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Please state your name and business address.

My name is Don A. Frerking. My business address is 1201 Walnut, Kansas City,
Missouri 64106.

By whom and in what capacity are you employed?

I am employed by Kansas City Power & Light Company (“KCPL”) as Senior Regulatory
Analyst.

Are you the same Don A, Frerking who pre-filed direct testimony in this case?

Yes, I am.

What is the purpose of your testimony?

The purpose of my testimony is to rebut the testimony of Staff witnesses Erin L. Maloney
regarding Demand allocation and Rosella L. Schad regarding depreciation. I will also be
rebutting the Staff’s use of an Energy allocation for off-system sales “margins”.

Are there any corrections or clarifications that you would like to make to your
direct testimony or other information that you previously provided at this time?
Yes. I would like to correct an error in the calculation of the “Unused Energy “ allocator,
which KCPL is proposing to use as the basis for allocating off-system sales “margins”.
The “Available Energy” component of the calculation was incorrectly calculated by

utilizing the average coincident peak (“CP”) loads. The correct megawatts (“MW") for
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calculation of the “Available Energy” should have been based on the total “Available
Capacity” as allocated using the jurisdictional Demand allocation factors. The corrected
calculation of the “Unused Energy” allocator is attached to this testimony as Schedule
DAF-6. This corrected calculation inciuded in Schedule DAF-6 has also been submitted
as a corrected response to MPSC Data Request No. 502.

What was the impact of the corrected calculation on the “Ijnused Energy”
allocator?

Based on the load, energy usage, and Demand allocation methodology assumptions in the
Company’s June Update, the Missouri jurisdictional “Unused Energy” allocation factor
would go from 46.97% prior to the correction to 51.55% after the correction. Based on
the Company’s proposed level of non-firm off-system energy sales “margins” in the
Company’s June Update, the corrected “Unused Energy” allocator would allocate
approximately $3.6 million more “margin” to the Missouri jurisdiction.

Will you be discussing the rationale for using the “Unused Energy” allocation factor
for allocating off-system sales “margins” later in your testimony?

Yes. Later in my testimony, I will discuss the rationale behind the “Unused Energy”
allocator and why it is more appropriate than an Energy allocator for allocating the off-
system sales “margins” to the jurisdictions.

L ALLOCATIONS

4-CP vs. 12-CP Demand Allocation

What methodology did the Staff propose for Demand allocation in this case?
Staff Witness Erin L. Maloney recommended that a 4-CP Demand allocation

methodology be utilized.
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Q. Does the Company agree with Staff’s recommendation for the use of a 4-CP

methodology for Demand allocation?

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

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

transimission assets,

Q. What was the basis for Ms. Maloney’s recommendation of the 4-CP Demand
allocation methodology?
A. The following Q&A from Pages 7 & 8 of Ms. Maloney’s direct testimony in this case
describes the basis for her recommendation of the 4-CP Demand allocation methodology:
Q. How was the decision made to recommend using the 4 CP method?

A. The 4 CP methodology is appropriate for a utility, such as KCP&L, where the
monthly peak demands during the non-summer months are significantly below the
summer monthly peak demands. The lower demand in the non-summer months
will have little or no influence on the capacity planning process and it would not
be rational to consider all twelve monthly peaks in a jurisdictional allocation

methodology when there are such significant statistical variations in the monthly
seasonal peaks.

Q. Is there additional support for the position that a 4 CP methodology is
appropriate in this case?

A. Yes. In various cases, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC)
has, among other things, used a number of tests as a guide in its determination of
an appropriate demand methodology. These tests are arithmetical calculations
whose results I compared to specific ranges determined from prior FERC
decisions which suggest which methodology is more appropriate. Attached to this
testimony as Schedule 3 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 Michae!l E. Small. As this excerpt
shows, FERC has used these tests to support its adoption of a 4 CP methodology
in a number of cases.

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

appears to have relied upon for her recommendation?
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Chapter 5 of the publication referenced by Ms. Maloney consists of nine (9) pages
starting at Page 103 and continuing through Page 111. Ms. Maloney attached only Pages
103, 105, 107, 109, and 111.

Did Ms. Maloney also prepare direct testimony regarding Demand allocation
methodology in a recent Empire District Electric Company rate case?

Yes, she did. Ms. Maloney prepared direct testimony dated June 23, 2006 in Case No.
ER-2006-0315. I have attached a copy of Ms. Maloney’s direct testimony in the Empire
District Electric Company case as Schedule DAF-7.

Did Ms. Maloney also utilize Chapter 5 of the previously mentioned 1994 Michael E.
Small publication for her analysis in the Empire District Electric Company case?
Yes, she did.

Did Ms. Maloncy attach Chapter 5 of the publication to her direct testimony in the
Empire District Electric Company case?

Yes, she did. In fact, she attached all of the pages from Chapter 5 of the publication.
What methodology did Ms. Maloney propose for Demand allocation in the Empire
District Electric Company case? |

She recommended that a 12-CP Demand allocation methodology be utilized. Her
recommendation was based at least partly on the results of the tests described in Chapter
5 of the previously mentioned 1994 Michael E. Small publication.

Did Ms. Maloney consider other factors in determining the appropriate allocation
methodology in the Empire District Electric Company case?

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

Empire District Electric Company case describes the other factors that she considered in
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determining the appropriate allocation methodology in the Empire District Electric

Company case:

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 [Carolina Power & Light Co., Opinion No. 19, 4 FERC
161,107 at 61,230 (Aug. 1978)], 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 sales 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?

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 scasonal peak. These operational realities, along with the test results and
aforementioned analysis, provide ample evidence to support Staff’s
recommendation to adopt a 12 CP methodology in the current proceeding.

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

from?

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

publication.
Is Page 106 one of the pages that Ms. Maloney did not attach to her direct testimony
in this case?

Yes, it is.
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Does the information from Page 106 seem relevant to the determination of the
appropriate Demand allocation methodology?

Yes, it does.

Do any of the operational realities that Ms. Maloney describes for Empire District
Electric Company in the answer to the second question above also apply to KCPL?
Yes, they ali do.

Does KCPL perform necessary maintenance on its power plants during the spring
or fall, when the usage level of the Company’s native load customers is reduced?
Yes, that is when KCPL performs most of the maintenance on its nuclear and coal-fired
generating facilities.

Does KCPL pursue off-system sales during the spring or fall, when the usage level
of the Company’s native load customers is reduced?

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

Does KCPL’s capacity planning process take into account all the hours of the year
and not just the peak hour or any seasonal peak?

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

Can you think of any reason, other than a strict reliance on the FERC tests
described in Chapter 5 of the previously mentioned 1994 Michael E. Small
publication, why Ms. Maloney would have recommended a 4-CP Demand allocation
methodology for a Company with the operational realities of KCPL?

I can think of no reason, other than a strict reliance on the FERC tests, that Ms. Maloney
would have recommended a 4-CP Demand allocation methodology. Even at that, much of

the information contained on the pages of the publication that she did not attach to her
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direct testimony in this case would lead one to the conclusion that the 12-CP Demand
allocation methodology is appropriate for KCPL.
Have you attempted to quantify what the effect of incorporating off-system sales
into the FERC tests would have on the results of those tests?
Yes, I have. Since there are no load requirements for off-system sales 1 have attempted to
quantify the effect of the off-system sales on the FERC tests by using total MWH sales,
including off-system MWH sales, in the FERC tests.
What were the results of those FERC tests using the total MWH sales?
The results of the FERC tests using total MWH sales, including off-system MWH sales,
for the 12-month period ending December 31, 2005 are shown below:

Test 1 =13%

Test 2 =83%

Test3=71%
These results all fall well within the ranges, as defined by Ms. Maloney, for a 12-CP
allocation methodology. The calculation of these percentages is attached as Schedule
DAF-8.
What methodology is the Company proposing for Demand allocation?
The Company is proposing the use of a 12-CP Demand allocation methodology for
allocating the plant and other fixed costs associated with production and transmission

assets.

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

the Company in its Kansas jurisdiction?
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Yes. The 12-CP Demand allocation methodology has historically been utilized in the
Company’s Kansas jurisdiction. In addition, in the Kansas Regulatory Plan Stipulation &
Agreement that precipitated the Company’s current Kansas rate case filing, the Company
agreed to utilize a 12-CP Demand allocator in its rate case filing.

Is the 12-CP Demand allocation methodology consistent with what has been used for
the Company in its FERC jurisdiction?

Yes. The 12-CP Demand allocation methodology has historically been utilized in the
Company’s FERC jurisdiction, and the Company’s current FERC jurisdictional rates
were established utilizing the 12-CP Demand allocation methodology.

Why is it important that consistent allocation is utilized in all of the Company’s
jurisdictions?

If consistent allocation methodologies are not utilized in the Company’s various
jurisdictions, the result wilt be over- or under-recovery of the Company’s prudently

incurred costs.

Allocation of Non-Firm Off-System Sales Margins

Q.

What methodology did the MPSC Staff use to allocate to the jurisdictions the
“margin” or “profit” on non-firm off-system sales?

The Staff used an Energy allocator to allocate non-firm off-system sales margins to the
jurisdictions.

Does the Company agree with Staff’s allocation methodology for non-firm off-
system sales margins?

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

on non-firm off-system sales based on an Energy allocation methodology.
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If you believe that there is no rationale for allocating non-firm off-system sales
margins by using an Energy allocator why do you suppose the Staff used the Energy
allocator?

I can’t say for sure, because Staff did not present testimony supporting the use of the
Energy allocation methodology for allocating the margins on non-firm off-system sales.
I suspect, however, that Staff used the Energy allocator, because that is historically how
“total revenues” on off-system energy sales have been allocated.

Can you please elaborate on the distinction between “margins” and “total revenues”
on non-firm off-system energy sales?

The “total revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales can be broken into two
components; (1) the “cost” component of the sales and (2) the “margin” or profit
component of the sales.

You previously stated that “total revenues” on off-system energy sales have
historically been allocated using an Energy allocator. Why have the “cost” and
“margin” components of the “total revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales
not historically been allocated separately?

KCPL and, I suspect, many other utilities have historically only reported the “total
revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales.

In your opinion was it appropriate, historically, to have been allocating “total
revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales by using an Energy allocator?

It has probably never been “completely” appropriate to allocate “total revenues” on non-
firm off-system energy sales by using an Energy allocator, but at the time when many of

the allocation methodologies were developed it was probably a reasonable approach. At
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the time when many of the allocation methodologies were developed the market for non-
firm off-system energy sales was very different than it is today. Off-system sales
volumes were very limited by today’s standards and the pricing of non-firm off-system
sales was done on a “cost plus a small margin” basis rather than on the “market price”
basis of today. As such, historically, the “cost” component comprised a much larger
percentage than the “margin” component of the “total revenues™ on non-firm off-system
energy sales. Thus, because it is appropriate to allocate the “cost” component based on
an Energy allocator, it was reasonably appropriate, though not theoretically appropriate,
to allocate “total revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales based on an Energy
allocator.

You stated that it is appropriate to allocate the “cost” component of the “total
revenues” on non-firm off-system encrgy sales by using an Energy allocator. First,
is that how the Company has allocated the “cost” component, and, second, can you
please explain why you believe its is appropriate to allocate the “cost” component
based on an Energy allocator?

Yes, the Company allocated the “cost™ component of “total revenues” on non-firm off-
system energy sales based on the Energy allocator. The “cost” component of the “total
revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales covers the incremental costs to produce
those sales. Those incremental costs consist of fuel and/or energy purchases. The
Company’s total fuel and energy purchase costs, including the costs to produce non-firm
oft-system energy sales, are allocated to the jurisdictions based on the Energy allocator,
Thus, it is appropriate to allocate the component of the “total revenues™ on non-firm off-

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

10
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allocated based on the Energy allocator. In other words, the jurisdictions are being
reimbursed for the costs that have been charged to them on a consistent basis.

Why is not appropriate to also allocate the “margin” component of the “total
revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales?

The “margins” on non-firm off-system sales are not unlike margins or profits on sales in
any other business. It is a general business principle that margins or profits on sales are
allocated or distributed based on the ownership percentage of the fixed assets of the
business, not on the allocation of variable expenses. In the case of non-firm off-system
energy sales the ownership percentage of the fixed assets, as it applies to the jurisdictions,
1s defined by the Demand allocation methodology.

Why then is it not appropriate to simply allocate the “margin” component of the
“total revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales by using the Demand
allocator?

The Demand allocation of the plant and other fixed costs to the jurisdictions essentially
defines the “Available Capacity” (the MW capacity of the generating units and purchased
power contracts) that the jurisdictions have paid for. It, thus, also defines each
jurisdiction’s rights to call on a level of MWH output or “Available Energy” that
corresponds with the jurisdiction’s allocated “Available Capacity”. The “Available
Energy” is calculated by multiplying the "Available Capacity" by 8760 (the number of
hours in a year). The reason why it is not appropriate to simply allocate the “margin”
component based on the Demand allocator has to do with how non-firm off-system
energy is available for sale in the first place. Non-firm off-system energy is available for

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

11
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above. If the jurisdictions did use all of their “Available Energy” there would be no
energy available to sell off-system. Because of this fact the relevant factor is not just the
“Available Capacity” that the jurisdictions have paid for through the Demand allocation
methodology, but rather the “Available Energy” that the jurisdictions have paid for but
not used or, in other words, the “Unused Energy”.

Can you please describe the calculation of this “Unused Energy”?

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. The calculation of the
“Unused Energy” allocator can be found in Schedule DAF-6.

Is the “Unused Energy” that you have described the basis for the Company’s

roposed allocation of the “marygin” component of the “total revenues” on non-firm
prop 4 p

off-system energy sales?

Yes it is.

II. DEPRECIATION

Depreciation Issues

Q.

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

filing in this case?

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

Staff’s depreciation study.

What were the results of Staff’s depreciation study?

12
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According to the direct testimony of Ms. Schad “[t}he depreciation rates determined in
this study will decrease the currently ordered annual depreciation expense from
approximately $65 million to $55 million, a difference of approximately $10 million.
Does the Company agree with the quantification of the result of applying Staff’s
proposed depreciation rates?

At the time of the Staff’s direct filing in this case, the Staff had a number of errors in the
Missouri jurisdictional plant balances to which Ms. Schad was applying Staff’s proposed
depreciation rates, so it is impossible tell if the $10 million Missouri jurisdictional
decrease was the actual result of the depreciation study. At the time of this filing, I
believe that the Staff reconciliation with the Company would estimate the impact of the
difference between current depreciation rates and those proposed by the Staff to be
approximately $15 miltion.

Does the Company agree with the Staff’s proeposed depreciation rates and the
resulting decrease in depreciation expense?

No, it does not. The Company does not believe that it is appropriate to change
depreciation rates at this time. In addition, the Company believes that there are a number
of significant flaws in the Staff’s depreciation study.

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

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

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

2004.

13
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The Staff’s depreciation study was based on data through December 31, 2005.
Would you expect the one-year difference in available data to dramatically impact
the results of a depreciation study?

As a general rule the more years of data that you can incorporate into a depreciation study
the better, but one year of activity for a Company with the lengthy plant history of KCPL
should not to make a discernable difference.

Did the results of your last depreciation study, then, result in proposed depreciation
rate changes that, if implemented, would have resulted in a significant overall
decrease in depreciation expense?

No, in fact, the results of KCPL’s last depreciation study suggested changes to
depreciation rates that, if implemented, would have increased the overall depreciation
expense. The magnitude of the overall increase would depend on whether whole-life or
remaining-life depreciation rates were applied and/or to which accounts they were
applied.

If the Company had filed a depreciation study in conjunction with its direct filing in
this case, would you have expected the results and recommendations to be similar to
that of your last depreciation study?

Yes, had the Company filed a depreciation study with its direct filing in this case, it very
likely would have recommended similar depreciation rate changes and a similar resulting
overall increase in depreciation expense.

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

depreciation rates in its direct filing in this case?

14
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The Company believed that it was the intent of the Regulatory Plan Stipulation &
Agreement in Case No. E0-2005-3029 that the depreciation rates listed in Appendix G of
the Regulatory Plan Stipulation & Agreement were to be used in this case. Asa result,
KCPL did not sponsor any testimony relating to depreciation rates in its direct filing.
Does the Company believe the Regulatory Plan Stipulation & Agreement precludes
parties to the case from proposing depreciation rate changes?

No, it does not. However, while review of depreciation rates is generally part of a rate
proceeding, the Company does not believe it is appropriate in this case.

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

As I stated previously, it is the Company’s belief that it was the intent of the Regulatory
Plan Stipulation & Agreement to use the Appendix G depreciation rates in this case. In
addition, it does not make sense to change depreciation rates, because the credit ratio
amortization mechanism established in the Regulatory Plan Stipulation & Agreement
provides for additional amortization expense, if necessary, to provide cash to maintain
adequate credit metrics during the term of the Regulatory Plan. From a practical
standpoint any adjustment to depreciation rates would necessitate an equal and offsetting
adjustment to amortization expense to maintain equivalent cash flow. The Regulatory
Plan Stipulation & Agreement contemplates that the accumulated amortization can be re-
directed to specific plant accounts to be determined at a later time. It appears appropriate
that any revision to depreciation rates should occur at the conclusion of the Regulatory

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

Q.

Other than the fact that the Company does not believe that is appropriate to adjust
depreciation rates at this time, do you have any other concerns about the
depreciation study filed by the Staff?

Yes, the Company has identified what it considers to be a number of very significant
flaws in the Staff’s depreciation study. The Company’s analysis of the Staff’s
depreciation study is certainly not complete at this point, but the flaws that have been
identified to this point certainly shed doubt an the validity of Staff’s study.

Can you briefly describe some of the flaws in the Staff’s study?

Yes. First, the Staff’s study appears to contain some major flaws with regard to the
lifespan analysis and the related interim retirements for the generation accounts. Second,
the retirement curve matching for a number of the transmission, distribution, and general
plant accounts is questionable. And third, the approach the Staff used to calculate net
salvage rates is mathematically and analytically incorrect.

Can you describe the lifespan analysis as it relates to generation accounts and
further describe the problems with the StafPs lifespan analysis and the related
interim retirements for the generation accounts?

Yes, lifespan analysis deals with the fact that for certain assets, like power plants, there
will come a time when all of the assets at the site will be retired as a whole regardless of
age or condition of some of the individual units of property within the plant. In other
words, power plants are subject to interim retirements that occur throughout the life of
the plant as individual units of property wear out and are replaced, but they are also

subject to a final retirement of the plant as whole. Ms. Schad’s testimony makes no
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mention of the Staff’s lifespan analysis, and it is not obvious from Ms. Schad’s
depreciation workpapers what exactly the Staff has done with regard to its lifespan
analysis. It appears from the results of the Staff’s study that the Staff must have
incorporated some lifespan analysis for the generation accounts. If the Staff study did not
incorporate lifespan analysis for the generation accounts, Ms. Schad has misapplied the
generation retirement data that the Company provided and has not followed standard
depreciation principles with regard to generation assets. Again, it appears that the Staff
study has incorporated lifespan analysis, but it is not cbvious from the testimony or
workpapers.

Assuming that Staff utilized lifespan estimates for the generation assets, what do
those lifespan estimates appear to be?

As I'mentioned previously, it appears that ;[he Staff’s study has utilized lifespan analysis
for the generation accounts. It appears that Staff has utilized a 45-year lifespan for most
of the coal generation accounts, a 59.5-year lifespan for the nuclear accounts, and a 35-
year lifespan for most of the combustion turbine accounts. In addition, it appears that
Staff has utilized a 60-year lifespan for ali of the structures and improvements accounts
including those accounts for transmission, distribution, and general plant.

Do Staff’s apparent lifespan estimates seem reasonable?

The Company would argue that the 45-year coal generation lifespan is a little long and
that the 60-year structures lifespan is too long, but in general, the lifespan estimates are
within a reasonable range.

If Staff’s apparent lifespan estimates are within a reasonable range, what is the

significant flaw in Staff’s analysis to which you previously referred?
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The significant flaw is that Staff appears to have not incorporated any interim retirements
into the life analysis for the generation and structures accounts. This can be most
obviously seen by examining the nuclear accounts. Staff’s study suggests that the
average service life for the nuclear accounts should be 59.5 years. In order to have an
average service life of 59.5 years, one would have to assume that there have been no
retirements in the past in these nuclear accounts, and that there will be no retirements of
existing plant in these nuclear accounts in the future until the final retirement of the
whole plant at the end of the assumed extended operating license. The lack of any
interim retirements is obviously a major error in the analysis.

What would be the result on the average services lives for the generation and
structures accounts of applying a reasonable level of interim retirements?
Applying a reasonable level of interim retirements to the generation and structures
accounts would likely reduce Staff’s average service life estimates for these accounts by
roughly 10-15 years.

The second major flaw in Staff’s study that you referred to is what you considered
to be questionable retirement curve matching for a number of fransmission,
distribution, and general plant accounts. Can you please describe the problem?

In general, the average service lives for transmission, distribution, and general plant
accounts are derived by matching the observed life data from the Company’s plant
history records to a set of empirically derived mortality data known as the lowa Curves.
These curve matches are done on both a mathematical and visual basis. Ms. Schad also
described this curve matching process in her testimony. In order to check the

reasonableness of Staff’s curve matches, I plotted Staff’s proposed curve matches against
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the observed life data in the Company’s last depreciation study. The result of that
reasonableness check is that it appears that Staff’s curve matching is questionable for
Accounts 355, 358, 362, 364, 365, 367, 369, 370, 371, 396, & 398. These curve plots are
attached to my testimony as Schedule DAF-9. The results of these questionable curve
matches are average service lives for many of these accounts that are approximately 10-
20 years too long.

The third major flaw in Staff’s study that you referred to is what you considered to
be a mathematically and analytically incorrect calculation of the net salvage rates.
Can you please describe the problem?

In Ms. Schad testimony she states that: “Net salvage rates realized by the Company were
developed by taking the experienced net salvage for the last ten years, exclusive of the
highest and lowest net salvage amounts, and dividing by the original cost of plant retired
for the last ten years for each account. Excluding the highest and lowest net salvage
amounts in determining a ten year average eliminates outliers that can result from the
delayed timing of data entry into the accounting system.”

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

‘The approach that Ms. Schad has taken for eliminating outliers does not accomplish her
stated intention. In fact, it often creates a situation of greater outliers than occurred prior
to the “correction.” What Ms. Schad has done is replace the highest and lowest net
salvage amounts with zero amounts. Since most of the Company’s accounts are in a
negative net salvage position for most of the years, what Ms. Shad has done creates a

situation where she often replaces the highest and lowest net salvage amounts with two
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new amounts that are higher than what the previous highest amount was. The result of
Ms. Schad’s “correction” significantly overstates the net salvage rates that have been
proposed by the Staff to be included in the depreciation rate calculations.

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

The Company has not identified any other significant flaws at this time, but the Company
has not completed an exhaustive analysis of the Staff’s depreciation study. The Company
certainly has not determined for sure that there are no other major flaws in the
depreciation analysis.

In your opinion could the Staff’s depreciation study be used as a basis for
establishing a reasonable level of depreciation expense?

In my opinion, Staff’s depreciation study is too significantly flawed to be relied upon as

the basis for setting a reasonable level of depreciation expense.

Depreciation Reserve Analysis

Q.

Ms. Schad’s testimony claims that the Company’s depreciation reserve is
theoretically over-accrued by approximately $800 million on a total company basis.
Does the Company consider that to be a reasonable representation of its
depreciation reserve situation?

