gen s Miscl pint 9-34 $ 630,062

1 . TO adjust test year expesne to reflect Statt's aanulaiztioa $ (1,7421



Kansas City Power 6 Light CO .

Case : 6a-06-314C
12-Months P.nded Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income 9tetemant

mj

	

Total Co

	

Mn Juris
NO Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment

charitable contributions .
(williaae)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
Williama
16:19 09/05/3006

Accounting Schedule : 10-10

Schedule DAY-10 (Page 39of 59)

2 . To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per 5 246,804
Da 403) .
(Harris)

3 . To reflect maintenance expense related to newly owned CBs S 385,000
that had previously been leased .
(Harris)

purchase power - energy S-35 6 10,766 .162

1 . To Annualize the purchased power energy charges . S 10,766,162
lmynemanl

Purchased power - De:nsd 5-36 $ (4 .522,650)

1. To annualise the purchased pdweT demand charges. 6 14 .522,6564
(Hynaman)

Oth Pwr Supp - Load Dispatching S-37 6 (23,275)

1 . To adjust cast year expesne to reflect Staff's anauleittion 6 (23,275)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(BOILn)

Oth Pwr Supp - Other Expense S-38 S (38 .4941

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staffs annulaistion 8 (36,557)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
IBolin)

2 . To adjust rest year expense to reflect the disallowance of $ (600)



"sass city Forer 6 Light Co .
Case : BR-06-114C

12-NOntbs Ended Deember 31 . 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adj

	

Total Co

	

No Juris
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

adjustment

----------------------------------------- ------------------------------------------------------- -------------------- --------

.uu. ................ ................... .................u . .uu..... .... . .................. . .... .

Of payroll based upon employees and rage rates at 6-30-06 .
(~lin)

Schedule DAF-10

accounting Schedule : 10

Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-11

Schedule DAF-10 (Page40of 59)

3 . To adjust tent year expeeme to reflect staff's annulaistion S 419,924)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolls)

2. To adjust teat year expense to eliminate lobbying charged to 5 (2 .741)
cost of ferVlce.
Williams)

3 . To ream': snort-Tern Incentive Compensation Beneficial to S (241 .247)
Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers .
(Harris)

Trans Oper - Load Dispatching S-40 S (6,104)

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff', annulaiztlon S 16 .104)
of payroll based upon employees aM cage rate. At 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

Transmlss OP-r - Bt.tlOn Expense S-41 6 (970)

1 . TO adjust teat year expense to reflect Staff's annulaiztion 5 (970)

3 . TO adjust test year expense to eliminate lobbying charged to 6 (679)
coat of aerrice.
(Williams)

4 . To reaore coat, a.societed With the director/officer Sea 6 1658)
Inland George Retreat.
(Wynemanl

Transaisaion oper -Supru 6 Engineer S-39 6 (267 .912)



Kansas City Power a Light Co .
Case : BR-O6-314C

12-Month, Ended member 31, 2005

Adjustnente to Income Statement

-

	

-- ---. ------------- - - -

	

--- __--

	

-----

	

- .

Adj

	

Total CO

	

--

No Oeacrlption

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
------------

	

---------------------------------

	

-------------------------------

	

-----------------------------------

Tranamiss oper - Overhead Line Exp

	

S-42

	

$

	

(331)

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's annulaiztion

	

$

	

(337)
of P YTmll based upon employees and sage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Boffin)

. .............. . ....., .... .... ..... .... ............. . . .... ....... .......u.. .............. ...... ....
Tra miss Oper - Miscellaneous Exp

	

S-44

	

$

	

19,267)
... .............. . ...u ............. . ........... ...... ............uu. ..I ...........uu.......... ..

1. TO adjust test year expenM to reflect Staff-, anoulaixtion

	

S

	

(9.261)
of payroll based upon employees end wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

..... ............... ...... ......... ........... ... ..... ................... .... .... .. .... .... . ..... ....

Trans Maint-Structures a Station Sg

	

S-46

	

S

	

(3.620
...................- .. .......u. ..... .. .o ... ....... ..... . ... ... ..... ... ... ........ .. ........ . .........

1. To adjust teat year expense to reflect Staff's annulaiztion

	

$

	

(3,8241
Of payroll based upon employees and rage rated at 6-30-06.
(Bonn)

2. To annualize non-labor transmission aaintenance expense (DR
403) .
(Narrial

Tran Mint-Owrhd 4 Undgrod Line Exp

	

S-47

	

S

	

(463)

1 . To adjust test year expeam to reflect Scott's annulaistion

	

$

	

(463)
of payroll hosed upon employees and wage rate. at 6-30-06 .
(Boffin)

2 . TD annualize non-labor trameii .siort maintenance expense (DR
403) .
(Harris)

Schedule DAF-10

Mcounting Schedule : 10
Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting schedule : 10-12

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 41 of 59)



Kansas City Polder 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended DescDer 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income statement

-------------------_- -----------------------

	

. . . .--__--- --

	

_--_----

	

-----
__

Ad3

	

Total Co

	

--
Juris

sn Description

	

AdJustnent

	

Adjustment

of payroll based upon employees and wge rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting schedule ; 30
Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-13

Schedule DAF-10 (Page42 of 59)

Diatrb Oper - Suprv a Engineering S-40 $ (39.0321

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's annulaistion S 110,025)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2 . To remove Shore-Term Incentive Compensation Beneficial to S (0,833)
Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers .
Ifuirris)

3 . To tem:ova 50% of entertainment business meals charged to $ (12,174)
expense.
Ulynemeni

Metro OpOr - Load Dispatching S-49 6 (7,856)

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's annulaistion $ (7,856)
Of payroll based upon employees and sage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bonn)

Distrb Oper - Station Expense 9-so 6 (203)

1 . TO adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's annuleistion 6 1203)
Of payroll based upon employees and wge rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

Diatrb - Ovrhd 6 Undrgrnd Line Exp S-51 $ (27,371)

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Scoff's annulaittioo $ (27,371)



Kansas City prier 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended 0eember 31 . 2005

Adjustments to Ircome Statement

Adj

	

Total Co

	

MO Juris

island George Retreat.
(Myneman)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 1D
Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 30-14

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 43 of 59)

r..arrt~ itt l- : .