No, it does not. As is noted in Ms. Shad’s testimony, the calculation of the theoretical
reserve is predicated on the proposed depreciation rates from the depreciation study. The
significant flaws that have been identified in the Staff’s depreciation study completely
invalidate the $800 million of theoretical over-accrual.

Does the Company believe that there are any individual depreciation reserve

accounts that are theoretically over-accrued at this point in time?
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Yes, it does. The assumed extension of the Wolf Creek operating license from 40 to 60
years created a situation where the nuclear depreciation reserve accounts are theoretically
over-accrued. In addition, the insurance and litigation proceeds in the Hawthorn 5
Rebuild depreciation reserve accounts created a situation where those accounts are
theoretically over-accrued.
In Ms. Schad’s testimony, she states that “[t}he Staff does not propose an
adjustment to the depreciation reserve at this time”. Has the Company proposed
any adjustments to the depreciation reserve?
Yes, it has through the deprecation rates that were included in Appendix G of the
Regulatory Plan Stipulation & Agreement. The nuclear depreciation rates that were
included in Appendix G are remaining-life depreciation rates. The calculation of
remaining-life depreciation rates takes into account the current level of the depreciation
reserve for the account in question. Remaining-life depreciation rates, thus, correct for
any current theoretical over- or under-accruals over the remaining life of the property in
the account. Likewise the Hawthorn 5 Rebuild depreciation rates that were included in
Appendix G were calculated in such a way that they are essentially remaining life rates
and will correct for the theoretical over-accrual in the Hawthorn § Rebuild depreciation
reserve accounts over time.
1. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

Please summarize the recommendations from your testimony.
I recommend the following as detailed previously in my testimony:

¢ The calculation of the “Unused Energy” allocator should be changed to reflect the

corrections as shown in Schedule DAF-6.
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e The 12-CP methodology should be used for the Demand allocator.
¢ The corrected “Unused Energy” allocator should be used for the allocation of the
“margin’ component of the “total revenues” on non-firm off-system energy sales.
s The depreciation rates listed in Appendix G of the Regulatory Plan Stipulation &
Agreement in Case No. EO-2005-0329 should be used as the basis for calculating
depreciation expense.
Are there any other issues that you would like to address?
Yes. 1 would like to note that I have attached, as Schedule DAF-10, the Staff’s
September 5, 2006 EMS Run (accounting schedules). I have also attached, as Schedule
DAF-11, the Staff’s calculation of the additional amortization associated with the
September 5, 2006 EMS Run.
Why have you attached these Staff schedule?
I have attached this September 5, 2006 Staff EMS Run, and the associated Staff
additional amortization calculation, because this version is the basis for the Company’s
rebuttal testimony. The EMS Run that the Staff originally filed in conjunction with the
their direct filing in this case contained a number of errors and omissions which the Staff
has subsequently corrected. The Staff corrections have been incorporated into the
attached September 5, 2006 EMS Run. The Company has not addressed in rebuttal
testimony any of the errors and omissions in the Staff’s originally filed EMS Run that
have subsequently been corrected.
Does the Company believe that the September 5, 2006 Staff EMS Run now contains

all of the necessary corrections of errors and omissions?

22



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

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

necessary.

Does that conclude your testimony?

Yes, it does.
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Kansas City Power and Light Co Schedule DAF-6

Corrected Unused Energy Allocator

[ Missouri | Kansas | FERC | Total |
Demand Altocator (D1)
12-CP Avg 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 (E1)
Energy Used (MWH) 8,960,193 6,583,077 144,287 15,687 557
Energy w/ Losses Allocator E1 57.12% 41.96% 0.92% 100.00%

Unused Energy w/ Losses Allocator (UE1)
Available Capacity (MW)

Demand Allocator (D1) 53.82% 45.30% 0.88%
Max Total Peak Allocated Using D1 Factors (MW) 2,362.2 1,988.4 38.5
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%

} 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
i 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 (fuef and/or energy purchases) should be allocated to the jurisdictions based on the Energy Allocator,
because that is how the 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.

How then 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 how the 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 of 4)




Kansas City Power and Light Co Schedule DAF-6

Unused Energy Allocator Used in KCPL's June Update

[ Missouri | WKansas | FERC | Total |
Demand Allocator (D1)
12-CP Avg Load (MW) 1,427.4 1,201.5 23.2 2,652.2
Demand Allocator DA 53.82% 45.30% 0.88% 100.00%
Energy w/ Losses Allocator (E1)
Energy Used (MWH) 8,960,193 6,583,077 144,287 15,687,557
Energy w/ Losses Allocator E1 57.12% 41.96% 0.92% 160.00%
Unused Energy w/ Losses Allocator (UE1)
12-CP Avg Load (MW) 1,427.4 1,201.5 232 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 w/ Losses Allocator UE1 48.97% 52.25% 0.79% 100.00%

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-sysiem sales) are typically
allocated to the jurisdictions using the Energy Aliocator.

Given how {he generation costs, both fixed and variable, are being allocated 1o the jurisdictions, what is the
appropriate way o 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 how the 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.

How then 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 how the total generation costs are being
allocated to the jurisdictions (Demand and Energy Allocators). Through the Demand Allecator the jurisdictions have
essentially paid for the "rights” {o 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 enetgy sales.

Unused Energy Aliocator (old) Schedule DAF-6 (Page 2 of 4)



Kansas City Power and Light Co

Demand Allocator

Demand Allocator Used in KCPL's June Update

Schedule DAF-6

CoinMOPeak |CoinKSPeak |CoinResale |WNPeak
Jan 1,299.0 1,112.8 246 24364
Feb 1,270.4 1,076.6 240 | 23710
Mar 1,142.0 929.9 205 | 2,092.4
Apr 1,077.8 848.4 177 1,043.8
May 1,478.3 1,223.6 20.3 | 27222
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 1,588.6 202 34332
Sep 1,539.7 1,317.4 255| 28827
Oct 1,186.3 936.4 146 21372
Nov 1,239.1 1,046.0 225 2,307.7
Dec 1,373.2 1,170.3 2481 2,568.3
(MAX 1,903.0 | 1,643.5 | 20.2 | 3,575.3 |
1-CP Avg 1,903.0 1,643.5 28.7 | 3,575.3
4-CP Avg 1,765.8 1,518.6 275 33119
12-CP Avg 1,427 .4 1,201.5 23.2| 2,652.2

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)

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%

Schedule DAF-6 (Page 3 of 4)



Kansas City Power and Light Co

Schedule DAF-6

Energy Aliocators Used in KCPL June Update

ENERGY WITH LOSSES (E1)

MISSOURI

KANSAS

SALES FOR RESALE
TOTAL

ENERGY WITHOUT LOSSES (E2)

MISSOURI

KANSAS

SALES FOR RESALE
TOTAL

Energy Allocator

MWH
8,960,193
6,583,077

144,287

E1
Allocator
57.1166%
41.9637%

0.9198%

15,687,557

MWH

100.0000%

E2
Allocator

8,506,252
6,216,341
137,889
14,859,482

57.2379%
41.8342%
J 0.9280%
100.0000%

Schedule DAF-6 (Page 4 of 4)
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BEFORE | B E COMMISSI

OF THE STATE OF MISSOQURI

In the matter of The Empire District Company of )
Joplin, Missouri for authority to file tanffs )
increasing rates for electric service provided to )
customers in Missouri service area of the Company. )

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIN L. MALONEY
STATE OF MISSOURI )

)
COUNTY OF COLE )

Case No. ER-2006-0315

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
12, 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 comrect to the best of her knowledge and

<= g

belief.

Erin L. Maloncya/c’(

Subscribed and sworn to before me thlsdga'_d day of June 2006.
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DAWN L HAKE
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DIRECT TESTIMONY
OF
ERIN L. MALONEY

EMPIRE DISTRICT ELECTRIC COMPANY

CASE NO. ER-2006-0315
Q. Please state your name and business address?
A. Erin L. Maloney, P.O. Box 360, Jefferson City, Missouri, 65102.
Q. By whom are you employed and in what capacity?
A. I am employed by the Missouri Public Service Commission (Commission)

as a Utility Engineering Specialist I in the Energy Department of the Utility Operations
Division.

Q. Please describe your educational and work background.

A. 1 graduated from the University of Nevada - Las Vegas with a Bachelor of
Science degree in Mechanical Engineering‘ in June 1992. From August 1995 through
November 2002, | 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 .

Q. Have you previously filed testimony before the Commission?

A. Yes. 1 filed testimony on reliability in Case No. ER-2005-0436.

Q. What is the purpose of this testimony?

A. The purpose 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 caleulated 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. The system 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:

Missouri Retail Non-Missouri Retail Wholesale
Demand 0.8221 0.1149 0.0630
Energy 0.8256 0.1093 0.0651

SYSTEM ENERGY LOSS FACTOR

Q. What is the result of your system energy loss factor calculation?

As shown on Schedule |, attached to this Direct Testimony, the calculated
systemn 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. How are system energy losses determined?

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 5 of 30)




10
[
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
2]

22

Schedule DAF-7

Direct Testimony of
Erin L. Maloney

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 mathematicatly as:

NSI = Total Sales + Company Use + 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. How is NSI determined?

A. In addition to the equation above, NSI is also equal to the sum of Empire’s
net generation, net interchange, and any inadvertent flows. Net interchange is the
difference between interchange purchases and off-system 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?

Schedule DAF-7 {Page 6 of 30)
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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 Staff witness Shawn E. Lange.

JURISDICTIONAL ALLOCATIONS

Q. Please define the phrase “jurisdictional aliocation”.

Al 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 of costs 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:

Missouri Retail 0.8221

Non-Missouri Retail 0.1149

Wholesale 0.0630
4
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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 of time. In this analysis, hourly demands
were used.

Q. What types of costs 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 of the selected test year.

Q. Why use 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. How was 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 1, 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

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 9 of 30)
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winter months (December and January) are relatively high due to the Company’s high
saturation of ¢lectric heat customers,

The line graph on Schedule 6 attached to this Direct Testimony presents, for each
of the years 2001 through 2005, a plot of each month’s peak hour as a percentage of:

a) The peak hour for the corresponding year; and

b) The average 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 altocation 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 of a CP methodology.

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 10 of 30)
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A. The following tests included in the aforementioned guidelines (attached as
Schedule 5) were used:
Test 1 - 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) Thé average of the system peaks during the remainder of the test
period as a percentage of the annual peak.
For calculated differences that fell between 18% and 19%, the FERC 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 of the 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 a 4 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:
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Test 1 - 18.63%
Test 2 - 83.28%
Test 3 - 57.22%
Q. Please discuss the significance of these 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 of the 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 sales 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 10 Empire?

' Carolina Power & Light Co., Opinion No. 19, 4 FERC %61,107 at 61,230 (Aug. 1978).
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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 cither 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
Staff’s 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 atlocated on the basis of energy?

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 13 of 30)
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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. How did 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

¢. 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.
Pleasc 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 Staff witness used your jurisdictional energy allocation factors?

A. 1 provided these jurisdictional energy allocation factors to Staff witness

Dana E. Eaves.

11
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Q. Does this conclude your prepared Direct Testimony?

A. Yes, it does.

12
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Jan-05
Fab-05
Mar-05
Apr-05
May-05
Jun-05
Jul-05
Aug05
Sep-05
Oct-05
Nov-05
Dec-05

Totals

Net

Generation
350,432,000
278,342,000
288,438,000
245,128,000
274,438,000
377,077,000
432,828,000
460,055.000
355,865,000
274,833,000
275,285,000
340,430,000

3,962,250,000

Net

interchange
105,872,000
109,550,000
118,832,000
102,738,000
116,001,000
98,711,000
91,543,000
86,612,000
108,694,000
117,786,000
124,420,000
154,143,000

1,330,920,000

tnadvertant
Flows
(98.000)
239,000
(466.000)
6,000
(56.000)
{126,000}
171,000
(244,000}
445,000
{274.000)
40,000
(63,000)

{126,000)

MEN

Net System
nput

465,205,000
388,140,000
407,105,000
347,872,000
390,383,000
473,662,000
524,540,000
546,423,000
463,104,000
392,345,000
398,754,000
494,510,000

5,263,044,000

PERCENT,

Retail

Sales
405,500,151
336,988,002
352,501,206
209,568,077
336,579,672
409,239,536
454,875,674
473 283,050
400,252,282
338,347,423
346,440,259
431,044,071

4,584,419,693

Wholesale
Sales

26,648,420
23,256,760
25,414,260
23,273,720
25,725,760
30,378,300
32,229,500
33,859,380
20,601,960
25,762,040
24 606,480
27,946,280

328,802,660

System Energy Loss Percentage = (Losses / Net System Input) X 100% = 8.58%

Company
Use
1,037,012
877,762
849,487
720,648
772,383
851,798
831,267
B95 157
887,215
812,831
752,649
974,978

10,263,287

Losses

32,020,417
27,017 476
28,336,957
24,308,555
27,305,185
33,192,366
36,803,369
38,285 413
32,362,543
27,422,608
27,954,612
34,544,671

368,558,160
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Month
Jan-05
Feb-05
Mar-05
Apr-05
May-05
Jun-05
Jul-05
Aug-05
Sep-05
Oct-05
Nov-05
Dec-05
Twelve Month Avg

Aliocation Factor

DEMAND ALLOCATION FACTOR

Missouri
Retail

747.7
680.5
679.9
508.9
666.8
844.2
890.7
850.2
808.9
689
695.3
868.9
8931

0.8221

Non-Missouri
Retail Wholesale
99.8 52.5
904 491
88.5 498
70 43.1
984 54.8
120.3 68.5
127.9 68.4
129.3 70.5
117 65.1
106.6 58.4
a3 48.7
106.4 85.7
1247 6 684.4
0.1149 0.0630

Total
System

800
820
818
622
820
1033
1087
1050
991
854
837
1031
10863

1.0000

Scedule 2
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Month
Jan-05
Feb-05
Mar-05
Apr-05
May-05
Jun-05
Jul-05
Aug-05
Sep-05
Oct-05
Nov-05
Dec-05
12 Month Totals
Normalization Adjustment
Annualization Adjustment
Customer Growth Adjustment
Wholesale Weather Adjustment
Adjusted 12 Month Totals

Allocation Factor

ENERGY ALLOCATION FACTOR

Missouri
Retail

369,748,480
330,464,071
301,063,765
297,497,572
276,137,730
322,496,512
380,571,229
404,240,551
409,802,040
325,126,307
287,954,047
359,886,332
4,064,987,726
(17.993.730)
(7.576,451)

76,232,504

4,115,649,98¢

G.B256

Non-Missouri

Retail
48,881,895
42,282,384
38,930,497
40,388,179
37,648,373
45,132,952
53,070,231
65,222,724
56,243,727
45,643 433
38,168,556
43,846,299
545,468,250

(5.246,325)
(1,542,899)

6,230,469

544,909,495

0.1093

Wholesale
26,648,420
23,256,760
25,414,260
23,273,720
25,725,760
30,378,300
32,229,500
33,959,380
29,601,960
25,762,040
24,606,480
27,946,280

328,802,860

(4,075,784)
324,727,076

0.0851

Total
System

445 278,795
396,003,215
365,417,522
361,159,471
339,511,863
308,007,764
465,870,960
493,422 655
495647 727
396,530,870
350,729,083
431,678,911
4,939,258,836
(23.240,115)
(9.119,350)
82,462,973
(4,075,784)
4,985,286,560

1.0000
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January
February
March
Aprit
May
June
July
August
September
October
November

December

2005

900

820

818

622

820

1033

1087

1050

991

854

837

1031

Monthly System Peaks (MW)

2004
937
885
691
635
803
911
1010
1014
873
633
756

913

2003
a87
865
8086
697
736
927
1018
1041
813
613
754

849

2002

891

872

870

655

738

897

984

a87

950

804

748

820

2001
919
849
701
642
7N

859.3
999
1001
878
618
769

764
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Chapter Five—Functionalization,
Classification, and Allocation

In aflocating cos 10 3 parncular dass of custamen, there ame three major steps Gt Al
cost of wrnte wsues e Been rerateed) 1E furenonalization, {23 dasatianem, and ()
Aocaion. FERC has welivaal tha o paiding ponciphe for this wiep i that the allocanan
tuge refect cog cawanon S, e Kemndy Ui o Opanion No. LA TH FERC
Tk 122, Gl (TORIY, Einch Powr & Lo oy Oprgsun Moo 113, 14 FERC 461,162,
p. b (FE [REL

A. Functonalization

Generally, phng 07 oxpense w2ems e Jir e ticrubrzed inee five mor coeyortes:
403 Proslurnion;

{3 Frovasmssion:

3y Datribueion;

{3y Cenerad and lmongible; and
(3) Common and ther,

See 16 CER. A5 13BYA1G7 eplarey 18 CER. 8350 4hi{8)i) {08M experses). Each plant
or cugenst item wil be segicgsted ioro dic caspery with which 2 s most.closely related
While finctionadezation 6r most memt iy relately straghforwand. aod ot useally tiu-

wased. problems do arine with reapedt o the funcaonahzation of sdmipistrstve and general
caperses (ARG ™ and groial plant exprases’ ™ FERC saed rhag

The Commission aormably tmpnires thae ARG and Genersd

Fag expens be allocared e the tusts of totad company bibor

eathon. Unidet wwh ablocatiaon wethod, ARG and Gererad Plane

expensy et are functionalized, or segregated o,

T here ornpamy Las St won jutisticiorad ok, the sise (al IBCBIERGE g pie I mpoeam

m kerpiny FERC wain its purisd diotial dunstraee, See Poabondl’ Fagum Pope Line o w. PPV 32 UK,

BX5, 6d1.a0 4045} (Uibe Camimaian miuse ik e 3 separsdion af the tegulared ami uncegulaced

Dusinen , Cuberwioe di: probin i Soaey . of i enrigsliaad buminein would be ained Wi e myguland

Fapsigizns 2l the Cianptiaion would o the jursadictionst e which Congren weote it 1he A0}
M aaln experess whide Silbos oF ot e, evctugves, and nffice eoplveeen, auploee beredits, inwranee, ck
Y Cenerdl phant s bodes olfir formauee snd cpipneen, Bispotanon yeiichs, lacker, ook, kb equip-
AR e, e
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Ciapter Friy o Futrnoralivaon, Clasbicann, o33 Abowsion

104

e s

granducton, eansmiston, disnbuton, Custars oy, Cus

toanet senvice, wdornaiias, amd swlm. The "Roononadiason’ o

n proporcun <o the ratic of che lahor cost 11 mach igor -

rien = ekl W csn s ARG and Generad Plaar liber. Exch

functinedized component s aloacaied to cusrwner grgs.
Ul Powwr & Light {2, Opimon Neo 308, 33 FERC §u1.i6n, p 61,599 (YORR) Spr wler-
Minnesora Power & Lighs G, Opimon Mo 20, 3 FERE qelate, p aL208 (1978 (penerd
plang will be functionabized by hibot ratiox unbow. it is shown that the use'of libor range pe
Joces uiressonabic wls). In many vascs, FERL has aliowed Bbor ninns to e used oo fanes
fiomlipe geacest plant Se g, Urel Powrr & Light £o, Opinion Noo 308, &4 FERC »
61.54%; Kerar ity Pere £ Laphr Ca, 21 FEMC 463000, p 65 634 (1050, afd, 22 FERC
UHE, 262 (1083 Dedmany Power & Light (s, 47 FERC S04, p 65,204 (3981), 4,
Qpinion Noo 185, 24 FERC 961,399 (195805); Phitadelphia Baens So,, 00 FERC 463,034,
P 65.355-56, ol 14 FEWLC 961057 110808 Siodlady, TERU tan reqeaned that avse ARG
expenses be Rinctianalized wn the bavs of labos ratew. Mitu Powrr £ Light Ca, Opsnon Ne,
51,05 PERC %61 085, pp 0 L137-38 (1978 Keseas City Pouer & Loply € 21 FEROC
65.035; Délmim Power & Light Ca, 17 PERL 2t 3203 Anr exception 10 this hos Bven entab-
lished for propenty insstanee which has been funcoomalized on phant mnos. Paific G & Flom
Ca, 16 FERC B34, pp 65.015. 16 Li981), affd, Opinjon Neo (37, X1 FERL #6110
{4982), Konzar Abprckey Naperal Lans Cia, Cpinten Mo 73, 53 FPC L4, 1T2215975)

Cormunon plut and angible gane dea have bren amlogiaed to geners! plans and fuoe-
sanalized ot the bavisof fabor wation, Kansar Ciry Poacer & Light, 21 FERES 51 63,035; Delirer
Powper & Bagltt G 17 FERC a1 65,204 Mredadedahia Gk, 16 FERC a1 65,055-36,

Ancther istue that Has arien b che caloubioon of e kbor ratos. Uraally, the Rbor
cakig sonmon of el Jabor costs in the denominiror wish the ibor o ssaaiaed with 3
particulyr cavegory i the puincrawn. Th 3 nember of procecdings, vompanies have tresapred
to chonge the rasto by endy includmg production, tapsivion, and sharuton -relited b
civits i she denuminator, thereby excludioy custortios serare relaed abos roas. FERC
reyected this in o5 ledst one case, Kewsas Ciry Pinory & Liphe, 23 FERC a2 6303334

B. Classification

After fonctivnalizing, the mext step i to chasify tase cxpenses or costs e oue of
thyge Categenics (13 demand, (23 encogy, wr (3) wther, Ser 18 CER. §35, LHBHSG(AL

FERCY Stafl for 2 aumber of years has wned the predominance wethud tor clsafyrng
production O&M sccosms. Umiber this methnd i€ an account v pradoningurdy (310005}
encrgy-related, i1 wall be chawtied & coerge The samw abo b true with mpcz;s o demand
telated cints. FERC has acrepted this oxchiod o1 5 nather of e See, g Arizons Public
Servee T, 4 FERC 95,0100, pp 61,200-00 (19785 foot Pnser 0, 1) FERC Godind,
PP 65,255,356 199, off ¥, 15 FERC §61.056, p. b, 093 (198EE Kansar City Power & Linkr
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Cul 20 FERC 403000 p 13,057 (1982 79, 12 FERC 01,263 (196 3% Mimesat [ £
Light Co, Opsrsion Mo 86, 14 FERE 58 312, pp 6 L6454 (L,

In addiven 1o FERCY adnpron of Suffs predominamee methad, FERC abo has
adopred St classitication index off production OBRM weeounts, Arsern Fffic Soice Ca. #
FERC w01, 20920, Kawsas City Power & Lipit, 21 FERC 2 65,037 Mimciets Tower &
Light Co., 1% FERE a1 61,688-39, Tn Monrap Elranr £, Opinion No. 267, 38 FERC 2
at M6, FERC rejecied a prygwned tate tlt, findbug thae the “proponal s IDcoRsisent with

the clnssificanan wbie of predommant chatacterines & operation and PRIINCTRICE ACCOHUNG

wiedk by Siaff, whisk has been approved by the Commasion” tn Sonthern Cowpany Senvess,
Opinum Mo W7, 61 FERC $63,075, p GLETL (1P92), mh deeried, 63 FERC $61.03)
(3, FEIRC, howewr, wited that die Ssaflandex » got mandseory FERC accepied 3
departore brum the Safl s indes, thongh ir bebd tur @ party propening, a departure hat the
bsnden of wwsedving cha departure.