NO Description

Diecrb Oper - Street Light 6 Signal 5-52

hdjustmeDt

S (1,028)

Adjustment

1 . To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaistion 5 (1 .028)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rate. at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

Metro Operation - Meter Expense S-53 $ (10.2671

1 . To adjust teat year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaistion $ (10. Z67)
of payroll based upon employees and rage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

Distrb Oper - Customer Install Bxp S-54 5 (4,289)

1 . To adjust test year expesne to reflect staff's aroulaistion $ 14,289)
of payroll based upon emlployees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
Iselin)

Distrb Oper - Mini Distrb Expense S-55 $ (699,395) s 126 .459

1 . To adjust test year expeane to reflect Staff's anm3laircion $ (a5,388)
of payroll based upon employees and rage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

2. To remove Short-Term Ixentive Compensation Beneficial to $ 013,724)
Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers .
IMarris)

3 . TO remove Costa associated ritb the director/officer Sea 5 1283)



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Aaj

	

Total Cc

	

Mo .TUrie
No Degcripcion

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
---------------- --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

4 . To reflect the amortization of Demand Response, efficiency

	

5

	

126.459
and Affordability Programs agreed to in case No,
HO-2005-0329 .
(Feathermtofn)

....a ............u........... ...4u. ....... ...r . ............................. ......... .....uu. . .u

403) .
(Herbs)

..... . .a.... . ..... .......u........u..... ......... ...a.... .......... ........... . ..... .... ............

... ............."....... ......... .......... ............................u.... .... ....... .* ...........

403) .
(Harris)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting schedule : 10-15

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 44 of59)

Diatrb Mint - Stzuct c Station eqa S-5a $ 1277,9021

1. To adjust test year expects, to reflect Staffs ennulaistion 5 (5 .959)
Of payroll based upon employees and rage rates At 6-30-06-
(Bolin)

2 . To annusllzs non-labor distribution maintenance expense (OR S (271,943)
403) .
(Harris)

bimtrb Mint . Mainz Ovrhd Lines 5-59 a (960 .202)

Dietrb Mint - Sup" 6 Engineering S-57 $ (15,047)

1 . To Adjust test year e"Are, to reflect Staff- . s I.i.ti.. S (2,435)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates At 6-30-06 .
(golin)

2 . To annualize non-labor distribution maintenance expense (OR $ (12,612)

1 . To adjust test year expesne to reflect staff's anoulaiztion 5 129,62U
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2 . To annualize non-labor distribution maintenance expense (DR 5 1939,375)



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .
Case : EA-06-3160

12-Months Ended Deember 31 . 2005

AdjustuentS to Income Statement

Adj

	

Total Co

	

!b Juris

403) .
(Harris)

....... ..... .... ......... ..r... . ............ ....uu.......o ..u........o.... .... ......... ....
Dietrb mint-mint Line Transformer

	

S-61

	

$

	

1117,314)
.u.......u..... . .................. ........ua..................u........... ..................... ..

403) .
(Harris)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting schedule : 10
William.
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-16

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 45 of 59)

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect staff -a annulaittion S (0,4221
of payroll based upon employees alxl Wage rates at 6-10-06 .
(Rolin)

2- To annualize non-labor distribution maintenance expense (DR $ (100,092)
403) .

(Harris)

Dietrb MSent-mint St Lightsisignal S-62 $ (290,701)

1 . To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (2,677)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Boll.)

2 . To annualize non-labor distribution maintenance expense (DR $ (200 .0241

He Description
-------------------------

Adjustment Adjustment
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

0letrb Plaint - Maint OndrgrnG Lines S-60 $ (193,149)

1. N adjust test year ..peen. to reflect Staff's annulaistion $ (10,069)
Of payroll Dased upon employees and Wage races at 6-30-06.
(Rolin)

2. To annualise non-labor distribution maintenance expense (DR $ (103,000)



ranMO City ~r 6 Light CO .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 3005

Adjustments to Income Statement

- - -- ---

	

- - - - - - -- - - ----- - --- - - - - -

	

-- -

	

- - -- - --- - -- -- - - ---- --- - -- - - --

	

- ---- - - -- - ---- - - - --- - - -- - - - - -- - - - ----- - - --- - - - -- -- - - - - --

Adj

	

Total c0

	

Mo SDri.
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
----------------------------- ----------

	

----------------------------- ------------------------------------------- ------

....... . ...... ..........a....... . ........ ... . ........... .. ................ . ..... .... ........ . ...... . .

Distrb Mint - Mint of Meter,

	

$-63

	

$

	

5,115

1 . TO adjust teat year expense t0 reflect Staff's anoulaiition

	

$

	

(4 .471)
of payroll based upon employee, and Wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

2 . To annualize non-labor distribution wintenance expense (DR

	

$

	

10.186
403) .
(Harris)

.. ...........................aa... ...a......... ......uu. ... ......... ............au.. ..........aa . .

0latrb Mint-Mint Mlecl Distrb Pln

	

5-64

	

$

	

(05,3841
...uu........ . ............. . ........... . ................ . ........... ............. .......... .... . ...

1 . To adjust teat year saps.. to reflect Staff's ..laiztion

	

S

	

(1,343)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2. To annualize non-labor distribution maintenance expense (OH

	

$

	

(84 .041)
403) .
(Marti .)

...uu........... ...... .............................. ......... ........................ ...... .... ....

Cuetemer Accts-guprv 6 engineering

	

a-65

	

S

	

173,380)
..... .......... ..................... . ....»...............x . .... ....... ........ ..... .... ...... . .. .. ..

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's anoulaiztion

	

$

	

(3,936)
of payroll based upon employees and siege rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2 . TO remove Short-Term Incentive CoVensation Beneficial to

	

$

	

(68.454)

Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers .
(Herrial

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 30
William
16 :19 09/05/3006

Accounting schedule : 10-17

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 46 of 59)



Kansas City Power 6 Light CO .
C46e : KR-06-314C

12-Math. Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to rncome Statement

Add

	

Total Co

	

Mo Juris
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment

....s ......e4n....s .. .. . ..... ....... ....................... . .............. .u . ...... ...... .... ........

of payroll based upon employee. and wage rate. at 6 .30-06 .
(eolinl

..... .........-...-............................ ................. .......................... ...... . ..

customer deposits .
(Williame)

5 . To include in rates expenses for costs associated with

	

S

	

500,000
accepting credit card payments .
(Williams)

Net Accts-Uncollectible Accts Rxp

	

S-68

	

6

	

1,321,817
... . .....u,........ .... ..... .s . ... ...... ... ... ........ .......... .... .. ..... ............ ....... . .....

1 . To normalize bad debt expense.

	

5

	

1.321,817
(Roll.)

2 . To normalize bad debt expense.

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
William.
16:19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : le-l8

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 47 of 59)

Net Accts-Rec 4 Collect 6 Misel Rx S-67 6 4,196,775 6 495.586

3 . To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaistloo S 163,173)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
IMolin)

2 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of $ (132,059)
charitable contributions .
(Willi.me)

3 . To adjust test year expense t0 reflect the inclusion Of 9 3,882,607
Ranking Fees associated with the accounts receivable salsa .
(Williams)

4 . 7b include in cost of service interest on annualised $ 495.586

Q,at Accts - meter Reading Sxp S-66 $ 18,576)

1 . To adjust test year expeane to reflect Staffs annulaiztion 5 (8 .5761



tansas City Power a Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Month3 Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adj

	

Total Co

	

Mo duris
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Cust Accts- Customer Assistance Exp

	

S-69

	

$

	

(88.954)
.. ..... ....... . . . . ........ ...... ............ . .... ... . ............-... ............ ................... . .

1 . To adjust test year exposes to reflect staffs annulaistion

	

$

	

(11,667)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(solin)

2 . To remove Short-Term Incentive Compensation Beneficial to

	

$

	

(77,287)
Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers .
(Harris)

Sales Expense - Supervision

	

9-70

	

$

	

(13,002)
.. . ..... . .... ...... ........ . ........ . ........ ...... . ..... ... ... . .......�.... ........... .... ..... .....

(Hynemen)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule. 10

Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule, 10-19

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 48 of 59)

l . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's anavleixtJOc $ 11,557)
Of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Belie)

2 . To remove 50% of entertainment business meals charged to $ (11.445)
expense .
IHyneman)

Sales Exp - Miscl Sales Exp S-71 S 12,463)

l . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's annulaietion 6 (2,463)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
Ieolin)

Admin 6 Oen-Administrative Salaries 5-72 $ 17,571,192)

1 . To adjust test year expense to remove severance costs . $ (2,393,662)



Kansas City power 6 Light Co .
Case : Ea-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2009

AdjU4tment7 t0 Income Statement

Adj

	

Total CO

	

M7 JUris
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
--------------------------- -------- ------------------------------------- ------------------ ---------------------------------

expense .
(Hyneman)

..... .uw.r.......... .......... .... .......e ....... ...... ... ....a. .. . .... ........ .. ..................

Admin 6 Gen - Office Supply Expense

	

S-73

	

6

	

(251,388)
..............aa...........u... ... .............a....... ............ ..... . .................a. .........

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's amulaiztion

	

$

	

(293)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates et 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
William.
16 :19 09/05/2006

ACCOunting Schedule : 10-20

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 49 of 59)

2 . To adjust teat year expense to annualise Almin 6 Gen payroll $ 5,185,777
charged to Acct . 920 based upon the test year
capitalisation ratio .
(BOlinI

3 . To adjust teat year expense to correct the test year 8 (1,014,443)
capitalisation ratio for Admin A Dan payroll charged to
Acct . 920 .
IBolin)

4 . To adjust test year expense to eliminate lobbying charged to $ (147,373)
coat of service .
(William .)