C. Allocation

Aty classtBang. costs w demand, cacegy, and custnraer eateganes, ti¢ LeXL SICP B W
allicate these costs 1o the various chwses 10 deternilne thear respective cost respoasibilivies, bn
the past, the pwest husly Bogated alincanen mse invobved demand cost alfoation. Typically,
PERL has ablocaied dommind costs ona comculéon peak {CP) mcchod. Fudion o Maise Public
Service Co, 62 FERC ¥63,023, pi 65,092 (1992} (“Maine Public ks cited o legion of
Commsson decisions #Brming the use of 3 coincudem peak demand alfocacer.... And,
demies knowdedge of ‘mry decision, nvobvipg an electri; atility since the FERC came mo
wristence in 1977, where FERC did wot follow 1 coinadent prak method of alincanng
demiand coss” Th. ln Laddon Pewer o 4 FERLC 963,337, p 61807 (19745, FERC staeed
that it “weneral poticy is w allocate dronnd coss on the bass of peak responsibility » 6
dermemsuared by the vvervhelming majority of decided caes”  See aho Fioudion v Mais
Public Seeviee Co., 62 FERC at 65,8092 Undet 5 CF awthod, the domands wsed in the ablocs-
viom ary the demands of 5 particubrt cwstomer or cam actirring st the tiac of the st
peak For 3 particolar vime period. The bus ssumpdon bebind s medhod is that capacity
coits ape incureed s serve the peek needs of Sintomncrs.

1. Coincident Peak Allocation

T msse cases, FERC has actepied ome of four CPF methods—) CP 3 CF, 4 CR and 12
CE with the lazpest gumber of companies using 3 12 CP allocation. Under 2 | CP method,
the atnesror for 3 patGoular wholessle chaw will be developed by dividing 1ie wholesdle
ks CP for the pesk month by the total company wilem peak, Sinlarde, for 3, 4, and 12

1 % cwingusty ik able Ws pusiify 2 percerdage yi, wwoh 3t P0-3, i i arcount, P FERVC may acceprcha
gelit. Howeerr, w Bght of FER L precedant on dis subject, amy parsy proporing 2 deviinon Bor she pre-
dapreparice 10eihod Kcely will Bave the bumden of Jssifiing in progénest spdic.
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CP companies the nomesaor would consist of (ke awerzpe of the whalesale dlans 2ogwwdent
peaks for cach of the poek memiths, white the deaominater would consis of the avwrage il
the total sysem peaks for 2ach of the peak months, FERC has bokd that snterraprbie logls
shoudd not be reflacred in this demand alocation.' See Deloenm Powsr & Lagha (N
Opinion Ne 18% 25 FERG ¢ 81125 Dxdmang Poser & Lighy Ca, Opimion New 153, 24
FERC €61.199, n 61462 {1983,
Whle FERC tus not establiched & bard and f3s1 rule for detcramning whih abogatian

meethand s appropriate, i ha saced that the foliviwing Eactory shoulkl be comidered:

Tihe full tinge of 4 eempany’s operabing reatiies wduding, in

addition to system dermand, scheduled aniswenance, onsched-

aled cutages, diversity, seserve requnicements. and nifsyswemn
ales comndiments. fostinte omitted)

Caraling Poweer fv Light Co., Opangen No. 19, 3 FERC 361,107, p 61,230 (1978),
Copwnriealh Fdiswr Ca, 15 FERC 63,048, p. 65,196 (19R1), 2. Opition Niov 365, 23
FERAC 461,219 (Y9835 Mineis Pasir Ca, 11 FERU G65040, pp. 65, 24748 (19603, oW, 15
FERL $51.050 (1981}, Ser alse Houltn v Muine bl Serviee €., 62 PERC a1 65,092
{fapplyrog FERCS vano o in finding that o 12 CT wis appropriate}

A, Systern Demand Tess

If 2 undiny’s sysem demand curve i relativedy das, then chat supports the s of o 1208
method under FERC precedent. W o otility experienies a pronoinced peak dorieg onr,
theee, of tour comsccutive momths, then under FERC prevedent the use of sunher CP
nrethod woukd be supgoried.

In derermiming whether s wilite cxperiences a pronounced prak during a parriculs
Eme penod, FER.C consitders 5 gpmber of teso. First, FERE bas compared the wenge of
the omcm peaks ducwg the purported peak _pcr"iod. a5 a perceniage of the annnit peak, o
the averagy of the syaom peaks dulinﬁ the offpeak mionths, ar 2 percentape of the sl
peak. FERC has held tha laege differenices berweet these twn figures o support to using
somcthing other dun 2 12 CF method, while 1 spuller differcnce sapparts 12 CF) 2 shown
bl !5

{1} Loufscane Praer & Light Ca,

Qpimon No. 13,
5% FPC 963 (1977
(3% differrnce—d CP);

PR

FERL atdered dim the tewnnn fromm the #vorpible ke be sredaed 1 the Oet of wrvier, Lafne
Pomer B Light Co L 20 FERC 961,279, p. 68 18 (1984},

Ner wlss Halim 1. Mgine Pusfic Serowe G, 52 FERC $03,025, p, 0550912 (3990 b AL] stzned shas ol
tablished Canmimstion e tha conare average manthl pesks with dhe syl pesk, dwest monthly
posk ta the wamion peat. sversge wonthly demnd peaks o the prsk seamn w sl monchly dermand preks,
of dhe-off peak somvice” Magne Pubbic i a §2 CP company),
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%y Leasiana Paace & Eigle Oy,
s M I,
EEFERC 901,075 $E9515
Ll difterenr e & e

3 Bavibums Poaree £,
Cpioon No 9,
4 FURC G337 (191

185 differerne— 12 R,

{41 {llvoy Prser Cu.,
11 FERL g t5 4R,
1 it senres-—3 3 L5

i

B4

sl Ldigon o,
15 FERE an 65,149
$he 0 e ks ov— 3 UF,

1 Soerineesterse Db Seniie Go.,
in PRRC a1 85,034
caverayy illerenoe o 2295, ingh of 28353 CP).

FRRAT abw s hws nsed 4 secomd resc anwidving the lowest tronthiy peak s s percentage off
the anmal peak. The heghet the pereenisye, the grearer the support bar £ CR This eest has
heen s st followong cases:

1) Lovrdama Py £ Laght (o,

Cipinion No, K1Y
50 BRC 08 (197D
{05 L P),

20 Madi Pyneer o
[ wy N 38,
3 FERC 01 20 T
OR3P,

13 Nenchavstern Elecrric Powvr (.,
1 Hrasnony Mo, 28,
4 FERLI§6T 33301978
(35554 (P,

$3; Tavlhan Poseer i,
Opsracm Na, 2%,
4 FERLI%I1,30T 0T
YE--12 0P

Bl
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{®) Sweharn Califoriz Biisen Co.,
Opuyion Mo K21
59 FPC 2167 11%27)
(P13 CPY,

{isy Alanuma Ponsr iy
Orginon ™o 34,
2 FERUC %1003 1979)
5t U

(71 #ifmaass Powsr Cr,
1E FERC at 65,798
12 UF).

B Comprsipalth Fdtson o,
15 FERL™ 30 65,108
{64, 667 Nt CP)

9] lLowisiana Pownt & Light (o,
Opisin N 119,
14 FERC 961,075 (1981)
{61.9%~—4 CI);

QA Ei faso Bbeic o,
Crpiton N 16,
14 FERC §41,082 (1981}
(71%—12 CPY;

{14y Ceroling Posre £ Lighs Co,
Opunzon Mo 19,
4 FERC 61,107 (§978)
(P12 CP);

(12} New Lwglortid Powsr (T,
Opindon Na. K0,
S8 PR 2322 (1977
B 1T PG

{13 Sewchseden: Pablic Service Co

8 PERC a1 65034

{em average, siiose 7 peeceat--8 GPL amd

e F g -

P

Schoduibe 4-6

Schedule DAF-7 (Page 25 of 30)




Schedule DAF-7

Albration

P3AL ke baria {neeer U0 dapks G
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FERC Test Caiculations

January
February
March
April
May
June
July
August
September
October
November

December

Minimum Peak
Maximum Peak

Summer Month Avg
Other Months Avg
12 Month Avg

Ratio 1a = (Summer_Avg) / Max
Ratio 1b = (8-Month_Avg) / Max

FERC Test 1
FERC Test 2

FERC Test 3

Ratio 1a - Ratio 1b
(12 Month Avg) / Max Peak

Min Peak / Max Peak

Schedule DAF-7

Empire Monthly
Peaks (MWs)

900
820
818
622
820

1033

1080
991
854
837
1031

622
1087

1040.25
837.75
905.256

0.95699172
0.770699172

0.186292548

18.63%

0.832796688 83.28%

0.572217111 57.22%

1
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Kansas City Power and Light Co

Schedule DAF-8

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

January

February

March

April

May

June

July

August
September
October
November
December
Minimum Peak
Maximum Peak
Summer Month Avg
Other Months Avg

12 Months Avg

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

FERC Test 1
FERC Test 2

FERC Test 3

Ratic 1a - Ratio 1b
(12 Months Avg} / Max Peak

Min Peak / Max Peak

Total Monthly

kWh Sales KCPL

1,756,120,024
1,425,608,325
1,417,115,134
1,386,792,333
1,460,037,082
1,764,338,664
1,961,984,580
1,901,106,514
1,562,421,764
1,700,801,361
1,575,778,785
1,617,653,437
1,386,792,333
1,961,984,580
1,797,462,881
1,642,488,423
1,627,479,909

0.91614526
0.78618784

0.12095742
0.82950698

0.70683141

= 13%

= 83%

= 1%
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Kansas City Power and Light Company 355 ‘ Schedule DAF-9
EOY 2004 Depreciation Study

ACCOUNT 355
POLES AND FIXTURES
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Kansas City Power and Light Company

358 Schedule DAF-9

EOY 2004 Depreciation Study

ACCOUNT 358
UNDERGROUND CONDUCTORS AND DEVICES
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Kansas City Power and Light Company

EOY 2004 Depreciation Study

362 Schedule DAF-9

ACCOUNT 362
STATION EQUIPMENT (Excluding Communication Equipment)
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Kansas City Power and Light Company
EOY 2004 Depreciation Study

364

ACCOUNT 364

POLES, TOWERS AND FIXTURES

Schedule DAF-9
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Kansas City Power and Light Company 365

EOY 2004 Depreciation Study

ACCOUNT 365
OVERHEAD CONDUCTORS AND DEVICES

Schedule DAF-9
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Kansas City Power and Light Company 367
EOY 2004 Depreciation Study

Percent Surviving

ACCOUNT 367
UNDERGROUND CONDUCTORS AND DEVICES
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Kansas City Power and Light Company 369 Schedule DAF-9
EOY 2004 Depreciation Study
ACCOUNT 369
SERVICES
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Kansas City Power and Light Company 370 Schedule DAF-9
EOY 2004 Depreciation Study
ACCOUNT 370
METERS
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Kansas City Power and Light Company

371

EOY 2004 Depreciation Study
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ACCOUNT 371
INSTALLATIONS ON CUSTOMERS' PREMISES
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Kansas City Power and Light Company 396 Schedule DAF-9
EOY 2004 Depreciation Study

ACCOUNT 396
POWER OPERATED EQUIPMENT
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Kansas City Power and Light Company
EOY 2004 Depreciation Study

398

ACCOUNT 398

MISCELLANEOUS EQUIPMENT

Schedule DAF-9
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schadule: 1
Williams
16:19  09/05/2006 .
Xansas City Powtr & Light Co. '
Case: ER-06-314C
12-monthe Ended Deember 11, 2045

Revenue Requirement

Line T.79% 7.81% 7.83%
Rerurn Return Return
(A) 1] [1s)] iD)
1 Net Orig Cost Rate Bage (Sch 2} $1,169,625,282 §1,169,625,282 $1,169,625,282 ,
2  Rate of Return 7.70% 7.81% 7.83% :
bA L L L AR L L Rl L L L I ey L R Y I Py Ry R R P R T R S R R AL 2T Y L]
2 Net Operating Income Requirement s 90,996,847 S 91,347,735 5 91,581, 660
4 Net Income hAvajlable {Sch 9 § 114,094,414 § 114,094,414 § 114,094,413

e L L T L L R R R R R e R T T T S T T Y )

§ Additional NOIPT Needed ’ $ (23,097,567} § {22,746,679) $  (22,%12,754)

& Income Tax Requirement (Sek 11)

17 Required Current Income Tax 5 12,502,613 § 32,724,788 3 32,872,903 i
8  Test Year Current Income Tax § 47,127,483 $ AT,127,483 § 47,127,483 :
..l.-'f'.-t‘.t'.!.I".!'l".l.ll..i.tl.'I."t.t"t.".tt".l'.ttt'.'...QQ'*".."‘lﬂt"t...l‘.'tt't".t
9 Aditional Current Tax Required § {14,624,870} $ (14,402,895} $ {14,254, 580}
16 Reguired Deferred ITC $ ] s N 0 S L]
11 Tewt Year Defarred ITC $ Q 5 ] 5 Q
"t.tﬁttll"l‘t.t'Iciiitiitt.ﬁ*.ittiﬂi'tﬁiﬂ‘.tilltittiﬁ.t)ttt.itw‘n.ll.t!Qﬁt.iiti"tt*it.hnii-ii‘iﬁtt*‘ |
12 Additional Deferred ITC Required s o 8 o 3 0 !

L R L Y L o L R e R L Y T e e e LY

13 Totsl Addit:onal Tax Required § {14,624,070) §  {14,402,695) $ 114,254,580}

LA R L L L L T T L T P P R R Rl L LTl

14 Groes Revenue Regquirement $ (37,722,437 $ {37.149,374) $ (36,767,334}

LA Rl R R R R R LR R R T L L e e e L T PR L R R Y R R R R R RS LR R L Ll

Accounting Schadule: L-1 [

Schedute DAF-10 (Page 1 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 2
williams
16:19 19/0%/2006
Kangas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2008

Rate Bage
Line Pescription Amount
{n (B}

W om o &

io
11
12
13

14
1s
16
17
i3
13
i
21
22

23

Total Plant in Service [Sch 3)

Subtract from Total Plant
Depreciation Reserve {sck €)

Net Plant in Service

Add to Net Plant in Service
Cash wWorking Capital {8ch 8)
Materials and Supplies-Exempt
Propaymentes
Prepaid Pension Assar EO-3005-0329
Heg Asset Excess Act FAS 87 ve Rate
Reg Aspet Demand Side Management
Fuel Inventory - Coal
Puel Inventory - Qil
Fuel Inventory Lime/Limestone
Ruclear Fuel

Subtract frem Ket Plant
Federal Tax Offset 4.22%0 %
Scate Tax Offget 11.0880 %
City Tax OQffset 0.0000 ¢
Interest Expense Offset 17.%380 %
Customer Deposits
Contribution in Aid of Construction
Deferred Income Taxeg-Depreciation
Amort Depr EC-94-199 in Reserve
feg Liab Emissicn Allowance Sales

Total Rate Base

$2,694,683,608

§1,256,035,8028

§1,436,647,780

$ (28,692,365}

20,400,565
5,865,310
19,963,315
13,024,460
1,264,594
15,157 ,£97
3,230,100
76,831
15,185,641

s 1.167,81%
481,609

]

5.76%,703
5,506,507
225,172
295,897,313

0

33,654,935

$1,169,625,282

LT e

Accounting Schedule: 2«1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 2 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 3
Williams
16:19 05/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Mopths Ended Deember 31, 2005

Total Plant in Service

Line Total Total Co Alloc Jurisdictional Adjusted i
No  Acct Description ! Company Adjustment Factor Adjustment Jurisdicticnal
&) [:3] {<) [12)] LB (F]

Intangible Plant

1 30L.000 Organication H 72,186 $ ¢ 53.9790 § 0 $ 34,965
2 302.000 Franchises &k Consents 22,937 9 100.0000 0 22,937
3 30).000 Miscellaneous Intangible Plant 794,963 Q 53,9790 o 429,113
4 303.200 Miscl Intangible Ple - Syr Software 36,704,828 Q9 51.975%0 4] 19,012,899
5 3030.300 Miacl Intangible PlL-10yr Sofcware 49,520,894 bl 53.9790 ] 26,730,883
6 303.050 Miscl Intang Plt-WC Syr Software B, 448,479 0 53.9790 0 4,560,404
T Total H 95,564,207 § 0 $ L] § 51,595,201
Production-Stm-Hawthorn Unit 5
& 310,000 lLend & Land Rights $ 807,281 § 0 53.4600 § 0 $ 431,572
9 311.000 Structures & Improvements 22,652,417 0 53.4600 o Ped 12,109,982
10 311.020 Structures - W § Rebuild 8,923,285 (405,160} 53.4600 0 P-2 4,553,790
11 312.000 Boeiler Plant Equipment 41,321,702 s} 53.4600 o P-3 22,090,582
12 311.020 Beoiler AQC Equip - Electric 170,530 [+} £3.4600 0 P-4 91,165
13 311.03Q 8oiler Plant - HS Rebuild 235,695,777 {10,701,728) 53,4600 o P=5 120,281.815
14 314.0600 Turbogenermtexr Units 92,%08,021 4] 53 .4600 o P-6 18,976,628
15 315.000 Accessory Electric Equipment 4,151,943 o 51.4600 o P-7 2,219,62%
1€ 315.010 Accessory Etuip - HS Rebuild 39,588,666 [1,797,517) 53.4600 o p-8 20,203,140
17 316.000 Miacellanedus Power Plant Equipment 7,766,208 0 53.4600 o P-9 4,151,813
18 316.010 Miscellaneocus Equip - HS Rebuild 2,305,286 i104,671) S3.4600 o P-10 1,176,449
19 Total § 436,291,113 5 (13,00%,078) § 1+ § 226,386,577
Production-Stm-Iatan I
20 310.000 Land § 3,713,446 § 0 53 .4600 § ] $ 1,985,208
21 311.000 Structures & Improvements 20,965,153 [] 53.4600 0 11,207,871
22 312,000 Boiler Plant Equip - Electric 159,867,033 [} 53.4800 o 85, 464,916
23  314.000 Twrbogenerators - Electric 42,957,886 0 53.4600 ) 22,965,286
24  315.000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 27,556,226 Q 53 .4600 0 14,731,558
25 316.000 Miscl Plant Equipment - Eleckric 4,273,445 Qo 53.46C0 o 2,284,584
13 Total $ 255,333,188 & o $ [} § 138,639,522

Accounting Schedule: 3-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 3 of 59)




v

27
23
2%
30
3l
kFi
3
34
a5

38

37
EL ]
29
40
41
42

43

44
45
46
q7
48
49

50

Production-Stm-Lacygne 1 -6 2

310.000 Land

311.000 Structures & Improvemants

312.000 Boiler Plant Equipment - Electric
312.010 Boiler Plt - Unit Train Electrie¢
312.002 Boiler Plant AQC Equipment - Elect
314.000 Turbogenerator Plant - Electric
315.000 Accessory Equipment - Electric
315.200 Accessory Equipment - Electric
316.000 Miscle Piat Equipment - Electric

Tecal

Production Stm-Montrose 1, 2 & 3

310.000 Land

311.000 Structures - Electric

311.000 Boller Flant Equipsent - Eleciric

314.000 Turbogenerators - Blectric

315.000 Accessory Equipment - Electric
316,000 Miscl Plant Equipment - Eleceric

Total

Production-Hawthorn § Combined Cycl

311.000 Structures - Hé
315.000 Accessory Equip - H6

341.000 Other Prod

- Structures H&

342.000 Pther Prod - Fuel Holders

344,000 Other Production - Generators H6
345.000 Other Prod - Ac¢essory Rquip - HE

Total

Cage: BR~06-314C

Kanmag City Power & Light Co.

12-Months Ended Peember 31, 2005

Total Plant irn Service

S 2,687,422
22,321,556
183,894,056
129,045
33,435,198
55,162, 044
16,566,590
14,320
4,680,667

$ 328,08%1.639

$ 1,106,842
14,599,474
108,369,823
316,116,999
1§,557, 651
3,744 468

$ 182,795,257

$ 2,967
216,179
154,046

1,068,454
40,951,064
1,371,550

$ 43,764,260

Total Co
Adjuscment
)
$ 0
[
L]
°
[
0
[
1]
o
H 0
H 0
Q
]
0
q
4
s ]
H ]
0
)
¢
i}
[+
s 0

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 3

Ak Lo
Factor

53.4600 §
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53,4500
53. 4600

51.4600 §
$3.4500
53.4600
51.4600
53.4600
53.4600

53.4600 §
53. 4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600

Williams
16:19

G 9 O 0 0o C QO 9 C

09/05/2006

Adjusted
Jurisdictional

$ 1,436,696
11,533,104
96,310,190

€8,987
17.874,457
29,489,639
14,202,499
7.655
2,502,295

$ 175,825,502

$ 752,098
7,804,879
57,934,507
20,377,348
8,851,720
2,001,793

$ 97,722,345

§ 1,586
115,56%
82,353
$71.196
21,892,439
733,231

§ 23,396,374

Actounting Schadule: 3-2

Schedule DAF-10 {Page 4 of 59)




Kangap City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-0&-314C .
12-Months Ended Deewber 31, 2005

Total Plant in Service

Line Total Total Co
i No  Acct Dascription Company Adjustment
{A) [1:3] Q)
Production-Hawthorn 9 Combined Cycl
51 311.000 Structures ¢ Iwprov - H9 % 1,266,915 ¢
52 312.000 Boile Plant EqQuip -~ HY 41,350,116
53 314.900 Turbogenerators - H9 15,064,067
54 315.000 Accessory Equipment - HS 12,588,646
55 316_000 Miscl Pwr Plt Equip - H® 225,288
1] Total 5 73.295.032 §
Production-Northeast Station
57 315.000 Accessory Bquip - NE $ 111,815 §
S8  316.000 Miscl Plant Equip - NE 1,955
5% 340.000 Othar Production - Land NE 136,550
p— 60 342,000 Other Prod - Fuel Holdera NE 1,283,424
€1 344.000 Other Prod - Generators NE 34,657,870
62 345.000 Other Prod - Accessory Equip - NE 5,137,094
63 Total s 45,343,508 ¢
Qthar Prod Hawthorn Unitm 7 & B
&4  311.000 Structures - H7&8 ] 13,234 §
€5 341.000 Other Prod - Structures - HT&S T£3,408
€6 342.000 Other Prod - Fuel Holders H7&8 3,435,764
£7 344.000 Other Prod - Generators - H7&é 46,063,662
€8 345,000 Dther Prod - Access Equip - H7&8 2,094,772
€9 Total 5 52,370,840 $
Prod Other-West Gardner 1, 2, J & 4
70 3i6.000 Miscl Plant Equip - Electrjc 5 31,642 3
1 73 340.000 Other Prod - Land 177,836
l 72 341.000 Other Prod - Structures WG 2,072,122
73 342,000 Other Prod - Fuel Holdera WG 2,986,583
74 344 .000 Qther Prod - Generators WG 109,347,040
75 345.000 Other Prod - Access Equlp - WG 4,226,773
76 Total $ 119,813,996 §
I
ra

-E-E- -

4

Allog
Factor

53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53,4500
53.4600

53.4600
B831.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
51.4600

53.4600
53,4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600

53.4600
53.460C
53.4600
53.4600
53.4500
53.4600

Schedule DAF-10

Aceounting Schedule: 3
Williams

16:12 09/0%5/2006

Jurisdictional
Adjustment

Adjusted
Jurisdiccional

a s 1,746,493
[ 22,108,772
o 8,480,930
] 6,729,890
Q 120,439

39,183,524

$ 5%.776
9.064

73,000

686,118
20,668,390
2,746,290

24,240,638

$ 7,078
108,118
1,836,759
24,625,634
1,119.8¢5

27,997,451

o o o0 0 o

0 $

) $ 1,947
L] 95,071
° 1,107,156
0 1,496,627
[1] 58,486,928
o 2,259,633

63,517,962

accountlng Schedule: 3-3

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 5 of 59)




g e e -

Kansas City Powex & Light co.