5. To remove Sbcrt-Term incentive Compensation Beneficial to $ (1,467,7331
Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers .
Ixerrie)

6. To adjust test year expense to remove the Equity based $ (1,668,100)
LOcq-Tern Executive Compensation .
(Harri .)

7 . To remove discretionary bonuses paid to executive. based 6 (43,470)
upon criteria unrelated to providing electric service to
ratepayer..
(Barrio)

8 . To remove 50t of entertainment business meals charged to 5 132,188)



Kansas city Power 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Wonth9 ended Deember 31, 2005

adjustments to Income Statement

Adj

	

Total Cc

	

No iuris
Wo Description

	

Adjustment

	

adjustment

(Vesely)

. ...... . ...... . ...... .w ..... ............. . ... . ... ... ............. .... . .. .......... ...... ........ . ....

'LED-LOI' .

(Vesely)

Schedule DAF-10

accounting Schedule : 10
Willie"

15 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-21

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 50 of 59)

Admin 6 Gen - Outside Services Sap S-75 $ (6,085.5551

1 . To remove Costs that should be capitalized to the Intan lI S (1 .698,267)
Project but were expensed to Project WSC0160 .

(Vesely)

2 . To reflect amortizing over 5 years costs charged to Project S 11,210.554)
'L71RDP-KCPL' .
(Vesely)

3 . To reflect anoccizing over 5 years costs charged to Project S (1,186 .711)

2 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of $ (500)

charicaDle concribu<ions .
(Nilliemsl

3 . To adjust test year expense to eliminate lobbying charged to $ (992)
coat of service .
(Williams)

6 . TO remove 506 of entertainment business reels charged to S (126,626)
expense.
(Hynwn)

S . To remove costs associated with the director/officer Sea $ (3 .251)
Island George Retreat.
lRy"mnl

6. To reflect a"rtizing over 5 years costs charged to Project S (10,915)
'LORDP-KCPL' .

(Vesely)

7 . To reflect amortizing over 5 years costs charged to Project S (100,611)



Kansas City Polder [ Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31 . 2005

Adjustments to income Statement

Ad)

	

7bta1 Co

	

Ma, Juris
No, Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
------------------------------------------------ -------------- --------------------------------- ---------- - ---------------

of Injuries and oanages .
(yeaely)

a. . . . . .a... ... ... . .. . . . . . . . . . ..a . . ..a . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . : . . .. . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . .. . . ... . . . .

the SERP payments -
(Harris)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
Williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-22

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 51 of 59)

Ads, n 6 Oen-ampl Pension 6 Benefits S-78 6 20,306,023

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's annuleiztion 6 531
of payroll based upon employees and Wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Bolin)

2 . To adjust test year expense to eliminate lobbying charged to $ (156 .253)
cost of service .
(William)

3 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the amortization of 6 3,798 .166
the FAS 87 Regulatory Asset war 5 years .
(Traxlerl

4 . To adjust teat year expense to reflect the 2006 FAB 87 S 14 .977 .783
Pension Coat .
ITraXler) -

5 . To adjust test year expense to reflect s 3-year average of S 585 .555

Admin. i Gen-injuries 6 Bacagea exp 5-11 $ (1,092,4)61

l . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's aMulaiztiDn $ (1 .600)
of payroll based upon employees and Wage rates at 5-30-06 .
IsolinI

2 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallovane! of 5 (5 .000)
Charitable contributions .
(William)

3 . 7b adjust test year expense to reflect staff's annualiration S (1,065,636)



(Bolin)

Kansas City Power 4 Light Co .
Case : HR-06-3140

12-Months Ended Doember 31, 3005

Adjuvlaanta to Income Statenant

Adj

	

TOtsl Co

	

Mo Juri9
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
----------------------------------------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------

6. To annualise the 401K costs .

	

$

	

145,013

7 . To arra,alize the FAS 106 coat$ .

	

$

	

456,143
(Traxler)

a . To normalize the LTD, Life L AD60 insurance coats.

	

$

	

110.9161
(Bolin)

9 . To normalize the cost of dental benefits .

	

$

	

37,672
(Solin)

30 . To normalize the vision insurance costs.

	

$

	

3,349

11 . To normalize test year eedi .a l costs.

	

6

	

270.430
($Olin)

12 . To 0ormalize the test year costs for Wolf Creek employees

	

$

	

196,552
benefit coats .
(Bolin)

min 6 Gen-Regulate Coamission exp

	

S-79

	

$

	

(219,759)

	

$

	

(301,0411
e...ea.uuf-..o.....uu..u.. .uurru.. .....*u ..uu. .... .......... ........ ...... ........ ......

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's annulaiztfon

	

$

	

(3,925)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Solin)

2. To reflect the 2007 PSC aseessseut effective July 1, 2066 .
(Harris)

4 . To remove costs that should be capitalized to the latan 11

	

$

	

(274,934)
Project but were expensed to Project MSC0140 .
Ivesely)

Accounting Schedule : 10
williams
16 :19 09/05/2006

72,427

3 . To adjust test year expense to amortize the rate case

	

$

	

(373,468)

expense over 3 years .
(Harris)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10-23

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 52of 59)



Kansas City Poser a Light Co .
Cafe : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adi

	

Total Co

	

MD Juris
Wo Description

	

Acju.tment

	

Adjustment
------------------------------------------------------ ------------------------------ -----------------------------------------

Admin 6 Can-General Advertising Exp

	

S-80

	

$

	

(1,380,766)
.... .....u....zv... .u .... ... .......uu....... ... . ....... .......u . ...................... .. ........

non-sdeertiaing Costs charged to acct . 930.1 .
(Vesely)

.. .... .. . .... . .. .. .... . . ..... ..... ....... . ....... . ... . ..u........ .... . ......... ..... .... ....... .....
min 6 Gen - Miscl General axp

	

S-81

	

$

	

(1,171,475)
a. .....~.............. . ..u. . ...u... ..u.. ......wu....u . ......... .... . .................. ............

1. To adjust test year expeene to reflect Staff's ennulaittion

	

$

	

(7,888)
Of payroll based upon employees and wage retea et 6-30-06 .
(eolin)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
Willi...
16 :19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-24

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 53 of 59)

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's arralaiacion $ (2,230)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(solin)

2 . TO adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of $ (291,520)
charitable Contributions .
(Willie.)

3 . TO adjust test year expense to reflect edvartising S (113,681)
capitalized to latan.
(Vesely)

4 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the elimination of S (76,036)
general advertising costs without documentation .
(Vesely)

5 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the elimination of S (461,018)
institutional advertising .
(Vesely)

6 . To adjust teat year expense to reflect the elimination of $ (104,191)
advertising expense described as other .
(Veeelyl

7. To adjust test year expense to reflect the elimination of $ (332,082)



Kansas City Power s Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adj

	

Total Cc

	

Ado Juris
No Description

	

Adjustment

	

Adjustment
-------------- ------------------ -- ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

........... ...... ...uu.. . .... ..... . ..... ... ... . ..... ...... ... . ........ ......, ...... .».aa......, ..u

cost of service .
(Williams)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Sehedule : 10
Williams,

16:19 09/05/2006

Accounting Schedule : 10-25

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 54 of 59)

2 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of $ (5,210)
charitable contributions .
Iwilliame)

3 . To adjust test year expense to eliminate lobbying charged to $ (122)
cost of service .
IMillisms)

4 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the elimination of 5 1223,269)
dues paide to EET which supports lobbying .
Iwillieme)

5 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the elimination of S 1361,5491
industry dues 6 memberships.
(Williams)

6 . To remove 501 of entertainment business meals charged to $ (3,4691
expense .
(Wynaman)

7 . To remove costs associated with the director/officer Sea $ (49,9661
Island George Retreat .
(Nyneman)

9 . To include a disallowance for costs that have been booked $ (SU0,000)
incorrectly, related to to lobbying activities, and are
related to expense account charges that should not have be
charged to KCPL .
IWynemanl

Admin 6 Gen - Transportation Exp S-93 $ (32,603)

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaixtion $ (12 .481)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06 .
(Volin1

2 . To adjust teat year expense to eliminate lobbying charged to 5 (1221



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .
Case : M-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income statement

----------------------------------------------------------- .----__---

	

--------------

	

__--

	

_

	

___

Adj

	

total Co

	

NO

	

i

property taxes for vehicles cleared to expense .
(William)

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10

Williams
16119 09/05/3006

Accounting schedule : 10-26

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 55 of59)

tIi1~wT'

NO Description

Admin 6 Gen Mint - Mint Gen Plant S-84

1 . To adjust test year expense to reflect Staff's annalaiztion
Of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(9olin)

Adjustment

6 (4,060)

6 14,0601

adjustment

Amortization of plant sxp S-86 $ (2,094,9181

1 . TO adjust test year amortiution expense to reflect the S (194.0851
elimination of the expense associated with the Amortisation
of APOOC for latan. Case No . ER-81-42 .
(William(

2 . To adjust test year expense to reflect the annualization of 5 (1 .900,833)
the amortization of the 2002 inerenental ice storm costs .
Which ends in January 2007 .
(William)

3 . TO reflect the Regulatory Plan Axortitation-
(Traxler)

Taxes Other Than Income Taxes S-97 5 1,534,433

1 . TO adjust test year expense to reflect staff's annualization 6 (152, 10)
of the payroll taxes .
Isolin)

2. To adjust property tax expense to reflect Staff's annualised 6 1.684,275
property tax level .
(Williams)

3 . To adjust property tax expense to reflect Staff's annualised 9 2,275



Kansas City Power 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31 . 2005

Adjustment, to Income Statement

Adj

	

Total Co

	

Mo Juris
So Description

	

Adjustment

	

Mjvatment
----------------------------------------------------------------------

	

-------------- -------- -------- ------------------

AODrt Of Excess Deferred Inc . Taxes

	

S-90

	

$

	

(993,300)

1 . To reflect the annualiration of Excess Deferred Income

	

$

	

(993,300)

Taxes.
(Traxler)

...". .u....... ...... . .u... . ."u....." ... ..... ."... . ..... .. .... ... ......... ......"...a.. ..""..u.a-

Zrrv Tax Credit - Amortization

	

S-91

	

$

	

!1.444,996)

1. To annualise the Investment Tax Credit - Amortization .
(Traxlerl

$ (1,444,9161

... .a .... .......... . ..."........... . ............. .......... ........................ . ... ......... .....

Other Depreciation

	

S-92

	

5

	

(6.647,127)
."aa ....a .N "H.auH..a...... .H...a.ua ....... ......u.............. ..........uu....vv.... ...

1 . TO remove the test year transportation depreciation cleared

	

$

	

(917,410)
to expense .
(willie:aT)

2. To remove fxom expense eonualized depTiation on

	

$

	

(392 .3611
transportation equipment that would be cleared to capital
accounts .
(Williams)

3 . To adjust depreciation expense associated with the booking

	

$

	

(5.307,350
of the Hawthorn 5 insurance and lawsuit subrogation proceeds
charged to salvage.
(williams)

Mart of Prior Deferred TaxexeS

	

S-94

	

S

	

(3,576,633)
..."....... . ...... . .......... ... ....". ...... . ...... .... ... ... ....... ..... .... ........ . ............ .. .