Case: BR-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Tocal Plant 1n Service

Description

Prod Qther-Miami/Qsawatomie 1

340.000
141.000
342.000
344.000
345.000

Other proed - Land M/Os8

Dther pProd - Structures M/0s

Cther Prod - Fuel Holders M/0s
Other Prod - Generators M/Ce

Dther Prod - Accessory Equip - M/Os

Total

Prod PlL-Nuclear-Wolf Creek

320.000
121.000
3n.o1e
322.000
1i1.010
323.000
323.010
124 .000
324.000
325.000
125.010
328.000
328.010

Land & Land Rights

Strectures & INprovewnsnts
Structures M0 Gr Up AFC Ele
Reactor Plant Bquipment
Reacttor - MO Gr Up AFDC
Turbogenerater Onita
Turkogenerator Mo GR Up AFDC
Accessory Electric Equipment
Accegsory Equip - MO Gr Up AFDC
Miscellaneous Power Plant EqQuipment
Miscl Plt Equip -~ MO Gr Up AFDC
Disallow - Mo Gr Up AFDC

MPSC Disallow - 100%

Total

Production Plant - Wind Gensration

341.000
344.000
345.000

Structures & Improvements
Generator Equipment
Acceasory Ele¢tric Equipment

Total

Total Total Co
Company Adjustment

$ 694,545 $ [
1,496,067 [}
1,992,951 [
26,192,196 0
1,112,901 0

H 31,488,260 § [+

$ 3,411,585 §
3198,9%,877
19,168,175
635,266,768
43,326,298
16%,896,036
5,851,539
132,563,388
6,544,224
69,184,197
1,164,439
(8,478,301}
{136,514,958)

o 0o & o o g o oo a0 e o0

$1,242,386,267 ¢ 0

Schedule DAF-10

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

Alloc Jurisdiccional Adjusced
Factor Adjustment Jurisdictional
{D} [1:9] {F]
53.4600 § o $ 371,304
£3._4600 1] 799,797
5314600 4] 1,065,218
51.4600 ¢ 14,002,348
53.4600 [} 594,957
$ [+] $ 16,833,624
53,4600 § 0 $ 1,823,633
$3.4600 9 213,303,720
140.0000 o 19,168,178
53,4600 Q 335,613,614
104. 0000 4 49,32¢,298
53.4600 o 80,608,021
1303000 0 5,851.539
53.4600 [ 70,871,595
100. 0000 0 6,544,224
53.460Q0 0 36,985,872
1048000 Q 1,164,439
100.0000 [ (8,478,301}
53.4600 o (72,980,897}
$ 1] § 751,082,142

53.4600 § Q $
53.4600
53.4600 o

$ ] H

Accounting Schedule: 3-4

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 6 of 59)




101
102
103
104
108
106

108
109
110
111
112
113
114
118
11¢
117
118
k3%
130
121
122
123
124
125
126

127

Total Total Co
Aoct begcription Company Adjustment
(A} B} {c)
froduction Non-Unit Facilities
310.000 Land and Land Rights s 148,300 %
311.000 Structures & Improvements 1,070,200
311.010 Bryuctures & Improvements 245,144
312,000 Boiler Plant Equipment £47,003
315.000 Turhogenerator Units 24,948
316.000 Miacellansscus Equipment 3,725,904
Total § 5,862,099 3§
Transmissiocn Plant
350,000 Land $ 1,521,900 $
350.010 Land Rights 22,908,109
350.020 Land Righte - Wolf Creek 3ss
152_000 Structuref & Improvements 4,148,017
352.010 Structures & Improv - Woll Creek 150,476
352.020 Stret & Ioprv-W1ECrk-Mo Gr Up 15,694
353.000 Station Equipment 115,135,016
3%3.010 Station Bquip - Wolf Creek 9,717,857
3153.02¢ Stat Equip-Wif crk Mo Gr Uy 558,231
353.030 Stacien Equip - Communications 6,154,502
354.000 Towers & Fixtures 4,023,692
355.000 Polea & Fixtures 96,595,354
355.010 Poles & Fixtures - Wolf Creek 58,255
355.020 Poles & Fix - Wlf Crk Mo Gr Up 3,506
156000 Overhaad Conductors & Devices 17,931,828
356.010 Cvrhd Cond & Dev - Wolf Creek 39,419
3186.420 Ovrhd Cond-Dev-wlf Crk-Mo Gr Up 2,552
357.000 Underground Conduit 3,080,287
158 .000 Underground Conductors & Devices 1,822,719
Total § 344,974,877 S

Kansap City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-D6-314C
12-Montns Ended Deember 31, 200%

Toral Plant in Service

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule; 3

williams
16:19  09/05/2008
Alloc Jurisdictional Adjusted
Factor Adjustment Jurisdictional
D} =) {F}
53.4600 § o § 79,602
53.4600 0 572,129
53.4600 0 131,054
53,4600 ] 345,868
53,4600 ] 13,337
53.4600 [} 1,991,969
H o] $ 3,133,878
53.4600 § [} 3 813,608
53,4800 ] 12,246,675
53,4600 ° 1%0
53.4600 0 2,217,958
53.4600 0 133,904
100.0000 0 15,534
53.4600 [} 61,551,180
53.4600 ] 5,195,166
100.0000 0 858,231
53.4600 0 3,290,197
53, 4600 0 2,154,273
53.4600 [ 51,639,876
53.4600 0 31,143
10¢.0000 0 1,506
51,4600 [ 41,682,361
51.4800 a 21,073
100.0600 )] 2,552
53.4600 4 1,646,721
53.4600 [} 1,509,025
H [} $ 184,693,333

Aecounting Schedule: 3-5

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 7 of 59)




"

129
129
130
1
132
13}
134
i35
136

138

13
140

142

Kangas city Power & Light Ca.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Montha Ended Deember 31, 2005

Total Plant in Service

Distripution flant

36¢.000
3690.010
361.000
362.0040
362.030
364.000
365.000
366.000
367.000
366.000
369.000
370.006¢
I7L. 000
373.000

Land

Land Rights

Structures &k Ioprovements
fravion Equipment

Scation Equip - Comeunications
Poles. Towers k Fixtures
Overhead Conductors & Devices
nderground Conduit

Underground Conductore & Devices
Line Transtormers

Services

Maters

Ingtallacion On Customerg' Premises
Street Lighting & Signal Systens

Total

$ 7,941,883
15,219,129
10,142,752

140,266,405
3,446,209
214,745,475
176,132,351
139,593,054
306,730,308
206,335,660
78,294,864
84,782,673
2,400,985
34,409,229

§1,428,146,7)6

‘fotal Co
Adjustment
{c)
$ ]
0
o
Q
0
1]
1]
0
[}
0
[+
[
]
o]
S 1]

Schedule DAF-10

Atcounting Schedule: 3

Williana
16:19 09/05/2006
_Alloc Jurisdictional Adjusted
Fasctor Adijuatment Jurisdiceional
o) {E (4]

45.4074 § 0 -1 3,606,203
53.2017 0 9,009,983
50.8621 [ 5,158,817
£7.3875 ] 4,897,142
52.5651 0 1,811,545
54.0095 o 11%, 983,118
§5.6200 [+ 97, 964,814
53.1195 ] 74,151,132
50,4985 0 154,094,508
58,1300 a 119,942,919
§L.5241 1] 40,340,802
54.8400 o 46.495,366
73.72%3 1} 6,930,304
21.0904 7,257,044

§ [ §  TE4,446,297

Accounting Schedula: 3-6

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 8 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 2
Williams

16:19%  09/05/2006
Kansas City ower & Light Co.

Case: ER-06-214C
12-Monthy Ended Deember 31, 2005

Total Plan: in Service

Line Total Total Co Alloc Jurisdictional Adjusted
Na  Acct Description Company Adjustment Factor Adjustment Jurisdictional
th) iB) (o] i i€) iF}

Gensral Plant
14) 385.000 Land & Land Rights $ 2,252,136 §

0 §3.9730 § 0 $ 1,215,680
144  390.000 Structures & Improvements 51,252,996 o 53,9780 o 27,665,801
145 350,010 Struct & Imprv Leanchold (Bonfil) 88, 945 0 5$3.9730 -] 48,012
146 390.020 Struct k Imprv-Leasehold (1201 wal) 1,666,354 0 53,9730 ] 899,481
147 390.030¢ Struct & Imprv-Leasehold (801 Char) 1,668,623 0 53,9730 ] 300, 706
148 390.040 Struct & Imprv-Leapehold (Marshal) 123,334 0 53,9790 [} 66,574
149 391,000 Office Furniture & Equipment 10,203,323 0 53,9790 ] 5,507,652
150 391.010 Off Furniture & Squip - Wolf Creekx 2,563,588 0 53,9790 0 1,383,793
181 391,020 Off Purniture & Equip - Computer 103,259 o 53,9730 ] 53,738
152 392,000 Transportation Eguipment 731,815 o 53.97130 0 395, 02%
153 392.010 Trans Equip - Light Trucks 13,007,148 0 53.%790 [ 7,021,350
154 392.000 Trans Bquip - Heavy Trucks 13,360,548 0 53.9790 ] 7,211,850
185  392.030 Trans Equlip - Tractors 545,050 0 53,9790 o 254,213
156 392.040 Trans Bquip - Trailers 1,125,524 0 53.97%0 ] 607,547
157 393.000 Stores Equipment 666,859 0 53.9790 0 359, 964
158 394.000 Tools, Shop. & Garage Equipment 3,196,940 ¢ 53,9750 4 1,725,676
1S9 195.000 Laboratory Squipment 4,731,962 0 53.97%0 [} 2,554,266
160 396.000 Power Operated Bquipment 11,018,967 0 53.97%0 4 5,947,928
161 397.000 Communication Equipment 76,389,678 0 53,9790 0 41,234,384
162 397,010 Communications Bquip - Wolf Creek 143,390 0 53.97%0 ] 77,400
163  397.020 Comm Equip-Wif Crk Mo Gre Up 9,280 0 53.979C [>] 5.009
164 398.000 Miscellapeous Equipment 206,267 0 53.37%0 0 111,341
165 Total $ 195,055,326 § [ H a § 105,289,237

L I L L T R T T LTy o ey e e e T Rt A SR L LR DL AL L LA A L R LT DL Dbt bbbt b

166 Total Plant In ervice $4,994,377,044 § {13,009,07¢) $ ] $2,694,693,608

B L L T T L T T urar oA U A et T A L L T e e R P P R R R A LA A DL DL L Db s dabh bl

Accounting Schedule: 3-7

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 9 of 59)
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M

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 4
williams

16:19  09/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.

Cape: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Total Plant

A} Total Co Mo Juris
Ho Description Adjustment Adjustment

LA LA LA A L R L R e e g e R R R T Y L g

Structures - H 5 Rebuild P-2 s {405,160}

A AR RN R RN AN A AN R R kP A R E A AT AR AR R AR AP r R e T E AN RN A ARG P F AR N RS A bk Fr RS AR NS TR AR T O A

1. To adjust the plant-in-service balances to refelect Staff's

recalculation of the APUDC associated with the rebuild of
Hawthorn 5.

(Willians)

S {405,160}

LAl LA LR L L L L e A e e L A e L L P L R L R L L L L D S L el At bl )

Boiler Plant - HS Rebuild B-5 3 {i0,701,728)

R LT L L g g L R e g e e T T T AT TR LR T AR e P R LR VR T Lo S gy

1. To adjust the plant-in-service balances to zefelect Staft's $

recaleuwlation of the AFUDC assoctiated with the rebuild of
Rawthorn &.

{Williams)

{10,701, 728;

el L R L T T L e L L R e e LA L R AL LA ARl ]

Accessoxy Equip - H5 Rebuild P-8 $ {1.797,517}

Rl b T L e L L e L L R A A Ll R i R LA bl

1. To adjust the plant-in-service balances to refelect Staff's 5

recalculation ¢of the AFUDX aseociated with the rebuild of
Rawtchorn 5.

{Williams)

11,797,517

L L A N L e L it R R L R e e R T PR R R L L SR RS AR L N L AR LAl bt

Miscellaneous Bquip - HS Rebuild P-10 ] [104,872)

T NN AT A AR A AN R P s SR AR N AR AR AR P AR AN AN DR AN AN AR ST AR ARk kAR Ay R b b At A b d AN PR A T TR e R b S rbw

1. To adjust the plant-in-service balances to refelect $taff's s {104,671)
recalculation of the AFUDC associated with the rebuild of
Hawthorn 5.
{Williams)

Accounting Schedule: £-1

Schedute DAF-10 (Page 10 of 59)




e 11

10
11
12
13
14
1%
16
17
18

19

20
21
22
23
24
25

26

Kaneag City Power & Light Co.

Case: BR-05-314C

12-¥ontha Ended Deember 31, 2005

Intangible Plant

301,000
Ioa.000
303.000
303,200
3030,300
303.050

Organization

Franchises & Consents
Miscellanecus Intangible Plant
Miscl Intangible Plt - 5yr Software
Midcl Intangible Plr-ldyr Software
Miscl Intang PLlC-WC Syr Software

Total

Producclion-Sum-Hawthicrn Uaig S

31p.000
311.000
311.020
312.000
312.020
31z2.030
314.000
315.000
315.010
316.000
3i6.010

Land & Land Rights

Structures & Improvemencs
Structures - H 5 Rebujld

Boiler Plant Eguipment

Boiler AQC Equip - Electric
Boiler Plant - H5 Rebuild
Turbogenerator Units

Acceapory Electric BEquipment
Mhocessory Equip - K5 Rebuild
Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment
Migcellanecus Equip - HS Rebuild

Total

Production-Stm-Iatan I

310.000
311.c000
3iz.p00
314.000
315.000
316.6G00

Land

Scructures & Improvements
Boiler Plant Equip - Electric
Turbogenerators -~ Rlectric
Accessory Equipment - Electric
Miscl flant Equipment - Eiectric

Total

Depreciation Expense

Adjusted
Jurisdiccional Race

$

38,965
22,937
429,113
13,812,899
26,730,883
4,560,404

51,595,201

431,672
12,109,982
4,553,780
22,090,582
91,16%
120,281,81%
38,976,628
2,219,619
20,203,149
4,151,812
1,176,449

226,286,577

1,985,208
il,2907.,871
85,464,916
22,96%, 286
14,731,558

2,234,584

138,639,522

Depreciation

0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0000
0.0600
0.0000

0.0000
1.8700
1.8%00
2.3500
2.3500
2.3500
2.3800
2,26090
2.2600
2.8000
2.B8000

¢.0000
1.8700
2.3500
2.3800
2.2800
2.8000

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Sehedule: 5
Williams
16:19  09/05/2006

Depreciation
Expense

3 ]

226,457
85,156
519,129
2,342
2,826,621
927,644
50,164
456,891
116,251
32,91

5 5,243,098

$ 0

209,589
2,008,426
546,574
332,93
61,968

$ 3,161,4%0

Rocounting Schedule: 5-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 11 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 5
Williams
16:19 03/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Montha Ended pecmber 31, 2003

Pepreciation Expenge

Line rdjusted bepreciation Depreciation
No  Aect Description Jurisdictional Rate Expense
(A} {8} ) [1=3}

Production-Stm-Lacygne 1 & 2
27 310.000 Land $ 1,436,696 £.0000 $ - o
28 311.000 Structures & Improvements 11,933,104 1.87¢0 223,149
23 112.000 Boller Plant Equipmant - Electric 98,310,190 2.3500 2,310,209
30 312.010 Boiler Plt - Unit Train Electric 68,987 2.3500 1.621
31 312.002 Boiler Plant ADQC Bguipment - Elact 17,874,457 2.3500 420,050
32 314.000 Turbogenerator plant - Electric 29,489,629 2.3800 701,853
33 15.000 Accessory Equipment - Blectric 14,202,459 2.2600 320,976
34 215.200 Accessory Equipment - Electris 7,655 2.2600 173
35 316.000 Miscle Plat Equipwent - Electric 2,502,285 2.8000 > 70,064
36 Total §$ 175,825,502 s 4,048,175

Production Stm-Montrose 1, 2 & 3
37 J18.000 tfand -4 152,998 €.0000 3 4
38  111.000 Btructures - Electric 7.804,0879 1.8760 145,951
33 312.000 Boiler Plant Bquipment - Electric 57,934,507 2.3500 1,361,461
40 314.000 Turbogenerators - Electric 20,377,348 2.3800 404,561
41 315.000 Accessory Equipment - Rlectric B, 851,730 2.2600 200,049
42 316.000 Miscl Plant Equipment - Electric 2,001,793 1.8000 56, 050
L k] Tocal § 97,722,345 $ 2,248,492

Production-Hawthorn & Combined Cycl
44 311.000 Struccures - HE H 1,586 1.6700 § 30
45 315.000 Mccessory Equip - B 115,569 2.2600 2,512
46 341.000 Other Prod - Ytructures He 82,153 1.7400 1,433
47 242,000 Pther Prod - Fuel Holders 571,196 2,8600 16,336
48 344.000 Other Production - Generators Hé 21,892,439 2.9400 643,838
49 345.000 Other Proad - Accessary Equip - Hé 733,230 2.8600 20,970
S0 Total § 23,396,174 $ 685,015

Accounting Schedule: 5-2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 12 of 59)




Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: S
Williams
18:19 09/05/2006
Kansas City Powsr & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Menths Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Expense

Line Adjusted Depreciation Depreciation
o  Aect Degcriprion Jurisdictional Rate BExpanse
{A) {B) ) {D)
Production-Bawthorn 9 Combined Cycl
81 311.000 Strugtures & Improv - HI 3 1,746,493 1.8700 $ 32,65%
52 312.000 Boile Plant Bquip - H9 22,105,772 '2.3500 519,486
" 53 2314.000 Turbogenerators - HY 8.480,930 2.3800 201,846
54 315.000 Accessory Equipment - H3 6,72%,89%0 2.2600 152,096
55 316.000 Miscl Pwr PLL Equip - H$ 120,435 2.8000 3,372
S6 Total $ 35,183,524 $ 909,459
Production-Northeast Station
57 315.040 Accessory Bquip - NE s 59,776 2.3600 $ 1,351
S8 316.000 Miscl Plant Bquip - NE 9,064 2.8060 254
%9 340.000 Other Production - Land RE 73,000 2.0000 [}
— &0 342.000 Other Prod - Fuel Hoiders NE €86,118 2.8600 19,623
61 344.000 Other Prod - Generatore NE 20,666,390 2.9400 507,592
62 245.000 Other Prod - Accessery Equip - NE 2,746,230 2.8600 78,544
63 Total L] 24,240,638 s 707,364
Other Prod Hawtherm Unite 7 £ 8
64 311.000 Structures - H7&8 § 7,075 1.8700 $ 132
65 341.000 Othey Prcd - Structures - N7T&8 408,118 1.7400 7.101
66 1342.000 Other Prod - Fuel Holders HYkS 1,836,759 2.8600 52,531
67 144.000 Other Prod - Generators - H7&B 24,625,634 2.2400 723,994
68 145.000 Other Prod - Acceas Equip - H7&8 1,119,865 2.8800 32.028
69 Total $ 27,997,451 $ 815,786
Prod Other-west Gerdner 1, 2, 3} & 4
70 316.000 Miscl Plant Equip - Electric S 1,947 2.800¢C $ 55
71  340.000 ©Other Prod - Land 95,071 6.0000 o
72 341.000 Other Prod - Structures We 1,107,756 1.7400 19,275
73  342.000 Other Prod - Fuel Holders W3 1,596,627 2.8600 45,664
T4 344 .000 Other Prod - Generators WG 58,456,928 2.5400 1,719,634
75 345.000 Other Prod - Access Equip - WG 2,259,633 2._8400 64,62¢
76 Total 3 63,517,962 5 1,648,254

Accounting Schedule: 5-3

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 13 of 59)




77
79
79
80
a1

Lk

Lk
84
as
a6
a7
a9
89
90
91
22
Ex]
94
95

96

37

93

3

“1p0

Description

Kangas Cicy Powsr & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Monche Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Expense

Frod Other-Mismi/Osawatomie 1

340.000
341,000
342.000
144 .000
345.000

Other Prod -
Other Prxod -
Other Prod -
Other Prod -
Other Prod -

Total

Land M/Os

structures M/0s

Fuel Holdars M/0s
Generators M/Os
Accessory Bquip - M/Os

Prod Plt-Nuclear-Wolf Creek
Land & Land Righta

330.000
3ai. 000
121..010
322.000
3371.010
323.000
323.010
334.000
324.010
325.000
i25.010
338.000
328.016

Structures &

Improvements

Structures MO Gr Up AFC Ele
Reactor Plant Equipmant
Reactor - MO Gr Up AFDC
Turbogenerator Units
Turkogenerator Mo GR Up AFDC
Accessory Electric Equipment
Accengory BEquip - MO Gr Up AFDC
Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment
Migcl PLt Equip - MO Gr Up AFDC
Disallow - Ma Gr Up AFDC

MPSC Disallow - 100%

Total

Production Plant - Wind Generaticn

341.000
344 000
345,000

Structures &

Improvements

Generator Equipment
hccessory Electric Equipwment

Total

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule; 5
williams
16:1% 08/05/2006

Adjusted Depreciation Depreciation
Jurisdictional Race Expense
1.3} [{=] (D)
5 371,304 0.0000 $ 5
759,797 1.7400 13,916
1,065,218 2.8600 30,465
14,002,348 2.9400 411,669
594, 957 2.8600 17,016
$ 16,833,624 $ 473,066
§ 1,823,833 0.0000 § a
213,303,730 1.7500 3,732,815
13,168,175 1.7500 335,443 |
339,613,614 1.7600 5,977,200
49,326,299 1.7600 868,143
88,608,021 1.7009 1,507,696
5,851,538 1.7000 99,476
70,871,595 1.8800 1,190,643
6,544,224 1.8800 109,943
36,94%,872 1.6500 610,267
1,364,439 1.6500 19,213
18,478,301} 1.6000 {142,435}
(72,500,897} 1.6800 {1,226,079}
$ 751,002,142 $ 132,082,335
$ [} 5. 0000 $ 0
o 5.0000 0
5.0000 o
$ L $ 0

A¢counting Schedule: 5-4

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 14 t_)f 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 5
Williams
16:19  03/05/1006
¥ansas Clty powey & Light Co,
Casge: ER-06-314C
12-Monrhs Ended Deember il, 2008

Deprecistion Expense

101
102
103
104
105
1086

107

108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
11e
113
120
121
122
123
124
125
126

127

Adjusted Deprecliacion Depreciation
Acct Descripeion Jurisdictional Rate Expange

L] (8) L} [ha]]
froduccion Nan-Unic Facilities
310.000 Land and Land Rights $ 79,692 0. 0000 § 0
311,000 Structures & Improvements 572,129 1.8740 10,699
311.010 Structures & Improvements 131,054 1.8700 2,451
312.000 Boller Plant Equipment 345,888 2.3500 8,128
315.000 Turbovgenerator Units 13,317 2.2600 301
316.000 Miscellansous Equipment 1,991,868 2.8000 55,772