1 . To annualize the Amortization of Prior Deferred Taxes .

	

$

	

(3,576,633)
(Traxlerl

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 10
William,
16 :19 09/05/2006

Mcounting Schedule : 10-27

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 56 of 59)



Kansas City Power 6 Ligbt Co .

Case : ER-06-119C
12-Nonth9 Ended Deember 31 . 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adz

	

Total Co

	

Ho Jutis
xo Description

	

Adjuetment

	

Adjustment
-------------------- ----------------

	

----------------------

	

--------------------------

	

---------------------------------

Gtoas Receipts Teus

	

5-95

	

5 09,012,0751

1 . To re~e GrOSS RKeipte T"ea .

	

6 139,012,0751
(Soling

Schedule DAF-10

Mtounting Schedule : 10
William.

16 :19 09/05/2006

Meounting SOhedUle : 10-25

ScheduleDAF-10 (Page 57 0159)



Kaneae City Pacer 6 Light Co .

Cage : ER-06-114C

12-Months Ended Dees6er 31, 2005

Income Tax

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 11

Nilliame

16119 09/05/2006

Test

	

7.78t

	

7 .B1t

	

7 .631
Line

	

Year

	

Return Return Ret%ico
------------------------------------------------ .----------------------------------------------------------- -___------____ .

. ..uu.uuu.. . . . . .ua . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. . . . . . . .. .. ... . . . . . . . . . . .. . ..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . .. .u . .. .. . . .

Accounting Schedule : 11-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 58 of 59)

1

(A)

Net Ircae Before Taxes (Sch 9)

tal

$ 162,595.385

(C)

5 124,872 .948

(D)

$ 125,446,011

16)

$ 125,828,051

Add to Net Income Before Taxes

2 Book Depreciation Expense $ 53,112,922 $ 53,112,822 $ 51,112,822 $ 53,112,822

3 504 Meals 6 Intertalneent 252,377 252 .377 252,377 252,371

4 Book Nuclear Fuel Amortisation 7,249,344 7,249,144 7,249,344 7,249,344

5 Book Amortisation Expense 2,520.523 2,520,523 2,520,523 2,520,523
-------------

6 Total

-------------

$ 63,115,066

-------------

$ 63,135,066

-------------

$ 63,135.066 $ 63,135,066

SNStr from Net Income Before Taxes
7 Interest Expense 2 .7500 % $ 32,164 .695 $ 32 .164 .695 $ 32,164,695 S 32 .164 .695

8 Straight Line Tax Depreciation 41,620 .873 41,620,073 41,620 .$73 41',620 .873

9 Tax Deprec Over Straight-Line Tax 19 .144 .954 17,144,954 19,144,954 19.144 .954

10 Production income Deduction 1,371,905 1.371,905 1,371 .905 1,371,905

il IRS Nuclear Fuel Amortisation 9,242,234 9 .242 .234 9,242,234 9,242.234
12 In Amortisation Deduction 628,231 628,231 628,231 628,231

13 Wind Production, Tax Credit 0 0 0 0

la Total $ 104,172,892 S 104,172,892 $ 104 172,892 $ 104,172,692

15 Net Taxable Inc. $ 121,557,559 S 83 .835,122 $ 84,408,165 $ 84,790 .225

. . .. . .. . .au . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . u. . . .. . . . . ..... . .a . . . . .. . . ...u..o.. . . . . . . . ..a.uu...u . . . . . . . . . . ...u.. . ..uuu. . .. . ..u... .

Provision for Federal Income Tax

16 Net Taxable Income 5 221,557,559 S 83,835 .122 $ 84,408,105 $ 84,790,225

17 Deduct 14iSSODri Income Tax 100 .D 4 $ 6,297,930 $ 4.343,52D $ 4,373,211 S 4,393 .004

18 Deduct City Income Tax 751,819 518,510 522,055 524,417

19 Federal Taxable income 114,507,010 70.913 .092 79 .512.919 79,872 .004

20 Total Federal Tax $ 40,077,734 $ 27.640,593 $ - 27.829,522 S 27,955,482



mesas City Poor 6 Light Co .
Case : ER-O6-314C

12-Months Ended Deemher 31, 2005

Income Tax

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule : 11
Willis"
16 :19 09/05/2006

Test

	

7 .78%

	

7 .818

	

7,83%
Line

	

Year Return Return Return

. . . ...fuu4... . . .. . . ..u4r .uuu,+.. .v.oo.uuuuu4 .u,uer. ....... ..... . ..4u .... . . . . .. .ou.. . . . . . .. . . ..sau.. . . . .
43

	

7tKa1

	

one Tax

	

5

	

54,515,850

	

$

	

39,890,980

	

S

	

40,113,155

	

6

	

40,261,210

Accounting Schedule : 11-2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 59 of 59)

------------------------------ ---------- -------_ .__..---
--

-___--- .--_ ----------------------------------------------------
(A)

Provision for Missouri lncome Tax

181

21 Net Taxable Income 5 121,557,559 $ 83,635,122 $ 84,408 .185 $ $4,790,225
22 Deduct Federal Income Tax 50 .0 t $ 20,038,867 $ 13,820,292 $ 13,914,761 $ 13,977,741
23 Deduct City Inrdme Tax 751 .619 538,510 522,055 524,417
24 Missouri Taxable Income 100 .766 .573 69 .496 .321 69,971,369 70,288,067