Total H 31,133,878 $ ¥1.351
Transmisalon Plant
150.000 Land s 813,648 &.0000 $ o
350.010 Land Rights 12,246,675 ¢.0600 ]
350.020 Land Rights - Wolf Creek 190 0.0500 -}
362,000 Scructures & ImProvements 2,217,958 1:6300 37,483
352.010 Structures & Improv - Woll Creeck 133,904 1.6200 2,363
352.020 Stret & Imprv-wlfCrk-Mo Or Up 15,694 1.6500 265
151.000 Stacion Equipment 61,551,180 1.9700 1,212,558
353.010 Station Equip - Wolf Creek 5,195,166  1.9700 102, 345
353.020 5Stat Equip-Wlf Crk Mo Gr Up 558,231 1.9700 10,997
351,036 Station Equip - Cosmunications 1,290,187 1.970¢ €4.817
354.000 Towers & Fixtures ?,151,2'-13 1.8200 39,208
355.000 Poles & Fixtures 51,639,876 2.2500 1,182,551
355.010 Poles & Fixtures - Wolf Creek 31,143 2,23900 1L}
355.020 Poles & Fix - W1f Crk Mo Gr Up 3,508 2.2900 8o
356.000 Overhead Conduccors & Devices 41,662,361 0.8200 341,631
356.010 Ovrhd Cond & Dev - Wolf Creek 21,073 0.8200 173
356.020 COvrhd Cond-Dev-Wlf Crk-Mo Gr Up 2,552 0.8200 21
357.000 Underground Conduic 1,646,721 1.6700 27,508
358.000 Underground Conductors & Devices 1,509,025 1.6700 25,201

Total $ 184,693,301 & 3,047,808

Accounting Schedule: 5-5

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 15 of 59)
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S ir *

¥ansas City Power & Light Co.

fase: ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31,

Distribution Plant

360.000
360.010
361.000
362.000
362.030
364.000
365.000
366.000
167.000
368.000
369.000
370.000
371.000
373,000

Land

Lard Rights

Structures & Tmprovements
Station Equipwment

Station Bquip - Communications
Boles, Towers gk Fixtures
Overhead Conductors & Devices
Underground Conduit

Undexground Conduccors & Devices
Line Transforwers

Services

Meters

Installation On Customers' Premises
Street Lighting & Signal Systems

Total

Depreciation Expense

Adjusted

2005

Depreciation

Jurisdictional Rate

$ 3,606,203
9,009,983
5,158,817

80,897,142
1,811,545
115,965,118
97,964,814
74,151,132
154,094,508
119,942,91%
40,340,802
46,495,366
6,330,904
7,257,044

$ 764,445,297

0.0900
0.0600
1.7000
1.9100
1.9200
2.1800
1.7800
1.9500
1.6000
3.0000
3.%300
1.71100
4.20800
5.0000

Schedule DAF-10

Accounking Schedule: 5
williame

16:19  09/05/2008

Depreciation
Expense

a

L

37,700
1,545,135
34,601
2,529,476
1,742,774
1,445,947
2,478,312
31,558,288
1,585,394
822,966
296,643
362,852

16,530,050

Accounting Schedule: 5-6

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 16 of 59)




143

145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
is3

— 155

| 156
157

158

; 159
160

181

162

163

164

165

16§

Genexal
389.000
3%0.000
320.010
350,030
399,030
350.040
3%1.000
3sL.010
391.02¢0

'392.000
392.010
332.000
392.030
392,040
393,000
394.000
3195000
395.000
3197.000
3197.010
137.820
398.000

Total

Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Capge: ER-06-314C
12-Motiths Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciaticn Bxpense

L T L e T T T e T T e L e T S T IR SRR R N2 S S LA A Al Rl LR bbbl )

Depreciation Expense $2,6%4,603,608

Schedule DAF-10

Accouncing Schedule: S
williams
16:13 +3/05/2000

Mjusted Depreclation Depreciation
Description Jurisdictional Rate Expense
{A) {B} (c} {B})
Plant
Land & Land Rights 3 1,215,680 0.0000 $ o
Btructures & Improvements 27,665,801 1.7000 470,319
Struct & Imprv Leasehold {Bonfil) 48,012 1.,7000 816
Struct & Imprv-Leasehold {1201 Wal} 899,481 1.7000 15,291 I
Struct & Imprv-Leasehold (ol Char} 300,706 1. 7000 15,332 '
Struct & Imprv-Leasehold (Marshal} 66,574 1.7000 1,133
Office Furnicure & Equipment 5,507,652 3.4500 190,014
Off Furniture & Equip - Woll Creek 1,383,793 3.4500 47,741 H
Off Purniture & Bquip - Computer 55,738 3.4500 1,923 ;
Transportation Equipment 335,026 7.7500 30,615 I
Trans Equip - Light Trucks 7,021,150 7.7500 $44,139
Trans Equip - Heavy Trucks 7,211,890 7.7500 558,921
Trane Equip - Tractors 294,213 7.7500 22,802
Trana Equip - Trailers 607,547 7.7500 47,085
Stores Equipment 359,964 3.3300 11,987
Tocls, Shop, & Garage Equipment 1,735,6% 2.4500 42,2318
Lahoratory Equipment 2,554,268 3.2600 83,269
Power Operated Equipment 5,947,928 £.0300 358, 660
Communication Equipment 41,234,384 3,3300 1,373,105
Communicacions Equip - Wolf Creek 77.400 3.3300 2,877 :
Comm Equip-Wlf Crk Ma Gre up 5,009 3.3300 187 '
Miscellanecus Equipment 111,341 4.5000 5,010 :
Total $ 105,289,237 5 3,823,164

$ 56,700,541

LR T L e e R L T T T e T L L e e R L e et bbbt A L bbb

Aceounting Schedule: 5-7

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 17 of 59)
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10
1y
12
13
1a
15

16

17
18
19
20
1

Kansas City Power & Light Co.

Cage: BR-06-3iaC
12-Months Ended Deenber

31, 2005

pDepreciation Reserve

Allaoc Jurisdictional

Factor

53.9790 §
531.9790
53.5790
53.3790

S3.4600 5
53.4600
53,4600
53,4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
$3.46400

53.4600 §

53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
53,4600

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: &

Williama

16:19 09/05/2006

Adjustment

4o o 0 0 0 0 O e O 0

Total Tetal Co
hect Description Corpany Adjustment
{A} (B} iC)
Intangible Plant
303.010 Miscl Intang PIt - Like 353 5 119,654 § o
303,020 Migcl Intang Plt - 5 yr Software 28,122,799 ]
303.030 Miscl Intang Plt - 10 yr Software 36,288,741 [}
303.050 Miscl Inmt Pit-wif Crk 5 yr Scfiware 7.675,958 0
Total § 72,807,152 § 9
prod Steam - Hawthorn 5
311.000 Strxuctures & Improvements § 7,396,089 ¢ e
311.020 Pr-Struct-Hawthorn 5 Rebuild 7,203,506 125,270}
31%.000 Boiler Plant Equipment {17,4332,235) [
312.020 Stm Pr-Boiler AQC Equip 10,785 ]
312.030 Boiler Hawthorn 5 Rebulild 182,142,202 (€75, 416}
314 .000 Turbogenerztor Dnits 19,654,612 1]
315.000 Accessory Electric Equipment 14,684,471) o
315.010 Access Hawthorn S5 Rebuild 30,356,135 {121,795}
316,000 Miscellaneous Power Plant Equipment 3,285,604 a
31€.010 Miscl Eqp Hawth § Rebuild 1,778,518 (6,581)
Total $ 22%,710,777 § {819, 062)
frod Steam - Iacan I
311.000 Structures & Imprvementcs $ 13,013,845 § ¢
312.000 Boller Plt Equip - Electric 129,144,652 &
314,000 Turbogenerators - Electric 29,817,942 0
315.000 Accessory Equip - Electric 10,639,612 ]
316.000 Miscl Pwr Plt Equipment - Blectric 2,386,192 0
Total § 185,022,242 § o

22

Adjusted
Jurisdictional

$

$

64,588
15,180.406
19,5688, 300

4,251,362

39,084,657

3,953,949
3,837,485
{9,319,273)
5,768
97,012,160
10,507,356
{2,504,210)
16,168,624
%, 756,484
947,276

122,365,511

6,957,202
£9,051,423
15,940,612

5,687,937

1,275,658

98,912,832

Accounting Schaedule: 6-1

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 18 of 59)
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Kangas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Monche Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Reserve

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 6

Line Total
No  Acct Description Comparny
(A} (B}
Prod Scm - LaCygne 1 & 2
23 311.000 Structures & Improvements ] 12,653,745
24 )12.000 Boiler Plt Equipmwent - Electric 130,688,123
25 312.010 Boiler Plt - unit Train - Electric 129,048
26  312.020 Boiler Plt - AQC Equip - Klectric 40, 796, 646
27 314.000 Turbogenerator - Electric 28,010,668
28 315.000 Accessory Equip - Blectric 12,278,468
29 115.020 Accessory Equipment - Electric 1,116
30 316.000 Miscl Pwr Plt Equip - Electric 2,262,793
31 Total § 226,720,604
Frod Steam - Montrose 1, 2 & 3
32 311.000 Structures & Improvements $ 6,727,016
33 212.000 Boiler PLt Eguipmsent - Electric 62,340.827
34 J14.000 Turbogenerator - Elactrie 18,611,741
35 J315.000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 6,376,121
36  316.000 Miscl Pwr Blmt Equip - Electric 1,584,172
37 Total $ 95,641,476
Prod StmfOther-Hawthotn € Cowdb Cye)
38 311.000 Structures & Improvements $ 353
39 315,000 Accessory Equipment - Electric 14,162
40 341,000 Other Structures & Improvement 20,061
41  342.000 Other - Fuel Holders - Electric 214,444
42 344,000 Other - Generation - Electric 7,110,856
43  345.000 Other Accessory Equipment - Electrl 335,034
44 Total 5 7.702.910
Prod Stm/Other-Hawthern 9 Comb Cycl
45 311.000 Stm - Structures & IMprovements S 481,083
4€ 312.000 Stm Boiler Equipment - Electric 10,614,233
47 314,000 Stm - Turbogenerator - Elegtric 3,241,213
48 1315.000 $tm Accessary Equip - Elect 2,228,641
49 316,000 Miscl Pwr Plt Fguip - Electric 31,687
S0 Total & 16,597,887

Total Co
Adjustment
[{u]
$ )
o
]
1]
0
0
Q
Q
§ o
$ [
]
]
0
[+]
$ [}
$ ¢
o
0
']
0
]
s ]
$ 0
a
1]
[}
(]
s [¢]

williams
16:19 03/05/200%
Alloc Jurisdictional Adjusted
Factor Adjustment Jurisdictional
{D (E} {F)
53.4500 8 a $ 6,711,232
5). 4600 0 £9,065,871
53.4600 1) 68,987
53.4500 [ 1] 21,809,887
53. 4600 0 14,974,503
$3.4600 0 6,564,069
53,4600 [} 597
53.4600 0 1,209,689
§ 9 § 121,204,835
$3.46400 $ 0 $ 3,596,263
53.4600 [+ 13,327,406
53. 4800 0 9,950,371
53.4600 a 3.408.6™M
53.4600 0 847,213
$ [} § 51,129,933
53,4800 % ] $ 183
51,4600 0 7,571
5§31.4600 o 15,001
53.4800 1] 114,642
53.4600 a 3,801,464
£3.4600 a 179,109
H 0 $ 4,117,976
S1.4600 § a $ 257,187
53,4600 L} 5,674,369 :
53.4600 o 1,732,752 i
53.4600 1] 1,191,431
$3.4600 [+] 17,474
s 0 § 8,873,213

Azcounting Schedule: 6-2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 19 of 59)
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Rangas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31,

Depreciation Reserve

Alloc

Factor

Schedule DAF-10

6

Adjusted
Jurisdictional

51
52
53
54
33

56

53
58
59
60
€1

63
64
65
&6
67

(1]

59

T

71

72

13

?rred Other - Northeast Scation

315.000 Accessory Equipment - Blectric
316.000 Migcl Pwr Flnt Equipment

3432.000 Other - Fuel Holdexs

344.000 Other - Generators - Electric
345.000 Dther - Accessory Fquipmenc - Elect

Total

Prod Other - Hawthorn 7 & 8

311.000 Stm - Structures & Improvements
41.000 Qrhec
342,000 Ocher
344.000 Qther
345.000 Other

Structures & Improvemants
- Fuel Holders - Rlectric
- Qeneracors

- Atcessory Equipment

Toral

Prod Qther -
316.000 Stm -
341.000 Other
342.000 Othex
344.000 Other
345.000 Other

West Gardner 1,2,3&4

Migcl Pwr Plat Equipment

= Structures & Improvements
-~ Fuel Holders

- Generators

- Accessory Equipment

Total

Prod Other -
341.000 Other
342.000 Other
344.000 Other
345.9000 Other

Miami/Oaawakomie 1

- Structures & Improvements
- Fuel Rolders

- Generators

- Aceessory Equipment

Total

5 2,082
2,205
1,015,728

A8, 656,565
5,377,642

$ 42,054,222

§ 2,09
162,313
811,498

12,550,005
€38,110

$ 14,164,022

$ 13
46,177

66,406
6,089,327
88,747

§ 6,290,676

$ 33,193
44,304
1,526,351
24,635

5 1,628,543

2005
Total Co
Adjustment
{4
5 1]
0
4]
0
4]
$ 0
$ 0
0
0
0
o
s )
3 [}
Q9
9
o
0
5 g
K] [
[+
]
0
$ 0

53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
51.4600
53.4600

53.4600
51.4600
53.4600
53_4600
51.4600

53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
$3.4600
53 .4600

51.4600
S3 .4600
53.4600
53.4600

T it

Accounting Schedule:
Williams
16:19% 0%/05/2006
Jurisdictional
Ajustwment
(E)
s [}
1]
0
o
0
$ 0 s
$ Q
&
[+]
0
o
§ ]
I3 0
a
0
-]
[+]
S o
H Q
1]
1]
]
& L) 5
Accounting Schedule:

o T,

Ay T

$ 1,113

1,179
543,008
19,062,000
2,874,887

21,482,187

1,121
86,773
433,827
€,70%,233
341,124

5 7,571,088

10

24,686
35,501
3,255,354
47,444

3,362,995

17,745
23,685
815,987
13,202

870,619

-3

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 20 of 59)




14
s
ki
»”
78
19
80
1
82
81
B4
&8s
86
87
8g
89
LL]
51
52

3

95
96

97

98

59
100
101
102
133
104

10%

Prod Nuclear - wolf (reek

321.000 Structures & TWprovements
311.010 StretaInprv Mo Grs UP AQC
322.000 Reactor Plant Equipment

322.005 Revor Plt Equip-60/40 Depx MO

322,010 Reactor - Mo Gre UP AFDC

333.030 Nuclear Prd - Mo Jurisdictional

323,000 Turbogenarator Unics

3231010 Turho/Gen - Mo Grg Up AFDC

324.000 Accessory Egquipment

324.010 Acocess Equip - Mo Ors Up AFDC

325.000 Miacl Pwr Plant Equipment

325010 Miscl Pw Equip - Mo Gra Up AFDC
328.000 Disallowance - MO Grs Up AFDC

328.010 MP3C Disallowance - 100%

320.020 Mo Disallowance - Not Mo Juris

320,030 RCC Disallowance - L00¥

328.040 KCC Pisallowance - Not ke Juris
328.050 Notr State Specilic 1985 Reserve
Est Salvage & Rmoval Mot Clasgified

Total

Prod COthexr - Wind Generation
341.000 Structurea k Improvements

344.000 Generator Equipment

345.000 Accessory Equipment

Total

Production Mon-Unic Facilicies

311.000 Structures & Improvements

311,010 Structuresd & Improvements
312.000 Boiler Plant Equipment

314.000 Turbogenerators - Electric

315,009 Accessory Equipmeant
316,000 Miscl. Plant Equipsment

ESt. Salvage & Removal Rot Classed

Total

Case: ER-0€-314C

$ 109,591,676 §
9,706, 923
320,875,517
0
25,790,202
4,476,983
99,356,319
4,762,845
60,813,054
3,074,724
15,104,637
ASE, 640
(4,470,283}
162,070, 960)
]
]
]
{10,086, 0086}
11,753

5 682,394,024 §

$ 444,513 %
115,857
441,616
124
12,202
573,460
{3,287,428)

§ 11,600,156} §

Kansss City Power & Light Co.

12-Mopths Bnded Deember 31, 20085

Depreciation Regerve

Adjustment

o 0 00 000 e e 00000 a9 0o o0

alloec
Factor

531.4600 §

100.0000
53,4600
100, 0000
100. 0300
100. 0000
53.4800
100.0600
53.4600
140.0000
51.4600
100.0000
100. 0000
54,4920
0.0000
. 0000
. 0000
53.4600
54.0920

53.4600
§3.4600
53,4600

53.4600
53.4600
53.4600
$3.4600
53,4500
53.4600C
53.4600

Schedule DAF-10

accounting Schedule: §

williams
16:19  09/05/2008

Jurisdicticual
Adjustment

o D o o 0 6 & oo b oo e oo o0 o000

£
e o

Mijusced
Jurisdictional

§ 112,047,710
9,706,923
171,540,051
[
25,790,201
9,476,983
53,11%,888
4,761,845
32,510,659
1,074,724
8,074,939
456,640
(4,470,283}
{31,875.424)
o

[

0
15,391,979)
6,357

$ 387,136,335

s 237,530
61,717

236,088

66

6,523

360,032
{1,757.459)

$ {865,443}

Accounting Schedule: 6-4

Schedule DAF-14 (Page 21 of 59)
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b

106
107
108
i90%
110
111
112
113

115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124

125

126
127
128
12%
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
133

149

350,010
350.020
352.000
352,010
352.020
351,000
351.010
153.020
353.030
354,000
355,000
355910
355,020
356.000
356.010
356,020
357.000
358.000

3ED.000
361,000
362.000
362.030
364.000
365.000
366.000
367.000
366.000
369.000
370.000
371.000
373.000

Kangas Clty Power & Light Co.

Cage: BR-06-314C

12-Monthe Ended Deember 31, 200%
Depreciation Reserve
Total Total Co
Descriptien Company Adjustrent
1A} (3} {€)
Transmission Plant
Land & Land Rights $ 5,951,409 % 0
Land Rights - Wolf Creek 81 o
Structuzes & Improvements 1,143,879 0
Struct & Imprv - Wolf Creek 51,121 ]
Struct & Imprv - Wlf Crk Mo Grs Up 3,064 0
Station Equipment 39,579,441 0
Station Equip - Wolf Creek 4,615,766 [}
station Equip - WLE Crk MO Grw Up 279,130 [
Station Equip - Communicationa 158, 800 4
Taowers & Fixtures 3,196,496 0
Poles & Fixtures 42,450,602 L}
Poles & Fixtures - Wolf Creek 36,357 []
Olea & Fixt - W1f Crk Mo Grs Up 2,528 [}
Qverhead Conductors & Devices 36,618,091 a
Ovrhd Conduct & Devices - WIL Crk 16,711 4
ovrhd CondctiDev-wWif Crk Mo QGrs Up 975 [
Underground Conduit 1,648,720 4
Buniderground Conductors & Devices 2,077,368 ¢
Est Salvage & Removal Not Classifie 102,139 0
Tetal § 137,331,675 § ]
Digtyiburion Plant

Land § Land Rights $ 4,054,234 5 2
Structures & Improvements 4,447,402 ¢
Station Equipment 47,354,436 0
Station Equip - Communications 972,743 ]
Poles, Towars & Fixtures 109,118,346 Q
Overhead Conductors & Devices 47,943,731 Y
Underground Conduit 23,658,275 0
Underground Conductors & Devices 56,687,642 13
Line Transformers 83,527,097 L]
Sexrvices 36,128,611 0
Meters 47,647,529 ]
Installation On Customers' Premises 8,484,015 0
Street Lighting & Signai Systems 7,306,840 o
B8k Slavage & Removal not Clasaifie {2,158,993) o
Total 5 475,979,019 § 0

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: &

williams
16:19 09/05/2006
Alloc Jurisdictional Adjusted
Factor Adjustment Jurisdictionrl
1)) (B} 13}
53.4600 $ <] $ 3,181,623
53.4600 o 43
53.4600 Q €11,518
531 .4600 0 27,329
100.0000 0 3,064
53.4600 0 21,158,635
53.4600 a 2,467,589
100¢.0000 L] 279,130
53.4600 o 64,8954
53,4600 Q 1,708,847
53.4600 Q 12,694,092
53.4€00 Q 19,436
100.0000 o 2,528
53.4600 1] 19,576,031
53.4600 0 8,934
100.-0000 0 875
53.4600 .} BB1,406
53.4600 0 1,110,559
53.4600 9 54,604
H o 5 73,871,237
54,4716 § [} $ 2,644,179
50.8621 0 2,263,042
57.3875 0 27,175,561
52.5651 o 511,323
54 . 0095 0 50,934,273
55.6200 © 36,669,669
53,1195 0 12,567,157
50. 4985 ] 26,626,409
58.1300 o 48,554,301
51,5242 a 18,614,978
54.8400 ] 26,129,905
73.7253 0 6,254,866
21.09%04 o 1,541, 042
53.7699 4] {1,160, 888)
$ il $ 255,324,817

Accounting Schedule: 6-5
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: §
Williams
16:19 09/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Cage: ER-06-215C
12-Montha Ended Deember 31, 2005

Depreciation Reserve

Line Total Total Co Alloc Jurisdictional Adjusted
No  Acct Description Company Adjustment Factor RAdjustment Jurisdictional
(A) B) < (D} {E) {F}

General Plant

14} ¥0.400 Scrucktures & Improvements 3 16,238,257 &

o 53.97%0 § o S 8,765,249
142 350.010 Struct & Iwprov-Lesasehold (Bonfil) 82,498 1] 53.9790 1] 44,532
147 3%0.020 Struct & Imprv Leasehold (1201 wal) 1,434,975 0 53.979%0 '} 774,585
144 330,030 Struct & Imprv-Leasshold (801 Char) 1,057,480 0 53.9790 0 570,817
145 190.040 Struct & Imprv-Leasehold (Marshall) 123,334 6 53,9790 ] 66,514
146 391.000 office Purniture & Equipment 5,561,329 L] 53.5790 0 3,001.838
147 391.010 Off Furniture & Equip - W1f Crk 756,394 0 53.9790 o 408,254
148 1391.020 OFf Furn & Equip - Computer 7,08% 0 53.8790 [ 3,827
1499 392.000 Transportacion Equipment 291,080 o 53.37%0 0 157,122
150 392,010 Tranz Equip -~ Light truck 388,601 ¢ 53,9790 9 209,806
151 3%2.020 Trans Equip - Heavy Truck 1,385,480 [ 53.57%0 0 747,860
152 392.030 Trans Equip - Tractors 7,171 1] 53.5790 0 3.871
153 392.040 Trans Equip - Trailers 398,215 0 $3.37%0 Q 214,952
154 393.000 stores Eguipment 430,507 0 53.9730 -] 164,771
15% 354.000 Tools, Shop, & Garage Equipment 1,711,662 1] 53.93730 o 923.9338
156 195,000 Laboratory Equipment 2,186,404 ] 53.9790 ] 1,180,199
157 396.000 Power Operated Eguipment 1,087,095 0 53.97%¢ [ 587,235
158 397.000 Communicacion Equipment 9,203,293 0 53.9790 2 4,967,846
159 3537.010 Communications Equip - Woll Creek 56,965 0 53.9790 Q 30,749
160 397.020 Commun Equip - W1f Crk Mo Gra Up 1,488 0 53.9790 ] a0l
161 398.000 Miscellaneous Equipment 59,788 0 53.9790 ] 32,273
162 399.000 T™hg Prty-Accum Amort EC-94-199 34,924,731 0 100.0000 0 34,524,731
163 Est Salvage & Removal Not Classifie 1,315,582 0 £3.5790 4 710,138
164 Total $ 78,770,198 § ] $ ° § 58,592,076

P L L L D R T T L Y T e T TR Lt e L e e Y L A AL A R A LA AL LA Rt bbbl hiboidbdld

185 Total Pepreciation Reserve §$2,271, 414,242 § {81%9.062) $ 4] §1,256,035,828
L T R L T T e T I

e e T e e T PR A L T PR L R A S RS S R R R LA R LA Ll bbb bl

Acecunting Sthedule: £-6
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 7
Williams
16:19  0%/05/2006
Kangsas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 11, 2005

Adjustments to Depreciatjion Reaserve

Ay Total Co Mo Juris
No  Description Adjustment Adjustment

LA AL R Ll Ry Ly Ry T Ly e e L R L A T R TS R S R R Y LA RS S LS A )
Pr-Struct-Hawthorn 5 Rebuild R-1 $ {25,270}

A T L T L T e e P e T N AR R S R L R il )

1. To adjust the reserve to eliminate che accumulated H {25,270}
depreciation on the AFUDC Disallowance.
(Williams}

LU E L Ly L T L T T T e R I T TR T L TR L e L R R e e T T LR L L X2
Boller Hawthorn 5 Rebuild R-2 $ {675.416)

LA L L e L Ly e L T T L X e L R LR T T L eyt

1. To adjust the reserve to eliminate the accumulated E {675,416}
depreciation on the AFUDC Disallowance.

—— {Williameg)

LA L L L L L e L T T L I Y SRt A N R A R TN F TR E A R 2 TR R PR R R RS R L2 R T2 223
Access Hawthorn § Rebuild R-3 8 {111, 795}

LR R L Ly L R T R R R L R R L PR RS X R RS el R A AR L L)

1. To adjust the reserve to eliminate the accumulated s {111,795}
depreciation on the AFUDC Dipallowance.
(williams)

L L Y L T T T T T T I L e PR A AT R R L PR PR S AL R RS R 2 L ot )
Misel EqQp Hawth § Rebuild R-4 $ 16,581}

LLE IR TR R F Ty g L Ty e R P e R P RS S LT PR Y L S L R S L ALt el el R

g ir

1. To adjust the reserve to eliminate the accumlated 5 {6,581}
depreciation on the AFUDC Disallowance.
{williams)
!
Accounting Schadule: 7-1 I
Schedule DAF-19 (Page 24 of 59) i
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Line
Bo  Acct Description

Ww @ o W W N e

- R M
- w N = o

"
wn

15
17
13
19
0
21
22

23

Operation and Maintenance Expense
Cash Vouchera
Payroll Expense
Payroll Taxes Withheld
FICA Taxee withheld
Wolf Creek Operating Exp
Wolf Creek Fuel OQutage Accrual
Accrued Vacation
Fuel - Coal
Fuel - Purchased Gas
Fuel - Purchased 0il
Purchased Power
Injuries and Damages
Pensions
OPER's

Total Operation and Maintenance Expense §

Taxes
Employers FICA Taxes
Federal Unemployment Taxes
State Unemployment Taxes
Property Taxes
Gross Receipts Taxes
Sales & Use Taxes
€orporate Franchise Taxes

Toral Taxes

Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deembar 31. 2005

Cash Working Capital

Schedule DAF-10

Aceounting Schedule: 8

Test Year Revenue
Expenses Lag
{B) Q)
3 83,369,368 23.7300
42,326,81% 23.7300
22,715,314 231.7300
5,801,987 23.7200
19,611,505 13.7300
2,270,291 23.7300
5,710,782 23.7300
72,931,977 23.7300
22,509,051 23.7300
2,867,066 23.7300
18,055,833 23.7300
4,872,357 23.73090
16,767,573 23.7300
2,156,829 23.7300
351,961,952
$ 5,801, 987 23.7300
58,789 23.7300
10,181 23,1300
30,097,256 21.7304
39,012,075 6.5200
17,273,838 6.5200
6,342,616 23.7300

$ 98,896,152

30.0000
13,8540
13.6200
13.7700
11.6100
215.07900
3448300
20.8733
28.6200
8.5000
30.7240
185.0000
51.7400
178.4400

13.7700
75,0000
71.0000
200.5400
20.5300
22.00060
(77.0000)

Williams
16:19  09/05/2006
Net Lag Factor CMC Req
€ - (Col B/365) B) x (F)
(E} {F) G}

{6.2700) (0.037178) §  (1,535,1eM)
9.8760 0.027058 1,145,279
10.1000 0.027671 €28,555
%.4600 0.027208 158,325
5.9200 0.027178 533,001
(191.3400) {0.524219) (4,335,444}
[321.1000) (0.879726) (5,023, %23)
2.8507 0.007910 569,599
(4.8900} (0.013397} (274,760}
15.2300 0.041726 119,464
(6.9900} {0.019151) (728,792)
1161.2700) (0.441836) {2,152,783)
(28.0100) [0.0TET4DI {1,286, 744)
(154.7100) (0.423863) {9314,200)
$ {13,097,610)
9.9600 0.027288 § 150,325
{51.2700) (0.140466) (e, 258}
(47.2700) (0.129507) {1.320)
{16%.1100} (0.507151) {15,263,853)
{14.0100) (0.03B354) (1,497,439)
(15.4800) (0.042411) (732,601)
100.7300 0.275972 1,750,391

§ (15,594,755

T L I L T I T I T T T e e L S T R A L L R el S R LS LA L bl bt

24

Total Cash Working Capital Req

$ (28,692,365}

P T e e e e L e L R R A R A AR R AL L A A AR AL A Ll b

Accounting Schedule: 8-1
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Kansas City Power & Light Co.

Cage: ER-06-314C

o 100.0000 &

{42,685,585) S-1

Schedule DAF-10
Accounting Schedule: 9
Williams
16:1%  03/05/2006
Alloc Jurisdictional Adjusted
Factor Mjuscrent Jurisdictional
{D} (E) {F)

§ 483,388,716

$3.4600 o s-2 7.183,391
56.6000 ¢ 8-7 26,322,327
£6.6800 ¢ 593 81,386,368
1.1461 o 50,310
59.6760 0 s-3 1,300,571
61.1865 0 S-4 902,027
548595 0 S-5 1,285,652
54.1324 0 5-6 4,506,585
$ (42.685,585) § 606,325,947

$3.4600 § 0 sS-8 § 2,964,551
56.6800 o s-9 84,100,925
531.4800 o 5-10 6.743,210
53.4600 o s-11 3,593,491
$3.4600 0 §-12 4,725,195
£3.4600 o $-13 201,868
53 .4600 0 5-14 1,409,523
53.4600 o 8-18 1,696,015
53.4600 b 8-16 13,520,484
53.4600 0 $-17 4,227,184
53.4600 0 5-18 2,846,952
56.6800 o 8-19 10,085,971
§1.4500 0 5-20 1,113,527
£3.4600 o §-21 S, 045,643
$3.4500 0 S§-22 404,329
$3,4600 0 8-23 10,941,050
100.0000 a €59, 218
81.4600 a §-24 2,768,221
53.4400 0 5-25 986,817
53.4600 o §-28 3,580, 847
53.4600 o §-27 2,062,641
53.4600 o s-ze 1,108, 796
53,4600 0 8-29 916,992
£6.6600 0 s-30 21,896,796
51.4600 ‘a s-:m1 223,207
53.4600 0 s-32 €5,792

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2045
Income Statement
Line Total Total Co
No  Acer Description Company Adjustment
(A} {8) {C}
Operating Revenues

1 440.444 Retail Salea $ 526,074,301 %

2 447.000 Firm Bulk Power Capac Fixed 12,643,444 793,501
3 447.000 Firm Bulk Sales - Energy 31,735,056 14,705,183
4 447.000 Non Firm Interchange Sales 143,569,216 [}
S 447.000 FERC Wholesale Firm Power 4,189,711 ]
6 450.000 Other Oper Rev - Forfeited Discount 2,179,387 0
7 451.000 Other Oper Rev-Miscl Serv Rev 1,474,225 1]
B  454.000 Octher Revenua Rentes 2,343,535 0
9 456.000 Revenue Transmimgion for Others 9,325,116 9
10 Total § 732,753,991 § 15,498,684

Oparation & Maintenance Expense

11 500.000 Prod Stm Oper - Suprv & Enginecering $ €.499,360 § (953,998}
12 501.000 Fuel Expense 150,584,982 (1,677,216}
13 502.000 Steam Cperations Expense 12,683,839 {70, 078)
14 505.000 Prod Operating Expanse 6,776,556 {54,724}
15 S06.000 Miscl Stm Pwr Operations 8,083,827 {44.878)
16 507.000 5tm Pwr Operations - Rent Exp 377,605 o
17 510.060 Prod Maint - Suprv & Engineering 2,566,021 70,572
18 511.000 Prod Maint - Maint of Structures 3,472,585 (300, 054}
1% 512.000 Prod Maint - Haint of Boiler Plnt 24,858,731 832,110
20 513.514 Mint of Electric & Miscl Plant 7,394,463 512,727
21 517.000 Prod Muclear Oper-Superv & Engineer 5,358,029 {32,642)
22 518.000 Prod Nuclear - Nuclear Fuel Exp 18,066, £45 {271,860)
2} §19.000 Prod Nuclear Qper - Coolants 2,090,168 (7,252)
24 $20.000 Prod Nuclear Gen-Reactor Operation 9,489,259 (42,094)
25 523.000 Prod Nuclear Gen- Electric Expense 762,235 {5,915}
26 524.000 Prod Nuclear Qper-Miscl Nuclear Exp 20,506,298 {40,434)
27 524.000 Security 659,218 [}
28 528.000 Prod Nuclear Haine-Supry & Enginser 5,00%,730 168,364
25 529,000 Prod Nucl Maint-Maint of Structures 1,845,417 480
30 $30.000 Prod Nucl Maint-Maint Reactor Plnt 6,428,151 276,029
31 531.000 Prod Nucl Maint-Maint 3,714,972 143,317
32 532.000 Prod Nucl Meint-Maint of Miscl Plnt 2,016,943 57,117
33 546.000 Prod Trubine Oper Suprv & Engineer 1,534,613 {6,385)
34 547.000 Other Pwr Oper - Fuel Expenge 39,223,450 {591,136}
35 548.000 Oth Pwr Oper - Genaration Expense 420,763 13,242}
A6 549,000 Och Pwr Oper-Miscl Oth Pwr Geneatio 124,016 (349)

Accounting Schadule: 9-1
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Xansas City Power & Light Co.
Cage: ER-06-214C

12-Monthe Ended Daamber 31,

2005

Income Statement

37 551.000
38 552.55a
39 355.000
40 555.000
41 556,000
42 %557.000
43 560.000
44 561.000
45 562,000
46 563.564
47 565.000
48 566.000
4% 567.000
50 560.370
571.572
52 580.000
53 S5BL.000
54 5B2.000
55 583.584
56 585.Q00
57 586.000
58 587.000
59 589.000
60 §£89%.000
61 530.000
62 591.592
£3 831.000
64 594.000
65 585.000
66 5%96.000
67 §97.0400
68 539.000
6% 501.000
70 $02.000
71 203,905
904 . 000
73 907.%10
74 312.000
7% $513.91§
7€ 320.000
7T 821.000

Description

ia)

Oth Pwr Maint - Suprv & Engineering
Oth Malint-Struct, Oen & M¥iscl Plnt
Purchase Power - Energy

Purchaged Power - Demand

Oth Pwr Supp - Load Dispatching

Oth Pwr Supp - Other Expenze
Transmisgion Qper -Suprv & Engineer
Trans Opexr - Load Dispatching
Transwmiss Qper - Station Expense
Transmiss Oper - Overhead Line Exp
Trang Oper-Transmlt Eletricity Oth
Transpiss Oper - Mimscellaneous Exp
Transaission Opex - Rents

Trans Maint-Structures & Station EY
Tran Maint-ovrhd & Undgrnd Line Zap
Distrb Oper - Suprv & Engineering
Distrb Oper - Load Dispatching
Piscrd Oper - Station Expense
Distrb - Ovrhd & Undrgrnd Line Exp
pistrb Oper - Street Light & Signal
Distrb Operation - Meter Expense
Distrk Oper - Customer Install Exp
Distrb Oper - Miscl Bigtrb Expense
Distrb Oper - Dlstribution Rents
Digtrb Maint - Suprv & Engineering
Distrb Maint - Struct & Station Equ
Distrb Maint - Maint Ovrhd Lines
Distrb Maint - Maint Undrgrnd Lines
Digtrk Maint-Maint Line Tranaformer
Distrb Miant-Maint St Lights&Signal
Distrb Maint - Maint of Meters
Distrb Maint-Maint Miscl Distrb Pln
Customer Accts-Suprv & Engineering
Cust Accts - Meter Reading Exp
Cust Accts-Rec & Colleet & Miscl Ex
Cust Accts-Uncollectible Accts Exp
Cust Accts- Customer Assistance Exp
¢ales Expense - Supervision

Sales Exp - Miscl Sales Exp

Admin & Gen-admipistrative Salariea
Admin & Gen - Office Supply Expenss

15,727
ABE,ATE
50,255,309
10,967,451
2,939,301
5,166,153
$,932.177
641,572
195,164
248,662
2,386,931
1,617,443
2,800,239
152,701
1,189.408
2,231,745
1,193,735
31,244
5,797,773
125,738
1,244,582
636,176

13,470,388

932,100
302,292
1,656,610
20,912,286
1,865,924
1,225,118
1,427,762
553,751
267,002
739,668
6,615,418
11,057,077
1,408,673
1,482,770
532,394
479,113
36,258,526
2,290,014

Total Co
Adjustment

87
630,062
10,766,162
(4,522,650}
{23,275}
(38, 434)
(263,912)
(€,104)
(970}

{337)

o

(9,267)

0

(3,820
(461}
{39,012}
(7.858)
(283)
127,371)
(1,028)
(10,267}
{4,289}
(899, 395)
[
(15,047)
(277,902)
(968, 202)
(193,149)
(117,324}
{290,701)
5,715
{85, 384)
{72,2380)
(8.576)
4,196,775
1,321,817
88, 954)
(13,002)
(2,463)
(7.571,192)
{251,268)

Schedule DAF-10
Accounting Schedule: 9
Williams
09/05/2006
Alloc Jurisdictional Mjusted
Factor Adjustment Jurisdictional
(D} 1°3] {F}
53,4600 o $-33 8,454
53.4600 o 8-34 596,901
56.6800 o §-35 34,609,842
53.4600 0 §-3§ 3,445,391
53.4600 0 §-37 1,558,907
53.4600 0 8-38 2,741,252
52.3247 g &-39 1,965,903
52.3247 o sg-40 333,030
54.0906 0 S-41 105,057
53.6041 0 5-42 133,112
£3.60431 a0 5-43 1,279,493
£2.3247 0 S-44 B41,472
53.6041 0 S5-45 1,505,331
$3.9316 0 8-46 403,882
£3.5950 0 8-47 637,214
53.9527 o S-48 1,183,028
53.3350 0 5-49 632,540
54.8114 0 5-50 17,583
55.2123 0 §-5i 3,185,972
20.135%6 0 B-82 25,111
$4.68016 0 $§-53 676,425
73.0037 0 8-54 461,301
53.9527 126,459 3§-55 6,908,849
53.3399 0 $-56 497,181
51.4210 ¢ 5-%7 153,438
50.3776 0 3-58 694,560
§5.2123 ¢ S-59 11,011,587
S0.4787 &+ S8-60 844,362
58.1899% 1 S-61 644,630
20.21359 0 S5-82 228,857
54.0032 0 5-&3 306,605
33._4210 0 S-64 97,023
53 .5650 0 5-65 357,433
53.5650 6 85-66 3,528,955
53.5650 495,586 S-67 B,.666,312
100, 0900 o 5-68 2,730,430
53,5650 0 5-69 735,805
53.5650 Q¢ 5-70 278,212
53.5662 o0 §-7L 255,323
53.8983 o 5-72 15,462,482
£7.09T4 & S5-73 1.164,117

Accounting Schedule: 3-2
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Schedule DAF-10

Aceounting Schedule: 9
wWilliams
156:1% 09/05 /2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314&C
12-Months Ended Desmber 31, 2005

income Statement

Line Total Total €o Alloc Juxisdictional Mjusted
No  Acct Pescription Company Ajustaent Factor Adjustaent Jurisdictional
(A) (B} <) (D} {E) n
78 921.000 Securicy 978,239 Q 100.0000 ] 978,239
73 922.000 Mimin & Gen - Admin Exp Transferred (2,721,743) 0 57.0974 o 5-74 {1,554, 044}
90 923.000 Admin & Gen - Outside Services Exp 11,684,386 {4,085,555) 57,0974 0 $-75 4,339,735
81 924.000 Admin & Gen-Property Insurance Exp 2,507,175 0 54.117% 0 8-76 1,356,929
B2 925.000 Admin & Gen-Injuries & Damages Exp 9,025,832 {1.,0%92,438) 53.83993 o s5-77 4,276,084
83 926.000 Admin & Gen-Empl Pension & Benefits 39,543,929 20,306,023 53,6993 o §-78 32,258,705
84 920.000 Admin & Gen-Regulate Commission Exp 3,484,383 {278,759} 42.4925 301, 041) S-7% 1,061,109
85 935.100 Admin & Gen-General Advertising Exp 1,728,009 (1,380,766) $3.5662 T 0 s-e0 186,005
86 930.200 Admin & Gen - Migcl General Exp 7,144,698 11,171,475) 57,0974 0 5-81 3,410,55%
87 931.000 Admin & Gen - Admin Renc Expense 7,287,856 0 57.0974 o 5-82 4,161,176
48 933,000 Admin & Gen - Transportation Exp 239,185 (32,603} 53.1401 0 5-83 109,778
89 %35.000 Admin & Gen Malnt - Maint Gen Piant 2,555,353 [4,060) 53.5430 0 S-94 1,366,039
90 Total $ 624,957,761 $ 11,118,691 $ 321,004 $ 351,961,952
Depreciation Expense
31 703,000 Depreciation Expense § 138,044,832 § [+] 53,9800 & {17,815,659) 8-85 3% 56,700,941
92 730.100 Cther Depreciation Q {6,647,127) 353.9800C 0 S-%2 {3,588,11M
93 Total $ 138,044,832 §  (6.647,127) $ (17,815,859} $ 53,112,822
Other Operating Expenses

94 704.707 Amoxtization of Plant Exp 3 8,503,148 § 0 54,2752 § {2,094,918) 8-86 § 2,520,523
95 708.000 Taxes Other Than Income Taxes 65,768,093 1,534,433 53, 6508 o 8-87 36,135,265
96 708.000 Gross Receipte Taxes 39,012,075 (319,012,075] 100.0000 0 8-95 ]
97 Total $ 113,283,316 § 137.477,642) §  [2,094,918) $ 35,655,788

T O L e L e R e e et b L L LA blh bbbt et dedoddeded

-1 Total Opezating Expenses 5 876,285,909 5 (33,006,168) $ (19,589,573} 5 443,730,562
tll.Ill.ﬁti.l-l:ttb-odc‘-ott.ﬁtiot-'t"tut'f..n-t--.ot‘.d‘.tltnit.iﬁ.tt"i'tip'it".ltt.OI--vtiQtt'tttohlnl...-‘.itti-atht.-...
ll.t.-‘ll'.lltti.-it-'Qoto-.ntt.dt‘.ltltttitt.ttt'tn-ttittttt-lliictt.lOtltttntttﬁiiii&hll.ltiﬁiAﬂtttt‘tl.liittinit.tttt.t..‘..

99 Net Income Before Taxes 5 (143,511,918} $ 48,504,852 $ (23,096,012) $ 162,595,385

RN E AR RAASAR AR T a B AR A AT E R AR R ARA TS B ad A A A s b ddda AP ANAA AT AT PR e N d SRR A SR TR A RN R SR b bR T b d kA bk b Rd bt R b b A a b bbb AR A dA

Current Income Taxes
100 709.000 Current Income Taxes $ 94,652,951 § 0  47.3250 § 2,332,974 5-89 5§ 47,127,482

101 Total $ 94,652,351 § 0 s 2,332,974 $ 47,127,483

Atcounting Schedule: 9-3
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schadule: 9
Williams

16:15  09/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.

Case: ER-06-314C
12-Monghe Ended Deember 11, 2006

Income Statement

Total Toral Co alleoe Jurisdictional Adjuaked
Company Adjustment Factor Adjustment Jurisdicrional

(B} ) (D} {E) {F)

Defarred Income Taxes

102 7190.000 Deferred Income Taxes ) g s 0 100.0000 5§ 7.388,367 8-89 § 7,368,367
103 711.100 Amort of Excess Deferred Inc, Taxes [ 0 100.0000 (993,300) S§-90 (993,300)
104 711.410 Inv Tax Credit - Amortization 1] D 100.0000 {1,444,946) S-91 {1,444,946)
105 711.100 AmOIt of Prior Deferred Taxes 1] 0 100.0000 {3,576,633) S-94 {1,576,633)
106 Total s 0 s 1] s 1,371,488 § 1,373,488

LA e L T L L L T e e R L L L R e L A LS I RIS D L Rl d i bl

107 Tetal Income Taxes $ 94,652,951 % 0 £ 3,706,462 § 49,500,971
A A L T L e L R T e LT e L L et L i
LR R R R L L Ty Ty T R L T R Ly e e T T L P T Py T S R S T R R S LI T LR e TRl A el L d

108 Net Operating Income $ (238,184,869} § 48,504,852 S (26,6802,474) $ 114,094,414

LA A R L L Ry Y E TN R A R T R R RS R R R R s R e s e e e e e R R L T R R Y R R RS el T AL L

Aocount ing Schedule: 9-4
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Aecounting Schedule: 10

Williams

16:1%  09/05/2006

Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Incoma Statement

a3 Total Co Mo Juris
Ro  Description Adjustment Adjustment

............................ B L LT R R e T

LRl A R L g L L L e T Y e L L e S L e SN L L L

Retail Sales 5-1 % (42,685,585)

ARG AR T LA A L L L L T e e e L e S Y R R RN P R R A RS S e L]

1. To remove the Gross Receipts Taxes. § 139,213,356)
(Balin)

N

To adjust the Lest year revenues to reflect graff s $ 1,579,214
annualizacion of customer growth.
(Bolin}

2. Teo adjust teat year revenues to reflect Staff's $ 917,462
anmualization of large power customers.
{Balim)

h

To adjust revenues for weathear normalization. $  15,429.339)
(Wella}

S. To adjust for Large Power manual billinga, PLCC credits, and $ 463,434
Revenue Adjustments (RVADMR & RVADMC) .
(Wells)

l'.'..i.tt't-.tQ“..lIl.iiﬂ'n.'ﬁil“‘.!.“ﬂl’ﬂ.’i'...i.'ltt..l-'!Q‘QtQ‘iiﬁ‘dtﬂi.it.t‘t'-.t'.ti.i““'.-
Firm Bulk Power Capac Fixed §-2 H 193,501

LI AT TR Ll e R Ry L L T L L e L L e L L e L R IR L I NI A e D S it i bl it b hd)

1. To annyalize dewmand crevenue for firm capacity bulk power 5 793.501
custoners.
{Traxler)

L T T L R e e R e R T DR A A R L S LAl Ll A bbb il
Firm Bulk Saleg - Energy 5-7 $ 14,705,182

L e L e e L e T R R E L R b LA Sl L Ll il d

1. To annualize energy revenue for firm capacity bulk power § 14,705,183
cugtomers,

(Traxler)

Accounting Schedule: 10-1

Schedule DAF-10
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams

16:13  09/05/2006
Hansas City Power & Light Co.