------------- ----------- ------------ -------------
25 Total Missouri Tax $ 6,297,930 $ 4,343,520 $- 4,373,211 $ 4,393,004

Provisior, for City Income Tax
26 Net Taxable Income S 121 .557,559 $ 83,835 .122 $ 84,409,185 $ 64,790,225
17 Deduct Federal Income Tax S 40,077,734 $ 27.640,563 S 27,629 .522 S 27,955 .462
28 Deduct Missoori Income Tax 6,297,930 4 .343 .520 4,373.211 4,393,004
29 City Tumble Income 75,101 .895 51 .851 .019 52,205 .452 52,441,739

30 Total City Tax S 751,819 $ 518 .510 $ 522,055 -$ 524,417

Suepmry of Provision for Income Tax
31 Federal Income Tax $ 40 .077,734 $ 27,6a0,SS3 $ 27,629,522 $ 27,955,482
32 Miasnuri Income ft . 6 .297 .930 4.343,520 4,373 .211 4,393 .004
33 City Incama Tax 751,819 518,510 522 .055 524 .417

34 Total
-------------

$ 47,127,463 $
--------

32 .502,613
-------------

S 32,724 .76a
-------------

$ 32,872 .903

Deferred Income Taxes
35 Deferred Investment Tax Credit 5 0 S 0 $ 0 $ 0
36 , Deferred Repair Allownce 0 0 0 0

37 Deferred Tax Depreciation 7,388.367 7.368 .367 7,308,361 7,388.367
38 Taort of Deferred Tax Depreciation 0 0 0 0

39 Amer of Repair Al10wance 0 0 0 0

40 Amort of Deferred ITC 0 O 0 0

41 Deferred Unbilled 0 0 0 0

42 Total $ 7,388,367 $ 7,366,367 $ 7,306,367 5 7,388,367



Schedule DAF-i I

Attachment 1 to Appendix F - 915,2006 - Revised
Total

	

Jurisdictional Jurisdictional Jurisdictional
Uric

	

Company

	

Allocation Azguahnenls Profarme

Schedule 3
S,EWule DAP-1I (Pa&el of I)

1 Additional net Assets anKCPL'sbalance sheet 30,830,731
2 Rate Base NA 1,169825,282
3 Net Assets supported by LTD&Equity 1,200,456,013
4 JusrsdidionatMacaw forCapital Jurisdictional Rate Base/ Total Company Rate Base 5420%
5
6 Total Capital Barnes Schedule 9 2,530,901,000 7,200,456,013 - 1,200,456,013
7 Equity Barnes Schedule 9 1,347,348,000 53 .24% 639,073,598 - 639 .073 .598
8 Preferred Barnes Schedule 9 39,000,000 1 .54% 18,498,465 18,498,465
9 Long-term Debt Barnes Schedule 9 1,144,553,000 4522% 542,883,950 542,883,950
10 Cost of Debt Barnes Schedule 10 6 .08% 6,08% 6 .06%
17 Interest Expense Line 13-Line 14 69,588 .822 33,007.344 - 33,007,344
12
13 Retail Sales Revenue Staff ACcouctin9Scnadple9-1 plus Revenue Requirement 0 483,388,716 54,768299 538,157,015
14 paler Revenue SWffAccounts, Schedule9-1 0 85,787,857 85,787857
15 Deepening Revenue Staff

Accounting Schedpa9.1 0 559A76,573 54760299 1523,944,872
16
17 Operating&MaintedanceEap .oaea Staff AccouptingSchedule 9-3- Less Customer Deposit Interest 351,961,952 351,987,952
18 Depreciation SWffAccoen6ngSdledule9-3 53,112,822 53,172,822
19 Amortization Staff Accounting Schedule9-3 2,520,523 54,768,299 57,288,822
20 1alereat art Ciialomer Defrosts, 0
21 Taxes other than income lazes Staff Accounting Schedule 9-3 36,135,265 36,135,265
22 Federal and State income taxes Staff Accounting Schedule 9-4 34,098,276 34.098 .276
23 Gains on disposition of plant a 0
24 Total Eleclrk Operating Expenses Sum of Ones 21 to 27 0 477,828,830 54.788,299 532,597,137
25
26 Operating bcotne Staff Accounting Schedule 1-1 One 3 0 91,347,735 0 91,347,735
27 1.Inter"tEven. -One15 - (33,007,344) - (33,007,344)
28 Depreciation Staff Accounting schedule9-3 53,112,822 - 53,112,822
29 Amortization Staff AccountingSchedule 9-3 2,520,523 54,788$99 57,288,822
30 Deferred Taxes

Shift Accounting SGledule9-4 1,373,488 1,373,488
31 Funds from Operations (FFO) Sum ofLines 30to34 115, 54768299 170,775523
32
33 Mail lncorna One30+Ur1a31 - 58,340,391 - 58.340,391
34 Return on Equity One 37 / Line 11 0,0% 9 .1% 0 .0% 9.1%
35 Unadjusted Equity Ratio Line 111 Line 10 532% 53 .2% 0 .0% 532%

Additional financial information needed for the calculation of ratios

38 C-Paalaed Lease obligations KCPL Trial Balance accts 227100 & 243100 2,314,096 1,254,311 1,254,334
37 Shod-term Debt Balance KCPLTtialBalanceax+s231xxx 82,400,000 44,664,151 44,864,151
38 Shod-term Debt Interest KCPL T .B. accts 831014, 831015, 631076 5,681,983 3,079,866 3,079 .888