Case: BR-06-114C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Intome Statement

Adj Total Co Mo Juris

No Description Adjustwent Adjuscment

LA L L L L L L e L e L R e s R A N e L]

Frod Stm Oper - Suprv & Engipeering 5-8 $ (953,998)

LA L L L Ty T T e R L e T e S A S R L R R R L LRk r )

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's anmulaiztion $ (50, 565)
of payroll based upon ewployeés and wage rates at 6-30-05.
{Bolin}

2. Te remove Short-Term Incentive Compensation Beneficial to $ (503,433}

dhareholders but not to the Ratepayers.

{Harris)

AR L e R L L T T L R e R R L R A L R L R b i bbbl bl AL LA b

Puel Expensge 8-5 s {1,677,210)

L L g R e T T T T T L P L 1)

1. To adjust test year expesne Lo reflect Staff's annulaizcion $ (50.067)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates akt 6-30-06.
(Bolin}

2. To amortiae over 5 years costs incurzed for the Union $ 282,828
Pacific Complaint Case betore the Surtace Transportation
Board.
[Hyneman)

3. To annualize the fuel costs. H {2,265,97)
(Hymeman)

4. T¢ annualize Che nuclear replacement power outage accrual. § 356,000
(Hynenan)

ERE R LA L R R R L e E R R g T L R L e b R A AL Al I R AL bRl sl

Steam Operations Expense 5-19 § (70, 074)

TR TSR A AR S AN R A A AP R R AT w S NN R AN AN ENS VS TR ORISR S SR s ra bt ad R b bt b e vtk AN bk d s AR AR R R AR AP YA

1. Ta adjust test year expesns to re-flect Staff's annulalztion $ (70,078}
of payroll based upon ewployees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin)

Atcounting Schedule: 10-2

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 31 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:1%  09/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Cage: EBR-0§-314C
12z-Monthe Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adiusctmants te Income Statement

3
No Description

Total Co Mo Juris
Adjustment Adjustment

AR AR A R A R AN N NN TN SRS T AR AR AR AR AR AR S h b A AR A TR NS PR RIS ¥R SRR AR AN B A AR AR IA AR A bbb wrabdo e nd
Prod Operating Expense §5-11 5 {54,724

LA AL L AL AL LA LA AL At Ay L e P Ll e L e e R R VPR R LI R AR LA AL LAl LA Bl

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff‘'s annulaiztion $ (54,724}
of payroll based upon exployees and wage rates at 6-30-05.
{8olin}

LAA R L R A R R Ly e e L L T T Y L AR L R ALt L et
Mimel Stm Pwr Operations §-12 s {ad,878)

LA Rl L L L L L e T L T R A AT R A L Rl L el

1. Ta adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulalztion s 144,878
of payroll based upon employaes and wage rates at §-30-06.
{Bolin}

A EARAC A AN AR A T IR RN AR F T AR R A AN AR AR S C AR LA PPN AR R AN A A AN R A A AR AR AR AN R AR DA b e s
Prod Maint - Suprv & Engineering 5-1¢ $ 70,572

L L R g S T L e e L R T ey R A A A At L]

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion H (21,908)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-390-06.
{Bolin)

2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per - 92,477
DR 403).
(Harrig)

3, To remove the Grand Avenue msintenance expense from the test
year.
(Harzis}

L R L R e L Ly e R LR P L AL e YR AR S A LS L AR bbbl bl i bl bl

Prod Maint - Maint of Structures &-15 § (300,054}

LI X Y e R LT T ey T T Y PR R e Rt A s YA YR S PSR E TSR SN RN L L LA A A R L LA s Al ads )

1. To adjust test vear expesne to reflect Staff's apmulairtion s 110, 624)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates ar &-30-05.
{Bolin}
Accountcing Schedule: 10-3
Schedule DAF-10 (Page 32 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams

16:13  Dp9/05/2008
Kansas City Power & Light Co,

Cage: ER-05-314C
12-Months Ended Deewber 3L, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adj Taotal co Mo Juris

Adjustment Mjustmenc

2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense {per $ {289,430)
DR 403} .

{Harris)

. To remove the Grand Avenue msintenance expense from the test
year,
(Harris)

R L L L e e L R L L L e e T T e e LA s e L]

Prod Maint - Maint of Boiler Plnt 5-16 $ 632,110

ead b b e R L Y Ty e T I P R TR Y T s T e

1. To adjust cest vear expesna to reflect Staff's annulalzrion § (81,504}
of payroll based upan employees and wage rates at §-30-06.
4 {Bolin)
2. To ammualize non-lahor production maintenance expense {per ¥ 713,614
TR 403).
{Herrig)

3. Ty remove the Orand Avenue maintenance expense from the tewt
yeAr.

{Harris)

4. To adjust the é-year historical average maincenance expense
to reflect Hawthorn § cutage.
{Harris}

AP A AT RN AN R T AR AR A NN R R AR R A R AR AR ARARA R ARt s e b a st h bk bt b bbb s ant A RN b bbb rwshrdbnens

Mint of Elactric & Miscl Plant 5-17 $ 512,727

R LR L L L e L L L T e R L e e L e L R R LA A b Tl

1. To adjusc teat year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaistion S {21,085)
of payroll baced upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin)

2. To anhualize non-labor preduction maintenance expense (per $ (740,125}
DR 403}.
(Haxris)

Accounting Schedule: 10-4

P
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schadule: 10
williams
16:19  a9/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-2314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments ko Income Statewent

Rdj Total Co Mo Juris
No Description Adjustment Adjustment
3. To remove the Grand.Avenue maintenance expense from the test
year.
{Harris)
4. TO reflect Hawthorn 5 turbine overhaul nor included in the $ 750,000
6-year average maintenance expense.
{Harrin}
$. To reflect the LaCygne 2 turbine overbal nmot included in the $ 623,951
6-year average maintenance sxpense.
[Harris)

e L L e R e R L L L e e L T L T

PI0d Puclear Oper-Superv & Engineer S-18 $ 132,642)
— et L L L T T T L e )
1. To adjust test year expeane to reflect $taff's annulaizcion $ (46,431}
of payroll baced upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-05.
(Bolin)
2. To adjust for Wolf Creek refueling outage accrual 8 13,789
operations.
{Harzris)

L gl Ll e L L L Y Y Y T L R iR e R T R R R TN T R A T L T Ry
Prod Muclear - Nuclear Fuel Exp $-19 $ (270, 860)

LA AR R e L L e e R R R T A A R L e L L

1. To annuplize the fuel costs. $ (271, 8690)
(Hymeman)

PR AT R AR ARt d kA A AR A A T NP A R A T R R N N P N TS T TR AR T AR A N R PP r A A RS RA R A TR R A A RN R AN RS
Prod Nuclear Oper - Coclants 5-20 s (7, 252)

‘i.b'littt.litt'.i!..t‘twi.ltllilﬂti.it‘(t‘!illiﬂiiiitiiil.ld (AR A LT L L P e e L R R AR AL LAl

1. To adjust tesr year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (12,631}
of payrcll based upon employees and wage Tates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)
Accounting Schedule: 10-5
Schedule DAF-10 (Page 34 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

hccounting Schedule: LU
Williams
16:19  09/05/2006
Kansag City Power & Light Co.
Cage; ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustmente 0 Income Statement

Mj Total Co Mo Juris

o Description Adjustment Adjustment

2. To adjust for Wolf Creexk refueling outage accrual § 5,378 H
operations.
{Harris)

RN A A A R A RN A A R AR TN R A N R R TR AR AP AP e R A SRR T AR A S AN T E RN AR TR AR R R
Prod Nuclear Gen-Reactor Dperation 5-21 H (42, 0%4)

AP AT AR S E WA RN EL AR NS AT AR A SARARS AR AR s at bh b b A b a Rt b an b shs b b adh bbb h A AR A NA N AR AR AR A A A a bR b bk EkhAkS

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff’s annulaiztion 5 {66,492}
af payroll based upon employees and wage zates at 6-30-06. .
{Bolin) . ’
i
2. To agdjust for Wolf Creek refueling outage actrual $ 24,390 : !
operacions. . |
[Harris} ‘

L L g L L L Ty L L e L e e L L] l

Prod Wuclear Gen- Electric Expensce 5-32 s 15, 95)

e L L L L L L T oy e LA R LS A LA ) i !

1. To adjust test year expesne t0 raflect Staff's annulaiztion § {7,877}
of payroll based upon gmployees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

2. To adjust [oxr Wolf Creek refueling ocutage accrual $ 1,962
operations.
{(Harris)

LA L g L L L R R e e P L e e R Rt Lt
#rod Nuclear Oper-Miscl Nuclear Exp 5-23 5 (40,434}

R R e e L e L L L R L s E R R R L L R R LA e el bt bbb

1. To dAjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's anmulaiztion $ {54,305
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-39-06.
{Bolin} .
2. To adjust for Wolf Creek refueling outage accrual $ 54,471 :
operations.
(Hexrip)

Accounting Schedule: 10-6

Schedute DAF-10 (Page 35 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
williams

16:19 05/05/2006
' Kangas City Power & Light Co.

Case: ER-06-314C
12-Manths Ended Deember 11, 2005

. Adjustments to Ingcome Statementc
: !

Total Co Mo Juris

No Description Adjudtment Adjustment

LR L R R I R L R A LA LRl R

Prod Nuclear Meint-Suprv & Engineer 5-24

$ 168,286

A RN N A R R AN R AR R PR A AR A AR A R d A AR A NN A RN RN RR P AR AR AR bbb AR AR AR A IR IR PR RN R dar

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ {25,003}
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at €-310-06.
{Bolin}
2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense {(per $ 193,383
: DR 403).
‘ {Harrin)

chhdaRb R bRkt sb bbb ac s n i ndb bbb kbrb s i ddrddr v aa vt n bkt d kbbb d AR A ARAR R RSN R AR T RN R T RA R

Pzod Rucl Maint-Maint of Strucrures 5-25 $ 4480
' A—— AR S A RN AT R R A AR R R AN AR AR R AR F A A RN TR AN AP AR RN A RPN AR A A A N ARC AN AN ARANR AR b bR TR d bbb a e
1. To adjust test year expeane to reflect Scaff's annulaizcion $ {16,502}
of payroll baped upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)
2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per § 16,983
DR 403).
(Harris)
L T L T T e e s e e s T TS S Y R Y S Y S S R TR RS R e e N2 TR TR T L R AL R R S 2 2 22 S b L b0t
Prod Nucl Maint-Maint Reactor Plnt $-26 $ 270,029
R L T N L R L LA R R R e T T T P N P Y TSR TR TR A LA AL AL Rl Al Al i
1. To adjust teat year expesne to reflect Staff's annulalztion § (17,078)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin}
2. To annualize non-labor proguction maintenance expense (per $ 287,107
DR 403).
{Harris)
i
!
3 Accounting Schedule: 19-7 ‘
4 |
L F
Schedule DAF-10 (Page 36 of 59) l
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19 09/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
case: BR-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adj Total Co Mo Juris
No PDescription Adjustment Adjustment

L R L R T L T T e T T LR LR LR o]
Prod Nucl sMaint-Maing 5-27 $ 143,317
\

B AR AR A R AR NN AN AN R R R AT A AR P AR AR R R RN R NA RS AR AR AR A AR P RN A PR AR TN R R RS RASAAR R AR R RN h b

1. To adjust test year expesns to reflect Staff's annulaiztion H (16,0%2)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin)

2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per $ 159,409
DR 403) .
(Rarris)

‘ﬁ'i.‘l.!.l'..lI."‘l!lI..I.l.li-lfﬂ'"t"‘.'."'.‘l."ttiitt"lﬂ...i..'ﬂtt..."-.t..l.itﬁﬂ..l.ﬁkl’...
Prod Nucl Mainc-Maint of Migel Plnt 8-29 $ 57,117

AR EAR AN S SRR ARG AN At F R A A A S AR P O N O I AR h b i e R A AR PRI NS N R TS E AR A DR AR AR AR T AR N AR ARG R PR RN b b d

1. To adjuat test year expesne to reflect Staffr's annulajiztion $ (9,954}
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-310-06.
{Bolin)

2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per $ 67,111
DR 403) .
{Harzig)

L L L L T e ey T T e Y R T el P R A R e Ll el

Frod Truhine Opet Suprv & Engineerx 5-29 § 16,385}

S RN I T AR AP NN R A A G A A AR RN T AP A AR AR RN AN ARNR R AN N A d SR AR AR A ISR AR SRk dd ba s b b d b h b

1. To adjust test year expeans to reflect Scatf's annulaiztion $ (6,185}
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at §-30-06.
(Bolim)

AU E SRR RS AN et P AN B R A A R ARt R P R T AN A AR A AR b b hd A AR P PR RN G E R ARA N TS d b h bt kbl bd T b hrh bR AR bbb N bdry

Other Pwr Oper - Fuel Expense $-30 ’ $ 1591,13€)

LR R L L A L L s T Y T L et E R R R P A TR R YA RS e s T At agtst)

1. To adjust test year axpesns to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (910}
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin}

Accounting Schedule: 10-8

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 37 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19 03/08/2008
Kangas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-31aC
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adj Total Co Mo Juris
Ko Description Adjustment Adjustment
2. To antalize the fuel costs. 3 {590, 226)

{HyTweman)

-t*t-lﬂit'.'itt.'t’ﬁ.t'l-'ttl'l'.lllitlﬁﬁli.tiC.IQQ*Q..‘Q“*.‘!“‘tt“..ti"tt!“'ttfﬁﬁ"itt'tﬁ.ttt..
Och Pwr Oper - Generation Expenge §-31 $ (3,242}

LAt L A e L L L R L Y L R e e L T PR S T TP 2 S el

1. To adjust cest year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion H £3,242)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at €-30-05.
(Bolin)

L A L T L L o e Yy i 1Al P T I T l e r I e e La s  I T 1T I L )
Oth Pwr Opar-Miscl Oth Pwr Geneatic §-32 £ {949;

LA AL LA LT LA IR ERE AR L L Iy e R L T T TR T TR e T s P e L A e T R L L R A SR T R A s s L

1. TO adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff‘s annulaiztion [ (949)
of payroll baged upon employees and wage rates at §-30-06.
(Bolin)

AR N RN R R A TR R e AT R ST AR T A ISR RSN RN AP AR AR KR AT RO AR ANt At b d Rkt bbb bdbasd bbbt a b
och Pwr Maint - Suprv & Engineering §5-33 $ 87

LA A s Ll L L T L e e L L L L L S T et L L ]

1. To adjust tesat year expesne to retflect Staff's annulaiztion 5 (155)
of payrell based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-906.
{Bolin}

2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense {per $ 241
DR 403},
{Harris)

Er Ly L e Y Y AR L 2 R e R a2 AR e R Ty TR RS R LR SRR RS0 S R 2 & R0 20 sl
Och Mainp-Struct, Gen & Miscl Flnc g-34 3 630,082

R R R e AN AT AR T A P A RN F A AR N A A A A TR AR A AR T N P A A AT R R PP U T F S S A F AN NIRRT E AT AN TR ST At

1. To adjust test year expesne Lo reflect Statf'e annulaiztion s (1,742)
of payrcll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06,
{Bolin)

Accounting Schedule: 10-9

Schedule DAF-10 (Page SQ of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10
Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19  0%/05/2006
Kanzas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-Q6-314C
12-Monthe Bnded Deembar 31, 2005
Adjustments to Income Statement
Adj Total Co Mo Juris
No Description Adjustment Adjustnent
2. To annualize non-labor production maintenance expense (per $ 246,804
Dkt 403},
(Harris)
3. To relflect maincenance expense relaced Lo newly owned CT's $ 385,000
that haé¢ previocusly been leased.
(Harris)

RAAAL LI DL Z S AL R L A R T L T L Ll L e Y R T e e T I LT L ]
Purchase Power - Energy 538 $ 10,766,162

PR AR R L LT L L L L T Ty E R T L L T R oy L e e T T A R T T )

1. To annualize the purchased power spergy charges. § 10,766,162
{tynemand

A LA L L Ly T R T R Y L e L e e L T L e T
Purchased Power - Demand 5-36 $ (4,522,550

LA L L L L L T e e Y T

1. Te anmualize the purchased power demand charges. %  {e.523,650)
[Hyneman)

L R T L L L L P e T T Y T Ly R R Rt R R e L R R LI e I L e T T )
Oth Pwr Supp - Load Dispatching 5-37 $ {23,275)

e L L L e e L T g L e T R L e e T g

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Svaff's amnulairtion 3 (23,278}
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates At 6-30-06.
{Bolin)

LAE A R L gy Ly Y S e et 2 E S C S R SRR E XS SRR R Y R RS2 S S T S RS RS o 1 2 2 J
Oth Pwr Supp - Other Expense S-38 H (38,494}

Ll L L el e T Ry Rt R Y R L e e e i R TR A R iR L

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ {36,557
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin}

2. To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of 5 (600}
charitable contributjons.
(Williams)

Accounting Schedule: 10-10
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Accounting Schedule: 10

Williams

16:19 09/05/2006

Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Cape: ER-DE-314C
12-Montha Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Incomne Statement

Adj Total Co Mo Juris
No Descriprion Adjuscmant Adjustment
3. Te adjust test yesr expense ko eliminate lobbying charged to $ (679)
cost of service,
(williams)
4. To remove cowts associated with the director/officer Sea S {658}
island George Retreat.
{Hyneman)

e R L R L L L T T e Ly I LT T e

Transmiggicn Oper -Suprvy & Ehgineer $-3% 5 {263,912)

LRt L L L Ly ey T ey Yy T L P I )

1. To adjust teat year expesne to reflect Staff's snnulaiztion $ {19,924)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin) ’

2. To adjust test year expense to sliminate lobbying charged to s (2.741)
coat of gervice.
(Williama}

3. To remove Short-Term Incentive Compensation Benelicial to -] {281,247}
Shareholders dbut mot to the Ratepayers.
(HaxTie}

LARARER LA R AR Ll L R L L T ey R R e e L R R A R R R R s LT R YL

Trans Oper - Load Dispatching S-40 § (6,104)

LAl R L L e e T P L R L L SR

1. To adjust test year expeane to veflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (6,104}
of payroll based upon employeep and wage rates ab €-30-06.
{Belin}

LR R R L L L L L e e e L R P R R e A LAl L et el L

Trangmniss Oper - Sctation Expense §-41 § (970}

L L L L L T R R A e L T e T

1. To adjust test year expesns to reflect Staff's annulaizeion 5 (979}
of payroll baged upon employees and wage rates at €-30-06.
(Belin)

Accounting Schedule: 10-11
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accounking Schedule: 10

Williams

16:19  08/05/2006

Kangas City Power & Light Co.
Cage: BR-06-314C
12-Mcnths Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustmants to Income Statement

Schedule DAF-10

adj
No  Description

Total Co Mo Juris
Adjustment Adjustment

AR AR AN P AR A A S T A P T T AN P T P AN AN I AR AN TR AR PR A A A AN A AN AT AN AN R AT NP s d b n T A AN Pl d b bbb bR A
Trangmiss Oper - Overhead Line Exp S-42 $ (2

LA LR L LR L R A Rl Ly e e L R R L L L R T L g A LA LR e L L LT L Ll

1. To adjust test year expesie tO reflect Staff's annulaiztion H t337)
of payroll baBed upon emwployees snd Wage TaLes at $-30-06.
{Bolin)

AR RGN P h A e kb R A AR LN SRR P AR PP s d RN A AR AR AR SRS R b b d b E R et bkl RN AR SRR RN TR AT
Tranemiss Dper - Miscellanssus Exp S-44 H 19,267

LEA L TR AL L T Ty e Ly T e P I R L I A R e R S e e 2 T A kL]

1. To adjust test year expesme to reflect Staff's annulaiztion 4 (3,267)
of payroll based upon enmployees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{(Bolin)

(A LER A L L AL A L L R e R ARy A I T T e e e L R LI R R P I e R A IS N R el Lol
Trans Malnt-Structureg & Station Eg 5-48 5 (3,829}

LA LA R Ll Rl R L R N Ly R PR R T T TS RS L R R A LR A R Ll bl

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ {3, 824)
of payroll based upon employess and wage rates at §-30-06.
(Bolin)

2. To mmunalize non-labor cransmission maintenance mxpense (DR
403) .
{HarTis]

L R T T e e P e S L LR R AL R TR LS S I LA L L L2 T T IS LA 1T A YRR TR IR T RN AR L A0 £ 0 )
Tran Maint-Ovrhd & Undgrnd Line Exp 5-47 H (463}

Rl R T A L e L s R R T A R R LR b bl

1. To adjust tesc year expesne to reflect scaff'g annulalzoion § (462}
of payrcoll based upon employees and wage Tates at 6-30-06.
{Bglin)

2. To annualize non-labor transmission maintenance expanse (DR
403).
(Harris)

Accounting Schedule: 10-12
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
williams

16:1%  09/405/2006
Xanmas City Power & Light Co.

Case: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Desmber 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

A3 Total Co Mo Juris
No Description Ajustment Miustment

LA R L L Ly L T R B g N e Il T SN e e R L 2 P 2 e e L 2
Distrh Oper - Suprv & Engineering 8-48 § {39,032)

LR R L Y T L L R R e 2 e 1 L L L L T T e T R T T E P P I T L R ey T

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion § {18,02%)
of payroll besed upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
iBolin})

2. To remove Short-Term Incentive Compensation Beneficial to $ {8,833)
Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers.
(Harris)

3. To remove 50% of entertainuent business meals charged to $ {12,174)
expense.
(Hyneman}

AR AR RN A AR AN S LA e A R A AR R R R R A AR R R R T AR A AP R A RS S AR AR RGN F AR R R R AR A RN A R AR AT T IR TP R R E

Distrb Oper - Load Dispatching 5-49 $ (7,856)

LRl e L L L R L e L e L L TR L )

1. To adjust teat year expesne to reflect Staff's annuiaiztion H {1,856}
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at §-30-06.
{Bolin)

L L L L g L R T L Y T e e I Y T T T T P S Ty

Distxb Oper - Station Expense 3-50 $ {283)

LA A L L LR L A T L R A L R R LA A R et

1. To adjuar test year expesns to reflect Svaff's annulaiztion 3 (zear
of payroll based upon ewmployees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin}

AR AR A AT RN PR AR N A AR R N S P T R R P A R w e N A P h bt A R b e I ARG TSR TR Ak T F A A S AR AN A SRS RN T ANAT R AN A e b

Digskrb - Ovrhd & Undrgred Line Exp §-51 $ {27,371}

RPN R AR AR AR A A AR AR P RN N AR T R R F ARV AR R R AT AT N AR R R I A AR AR N D AR SR T A S SN AN O R ARG GG A E AN N R Ty

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Scaff's annulaiztion $ (27,371)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{8olin)

Accounting Schedule: 106-13
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19 09/05/2006
¥ansas City Powsr & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 200§

Adjustmencs to Income Statement

Adj
No Description

Total Co Mo Juris
adjusement Adjustment

AREARFAN TR SR IFr b dnAdda st i nsnnosadidbdrbiddbnanniddbbrdnbbaddtandshbidinddrnnhiddhdbddibierhdavaanewny

Discrb Oper - Street Light & $igmal $-52 $ {1,020}

AR R A AR A A AR A R A R A R A R N A SN A R A R I N A S T AT A AN S AT AN RN N R A A A PR TR P AN EF SR AR R EA SR N AR ATN

1. To adjust test year expesgne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion s (1,9028)
of payroll based upon enmployees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin}

T T T N e ARt L L R L e L LY 2
Distrb Operation - Meter Expense 8-53 $ (10,267}

EF AR AR TN Gk A AR R R A AN T AR A R A A AT R AN PR S AT T P AR AR S C R AE SRR A AN R AR AR E R AR S d S b s s O TR r RIS TR TR

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflact Staff's annulaiation $ {10, 267)
of payroll based upon employess and wage rates at §-30-06.
(Bolin)

R L T e T N Y R A R A e L L e e R e T T A T R 2 S A L e L L g

Distrb Oper - Customer Install Exp 5-54 $ (5,289

R L L e R e AR R L b At d

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion § {1, 289)
of payroll based upon euployses and wage rates at §-30-06.
{Bolinm)

A AR AR A RN SRR A AR S A A AN R NS R A A A S A TP N N N r S P NS P AT AR PN N PR TR R P AN s b b b E b u bt b RN AW NSO IR

Distrb Oper - Miscl pistrb Bxpense 5-55 $ (699,3%5) § 125,459 i
AR NN A R AN T AR AR A N AR AN AR R R AN RN A AN E NS AR Nt e h AR A a kRS S A AT AN ARG R bR A S bR S a R b bbb & ‘
1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulajiztion $ {85,388}

of payroll based upon etiployees and wage rates at 6-30-06.