Adjustments made by Rating Agencies for Off-Balance Sheet Obligations
39 DelaAaw ts1 off-B I sn etob9 aeon
40 Operating Lease Debt Equivalent Present Value of Operating Lease Obligations discounted @b.1% 86,657,367 46,971,814 46,971,814
41 Pur<haseP~Debt Equivalent Resent Value ofPurchase POwa,Obligations discounted ®6.1% 12,443,708 6 .744,996 6,744,996
42 Accounts Receivable Sale KCPLTrial Balance account 142011 70,000,000 37,942,847 37,9429,17
43

Total
OBSDebt Adjustment Sum of Lines Wto52 169,101,069 91,659,658 - 91,659,656

"
45 tl(grslt 79ri-R-SSL; ii ?7.P ce Sh et Obl' ti,ms
46 Present Value of operating Leases One 50' 6.10% 5,286,099 2,865,281 2,865281
47 PunhgaePowarDebt Equivalent Line 51 SA0% 759,066 411,445 - 411,445
48 Accounts Receivable Sale Line 52'5% 3500,000 2,314514 2,314,514
49 Total CBS Interest Adjustment Sum of Unes 56W 58 9,545,165 5,591239 5,591239

Ratio Calculations

50 Adjusted Interval Expense Line 15 " One45 + One 59 84,815,971 41,678,448 - 41,878,448
51 Actuated Total Debt Linel3 > One 43 a Line 44 + Line 53 1,393,368,165 680,462,091 - 6813,462,091
52 Adjusted Total Capital Line 10+Line 43+Line "+Line 53 2,784,716,165 1 .338,034,154 - 1,338,034,154
53
54 FFOinterest Coverage (One 35+Line 63)/Line 63 1 .00 3.77 1 .31 5.08
55 FF-0as a %of Average Total Debt line 35 / Line 84 0 .0% 17.0% 8D% 25.0%
56 TotatoebtioTMatca tw Une641Line, 65 502% 50.9% 0.0% 50.9%

Changes required to meet ratio targets

57 FFOInterest Coverage Target 3.80 3.80 0 .00 3.80
58 FFOadjustment tomeettarget (Line 73-One67) - Line 63 237,484,718 1,352,433 (54,768,299) (53,415,865)
59 Interest adjustment tonteeltarget Line 35'(1/(Line 73-1)-1/(Line 67-1)) #DN/0! (483,012) 19,560,107 19,077,095
60
61 PRO as a%ofAverage Total Debt Target 25% 25% 0% 25%
62 FIT) adjustment tomeet target (Line 77-Lin .68)'Line 64 349,592,041 54,768,299 (54,768,299) -
63 Debt adjustment to meet target brie 35 - It)Line 77-I)Or .68) #DNIN (219,073,196) 219,073,196 -
64
65 Total DebtWTotal CdpltilTarget 51% 51% 0% 51%
66 Debt adjustment to meet target (Line 81-Line 69) - Line 65 21,837,079 1,935,328 - 1,935,328
67 Total Capital adjustment Wmeet target Line 64/One81-Lane 65 (42,817,802) (3,794 .780 (3,794,760

Amortization and Revenue needed to meet targeted ratios
68
69

FFO adjustment needed to meet target ratios
Effective income tax rate

Maximum of Line 74, Line 78 , or Zero
Accounting Schedule 11

349,592,041
38 .77%

54,768,299
38.77%

(54,768,299)
38 .77%

-
38,77%

70 Deferred assistant, tares ' -Line 87 - Line 88/(7-Line 88) (221,356,907) (34,678,539) 34,678,539 -
71 Total amonzadon required for the PFO adjustment Line 87-One 89 570,948,949 89,446,838 (89,446,838) -
72
73 Retail Sales Revenue Adjustment Ad)ucmtant=Suml21blme25)+Line27-Litro16bine31-(tinen'One38YL-Line88) 483,398,776 54,760,299 538,157,015
74 Percent increase in retail sales revenue Une 92 Jurisdictional Adjustments / One 92 Jurisdictional 11 .3%

stedforknwmand measurable changes including changeschanges related to new plant ro,senice



In the Matter of the Application of Kansas City

	

)
Power & Light Company to Modify Its Tariff to

	

)

	

Case No . ER-2006-0314
Begin the Implementation of Its Regulatory Plan

	

)

STATE OF MISSOURI

	

)
ss

COUNTY OF JACKSON )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

AFFIDAVIT OF DON A. FRERKING

Don A. Frerking, being first duly sworn on his oath, states :

1 .

	

Myname is Don A. Frerking . I work in Kansas City, Missouri, and I am

employed by Kansas City Power & Light Company as Senior Regulatory Analyst .

2 .

	

Attached hereto and made a part hereof for all purposes is my Rebuttal Testimony

on behalfofKansas City Power & Light Company consisting of twenty-three (23) pages and

Schedules DAF-6 through DAF-11, having been prepared in written form for introduction into

evidence in the above-captioned docket.

3 .

	

I have knowledge of the matters set forth therein . I hereby swear and affirm that

my answers contained in the attached testimony to the questions therein propounded, including

any attachments thereto, are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge, information and

belief.

Subscribed and sworn before me this 8` h day of September 2006 .

~ + Cp(~ (q , CA,)

Notary Public

My commission expires :

	

t" U .44 ;'UO~-

	

~

	

Notarypublic -Notary Seal
STATEOF MISSOURI

Jackson County

My CommissionExpires : Feb . 4, 2007