{Bolin)
2. To remove Short-Term Incentive Compensation Beneficial to $ 1813, 724)

Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers.

{Harris)
3. To remove costs assoclated with the director/officer Sea $ 1283}

Igland Geprge Retreat.
{Kyneman}

Accounting Schedule: 10-14




Wy

Schedule PAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19 09/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Cape: ER-0&-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

’
SV S ——

Adjustments to Income Statement

aAdj Total Co Mo Juris

No Descripcion Adjustment Adjustment

4. To reflect the amortization of Demand Response, Efficiency $ 126,45%
and Affordability Programs agreed Lo in Case Ko.
EQ-2005-032% .
{Featheratone)

LA AT R LAl R I R R R R A L I R L R L L e e e P e P s T AR A P T

Distrb Mainet - Suprv & Engineering 8-57 $ (15, 047)

A RN TR RN R RN AR A A T P AN R A S R R A A R TN R A SR A AR AN F R PR T RN SN A ARSI PR S Ak RN AR A NG RR N ay

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's anmulaisztion $ {2,435)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates ac 6-30-06.
{Bolin)

2. To apnualize non-laber distribution wmaintenance expense (DR 5 (12,612
403) .
{Harris)

LR R LR R Ly Ry Ly T E Y YR i PR Rt R R e SRR e T R R AR I S P LY A T L P SR L L A
Digtrbh Maint - Struct & Station Bqu 8.58 $ (277,902

A AR Rl L Al A L e L L L e T L R LI R P AR R DR P S IR L Il ] s

1. To adjust cest year expesne to reflect Staff'sg annulajztion [ (5.959)
of payroll baged upon employess and wage rates at 6-39-06.
{Bolin)

2. To annualire non-labor distribution maintenance expense (DR s (271, 943)
403} .
{Harrip)

LR L Ly L L e e L L e A R LAl Y A R L LS s A d

Distxd Maint - Maint Ovehd Lines 5-59 5 {968,202)

BB RSV RN AR RN A AR AL T NN RS A A R R R AR R B AT AR AN RN T AR R AR R A A RS AR T AR AN SRR AR RN A ARG a TRk d b Ak bk

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ 128, 824)
of payroll based upon employess and wage ratea at &-30-06. l
{Bolin) !

2. To annualize non-labor distribution maintenance expense (DR $ 193%,378)

403) .
(Harris}

Accounting Schedule: 10-15
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounring Schedula: 10

wWilliams

16:19 09/05/2008

Kansap Cicy Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-0§-314C
12-months Ended Deember 31. 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Total Co Mo Juris
Adjusteent Adjusement

R L L L L L N L TR L )
Gistrb Maint - Maint Undrgrnd Lines 5-60 $ 1183,149)

A e B LR LR L R e e L L L s S s e s T T R A e R e e L

1. Te adjust test year expesne to reflect Scaff's annulaiztion $ {10,069)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at £-30-06.
(Bolin)

2. To annualize non-labor gistribution maintenance expense {DR 5 {183,080}
403) .
{Harrig)

‘.'.l.".-ﬁ""ﬁ....'ﬁl"‘*l“iltt'.......'.Q".'..'lti‘i'l.itﬁt‘..jt".‘ﬂ'i.ﬁﬁ.."'.i.."‘I""I.‘Il.-..
Digtrb Maint-maint Line Transformer 8-€1 § {117,314}

L e L L R e R L e

1. To adjust test year expeane tO reflect Staff's annulaiztion 3 18,422)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolin)

2. To annualize non-labor digtribution maintenance expense {DR H (108,892)
403) .
(Harris)

LA L L S T I Y S Y I R s e L L e T e R L L L D e S L e L]
Distrh Miant-Malint St LightsiSignal 5-62 $ {230,701)

R A PN A A AR A A A AR R AR AR AR RN R P h A N S F AR R R R AN E R AR TR R R C R AN RN AR AR R AR AR b A kA

Accounting Schedule: 10-16

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion S {2,677}
of payroll pased upon employees and wage ratea at 6-30-06.
(Bolin}

2. To annualize non-labor distribution maintenance expense {DR s {288,024)
403) .
(Harria)

= - m————
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
williams
16:19 09/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-31iC
‘ 12-Months Endad Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statemant

ALY Total Co Mo Suris
No Dpescription Adjustmenc Adjuscment

L L L e e L R et R R L L B A
Distrb Maint - Maint of Meters 5-62 $ 5,715

L L L L R e L N P L R T L L R e T R R AL il

1. To adjusc test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ (4.471)
of payroll based upcon employees And wage rates at £-30-06,
N {801in}
2. To annualirze non-labor distribution maintenance expense (DR § 10,188
403,
{Harris)
\ EARA LR R e L e L e Ly L T L R P Py P T R AT S T R S PR LA AL R e LT e F Al s Dl il 2
Digtrh Maint-Maint Miscl Oistrb vln S-64 § (85,384}
— LR R L L L Ly L R L R A e e e e L LA e LA A LAl g
1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff’s anhulaiztion $ {1,343)
l of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
| {Bolin)
' 2. To annudlize non-labor distribution maintenance sxpense (DR $ (&4, 041)
403) .
{Hacris)

ARG AR AR RAE AR ARt R AR AR A AR LA R RN AN Rt AR A At dd st At andntan et radadt kiR hu kbbbl
Customer Accts-Suprv & Bngineering 5-€5 $ {72,380}

LR L L ey Ry L e T R R L e P Rt LR L Sl Ll L b

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion H {3,52¢)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Belin)

2. To remove Short-Term Incentive Compensation Beneficial to $ [68.454)
Shareholders but not to che Ratepayers.
{Harris)

Accounting Schedule: 10-17
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19% 08/08/2006
Ransas City Power & Light Co.
Cage: ER-06~31aC
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Adj Total Co Mo Juris
No Description Adjustment Adjustment

LA LA LS A A T R R T R L L R R e e R e e L T T T Y R AL RS R R R R R T a s Ll S f L
Cust Accts - Meter Reading Bxp 5-66 s 18,576)

LR R L L L L L L L L T L e e e L R L e it

1. To adjust test year expesne to refieet Staff-s annulaiation $ £8,576)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at §-30-06.
(Bolind

LR L R e Y LT R R T L R e e R L L AL L L LT

Cugt Accts-Rec & Collect & Miscl Bx S-67 b} 4,196,775 $ 495,586

AR RS RE R ERRR R AL SRR SRR AR e e e T e L e R e R A R R S R A e S R AR R L L L L R bk

1. To adjust test year &xpesne to yetlect Stafl's anavlaiscion s 163,713)
of paytoll based upon employees and wage rates at §-30-06.
(Boliny

2. To adlust test year expense to retflect Lhe disallowance of $ 1122, 959}
charitable contribucions.
{Williams)

3. To adjust test year axpense to reflect the inclusion of § 3,862,607
Banking Pees agsociated with the accounts receivable sales,
(Williams)

4. To include in cost of service interest on annualized $ 495,586 ,
customer deposite.
(williams)

5. To include in rates expenses for ¢ostd associated with E 500,009
sccepting credit card paymeats.
(Williams)

L e e T T e T T L R L T L A L RSl L ALt bt b
Cust Acctg-Uncollectible Accts Bxp 5-68 ¢ 1,321,817

R A R L Rt R R L Tty o e L e S R AR S R R A L L A A LR L L L bl id

1. To normalize bad debt expense. $ 1,321,827
{8olin)

2., To normalize had debt expense.

Accounting Scheduls: 10-18
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Schedule DAF-10

. Accounting Schedule: 10

williams

16:19 09/05/2006

¥ansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: BR-06-314C
12-Menths Ended Deember 331, 2005

Adjustments Lo Income Statement

Adj Total Co Mo Juris
No Description Adjustment Adjustment

LA R R LA LR X E L Ly Y L e N e TN I s A R L e R e R e T L T TS Y T L X2
Cust Atcts. Customer Assistance Exp §-€% s (84, 954)

bbb A LA s bt R AR R Rl L e R s e e e P R R S e L g

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's anmulaizcion $ (11,667}
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at §-30-0§,
{Bolin)

2. To remove Short-Term Incentive Compensation Beneficial to § {77,287}
Shareholders but not to the Ratepayers.
{Harris)

e e L L e L L Y L]

Sales Expense - Supervision 8-70 § {13,002)

L L A Ty e T L P L T T R R T L L L

L. To adjust test ycal expesne to reflect Staff's annuiaiztion $ {1,557)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
{Bolim) .

2. To remove 50% of entertainment business meals charged to $ (13,445)
expenge .,
{Hyneman)

LA R L L R L L L L L T T e T R TR A RS P Y ]

Salea Exp - Miscl Sales Exp 8-71 5 i2,463)

AN AN A RIS AT AN S PSR AR AN AR R AL T R AN A AR AN A AR R A A RS ARA RS R b bbb d Rk w

1. To adjust test yvear expesne to reflect Staff's annulaietion $ (2,463}
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at §-30-06.
{Bolin)

L e L L L L L e R e L e R R R L L i A s L el

Admin & Oen-Rdministrative Salaries 5-72 $ {7,57L,19%2)

BRSNS R PR R kR AN F R R A P E R A AR R N AP AR A E R AT N BN A A AT AR R b S r Nt d bRt AR R h A b h AR e

1. To adjusL test year expense Lo remove severalce CoSts. 3 (2,383,662)
(Hyneman}

Accounking Schedule: 10-1%

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 48 of 59)
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
williams
. 16:1% 09/05/2006
Kansas City Power & Light Co. :
Case: ER-06-3114C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustmentg to Income Statement

Total Co Mo Juris

No Description Adjuscoent Adjustoent

-]

To adjust test year expense to annualize Admin § Gen payroll s 5,185,777
charged to Acct. 920 based upon the test year
capitaligation ratio.
(Bolim)

3. To adjust test year expense to correct the test ysar $ {7,014,443)
capitalization ratic for Admin & Gen payroll charged to
Acct. 920.
{BoLin)

4, To adjust test year expense to sliminate lobbying charged to s {147,373}
cost of servige.
iwilliamg)

§. To remove Short-Term Incentive Compensation Beneficisl to 5 {1, 467,733}

’ Shareholders but net to the Ratepayers.

{Haxrrim)

€. To adjust test year expense to remove the Equity based $ (1,668,300)
Lopg-Term Ewecutive Compensgation.
(Harris}

7. To remove discretionary bonuses paid to executives based 5 (43,470)
upon criteria unrelated to providing eleciric service to
ratepayers.
{Harris}

8. To remove 50t of entertainment business meals charged to 5 132,188}
expensge .
{Hyneman)

R R e L ey g e e o e ey F S PRSP R S L R R R R R A R R L L b At
Admin & Gen - Office Supply Expense 5-72 H (251,188)

EAR A2 R LA Rl Ry e Ry e R L P L R R R R L T T RS LR N e Py S LSRRI L Al S e a B R Ll RSl A lsss)

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion $ {293}
of payroll based upon erployees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Bolin)

Accounting Schedule; 104-20

e
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10

Xangag City Power & Lighr Co.

Case; ER-08-314C

12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statemant

. To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of

charitable contributions.
{Williama}

. To adjust test year expenge to eliminate Jobbying charged to

ot of service.
{Williams)

. To remave 50% of entertainment business meals charged to

expangs,
{HyTieman}

To remove COsStE apsociacted with the diractor/officer Sea
Island George Retreat.
{Hyneman}

. To zeflect amortizing over 5 years costs charged to Project

" CORDP~KCPL* .
(Vesely)

. To reflect amortizing over S years costs charged Lo Project

*LED-LDI™.
{Vesely)

Williama
16:19  03/05/2006
Total Co Mo Jurie
Adjustment Adjustment
(500)
§ (332}
£ (126,62¢6)
(3,281}
s {19,915}
$ (190,611)

L Y L Y T L N L T e et T Y T L A s A R T P R R T PRI R R S S R AR L A A L Rl b et e bl

Mmin & Gen - Cutside Services Exp 5-75

$

(4,085,555}

L e L L g T L L e L A R L e e Rl L Ll Al bbbl bl i b bl

1.

To remove costs that should be capitalized to the Iatan IT
Project but were expensed to Project M5C0140.
{Vegely)

To reflect amortizing over 5 years costs charged to Project
"CORDP-KCPL".
{Vegely)

. To reflect amortizing over 5 years costs charged to Project

"LED-LDY*.
{(Vesely)

$ [1,688,267)

$ {1,210,554)

{1,186, 734}

Accounting Schedule: 10-21
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schadule: 10
Williame

16:1%  09/05/2006
¥ansas City Power & Light Co.

Cage: ER-05-314C
12-Mpnths Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Total Co Mo Juris
Adjustment Adjuscment

ML AL LRSS bR IR R LR g s L P T L e P R P L L S R 2 T e T s 2]
Mmin & Gen-Injuries & Damages Exp 8-71 $  §1,092,438)

R T s

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion H {1,800)
of payroll based upon employeesd and wage rates at 6-30-06.
[Bolin) ‘
2. To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of H] {S. 000} %
charitable contribuclions. !
(Williams)

}. To adjust test year expense bto reflect Staft's annualization $ {1,085,638)
of Injuriea and Camages.

(Vesely)

LR R L s L Ty S R R e T Ty T 2 2 L R R e T P R T Y T L ]
Admin & Gen-Enpl Pension & Benefite 5-78 s 20,306,023

L e T T L R L LT e T L T T e L T e T

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion 3 531
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at 6-30-06.
(Belin)

2. To adjust test ysar expense to eliminacte lobbying charged to -1 [154.253)
cost of gervice.
(Williamsg)

3. To adjust test year expense to reflect the amortization of § 3,799,166
the FAS 87 Regqulatory Assel over 5 years.
(Traxler)

4. To adjust test year expense to reflect the 2006 FAS B7 $ 14,977,783
Pension Cost.
(Traxler)

5. To adjust ket vear expens® to reflect a 3-year averags of 1 585,555
kthe SERP payments.
{Harris)

Accounting Schedule: 10-22
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19% 09/08/2006
Xansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: BER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deewber 11, 2005

Adjustnents To INCOME Statement

Total Co Mo Juris
Mo Description Adjustment Adjustment
. To annualige the 301K costs. 3 145,013
(Bolin)
7. To anfwalize the FAS 106 coets. $ 456,343
(Traxler)
8. To normalize the LTD, Lite & ADAD insurance coats. $ (10,918}
{Bokin)
9. Te notmallze the <cost ¢f dencal benefitcs. $ 37,672
{Bolin}
10. To normalize the vision insurante costs. § 3,349
{Bolin}
11. To normalize test year medical costs. § 270,430
{Bolin}
12. Te normalize the test year coats for Wolf Creek employees H 196,552
enelit cascs.
{Bolin)

Ll R T L o Ly L e e e T R R P P Y SR L N R TS PR PSR AR AR L R L AL L R LY L d b

Admin & Gen-Regulate Commission Exp 5-79 5 {278,759) s {301, 041]

R L L L Ny e g Y R o R T P I L R R R R A e Ll

1. To adjusgt test year expesne to reflect S5taff's annulaizrion $ {1,925)
of payroll based upon employeas arkl wage rates at 6-30-06,
(Bolin)
2. To zeflect the 2007 PS5C aspessment effective July 1, 2006. $ 72,427
{Harria}
1. To adjust test year expense Lo amortize the rate case $ (373,4638)
expanse over 3 yearg.
(Harrig)
4. To removm costs that should be capitalized to the Iatan IT § (274, 824)
Project but were expensed to Broject MSCO140.
iVesely)

Accounting Schedule: 18-23
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Kangas City Power & Light Co.

Case: ER-06

-314C

12-Months Ended Daember 31, 2005

adjustments to Income Statement

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19 09/0% /2006

hdj
No Des¢ription

Total Co
Adjustment

Ho Juris
Mjustment

b L L R L L L L Y N N e AR e L T T R e T T

Admin & Gen-General Advertising Exp 5-80

§

[1,380,766)

R L L R L L L N L L L L L L L L L L LT e RN S

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiption $

of payroll based upen employees and wage rates ab 6-30-D.
{Bolin}

2. To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of
chariteble contributiona.
{Williams)

3. To adjust teat year expense to reflect advertising
capitalized to Iatan.
tveaely)

4. To adjust test year expense ro reflect the elimination of
general adverctising costs wichout documeatation.
{(Vesaely)

S. To adjust rest year expense to reflact the elimination of
institutional advertising,
{Vesely)

6. To adjust test year expense to reflect the elimimation of
advertising expense described as other.
{Vesely)

7. To adjust test year expense to reflect the elimination of
non-advertiszing costs charged to acct. 530.1.
{vesely}

12,230)

(291,520)

(113,681}

[76€.036)

{461,018}

(104,181}

(332,082}

L A L L L T Y D Ty T e Y T T T

Mimin & Gen - Miscl General Exp 5-81

$

{1,171,475)

Rl L g R L T L T L ]

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaizcion 3

of payroll based upon employess and wage rateés at 6-30-06.
{Bolin)

(7.,6888)

Accounting Schedule: 10-24

Schedule DAF-10 (Page 53 of 59)
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2.

Kansas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31,

Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williamg
le:19 09/05/2606

2005

hdjustments to Income Statement

Description

To adjust test year expense to reflect the disallowance of
charitable contributiona.
iWilliams}

- To adjust test year expense to eliminate lobbyling charged ro

cost of aservice.
(Williams)

To adjust test year expense to reflecr the eliminacion of

dues paide to £EI which supports lebbying.
(Williams)

To adjust test year expense Lo reflect the elimination of
industry ¢ues & memberships.
(Williams)

To remove 50% oOf entertainment business meals charged to
expense .
{Hyneman}

To remove costs associated with the director/officer Sea
1slangd Gecrge Racreat.

{Hyneman}

To include a disallowance for costs that have been booked
incorrectly, related to to lobbying activities, and are
related to expense account charges that should not have be
charged to KCPL.

{Hyneman)

Admin & Gen - Transportation Exp 5-83

1. To adjust test year expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion

of payroll based upen employees and wage rates 4t §-30-06.
{(Bolin}

. To adjust test year expense to eliminate lobbying charged to

coat of eservice.
(Williama)

Total Ce Mo Jurisg
Adjustment Adjustment

$ 5,210)

§ {122)

$ {223,263}

$ (381,549}

$ {3,469)

$ (49,968}

$ {504, 000}

§

LA LA L L L L e A L e I R R R e e e P i Lt il ]

$

LA L Ll L L R L L B D R L s L2 LY 222 a2 L RS L R RO 220 2 )

(32,603)

[32,481)
{122}
Accounting Schedule: 10-2%
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Schedule DAF-10

Azcounting Schedule: 10

L

williams

16:19 08/05/2006

Ransas City Power & Light Co.
Cage: ER-06-314C
12-mMonths Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustmente o Income Statement

Adj
¥g Deacription

Total Co Mo Juris
hdjustwent Miustment

P R A L L L e L e e e R L R L L R LI gt L X

Admin & Gen Maint - Maint Gen Plant S-84 ¥ {4,060}

b e A R L L R L T e R T L R e L et

1. To adjust test yeaxr expesne to reflect Staff's annulaiztion 5 {4, 060)
of payroll based upon employees and wage rates at £-30-04.
(Bolin)

LR R L L L L L T L e L R T T T T T T T T T Y

Amortization of Plant Exp 5-96 $ (2,094,518}

LR L L L L L T T T s e L P T L )

1. To adjust rest year amortization expense Lo reflect the S {194 ,00%)
eliminacion of the expense asscciated with the amortization
of AFUEC for Iatan., Case No. ER-8l-42.
(willdiams)

2. To adjusc test year expense to reflact the sanrmalization of s 11,900,833}

the amortization of the 2002 incremenral ice aLorm costs,
which ends in January 2047.
(Williawms)

3. To reflect the Regulatory Plan amortization.
{Traxler)

AR AT IS F A b S S A A AR SRV R R N A AN AR E N R AR A At A AR SRR T R PSR A RS R AR AR ARSI F RS S AR R TR SRR WA r At

Taxes Other Than Income Taxes 5-87 5 1,534,433

L L L L L R e L L L T Ly R L L A L LR L LA e LR i st )

1. To adjusc test year expense to reflect Staff's annualijzation s {152,117}
of the payroll taxes.
{Bolin)

2. To adjust property tax expense to reflect Staff's annvalized H L.684,275
property tax level,
{Williams}

3. To adjust property tax expense to reflect Staff's annualired H 2,275
property taxes for vehicles cleared to expense.
{williamg}

Agcounting Schedule: 10-26
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 10
Williams
16:19 0%/05/2006
Xangas City Power & Light Co.
Cas&: ER-D&-3IMAC
12-Months Ended Deember 3. 2005

Adiustments to Income Statement

Adj Total Co Mo Juris
No  Description Adjustment Adjustment

LAALAL S R AR LA A I T L N R R L L e L L s R E T R T S AR AR R RS R AR AR el g

Amort of Excess Deferred Inc. Taxes 5-90 $ {993,300)

TR A P AR N A AP NS R N I TR P R A RN A AR AR AN PN P AN F R A S d R T AR T TR A PSSR NN NN AR AR SR RSN N N

1. To reflect the annualization of Excess Deferred Income $ (953, 300)
Taxes.
(Traxlex)

LR AR L R L L L Y R Y S R AR R A il e R R R T T T e S Y T Y Y PR T L
Inv Tax Credit - Amortization $-91 $ {1.444,946}

LA R LR L L L L L L L L E e L A R R R LR L L L b Ll L

1. To annualize the Inveatment Tax Credit - Amortization, % (1,444,946)
{Traxler!

L L L L L R L g R L e e T L T T L R T R S PR Y R T Y]
Other Depreciation 5-92 s (6,647,127

R L L L L T R L L T T R T e e S T e e g

1. To remove the test year transportation depreciacion cleared $ (347.410)
O expense.
iWilliama)

2. T¢ vemave from expense anmualized depriation on $ 1192,243)
transportation equipment that would be cleared to capital
accounts.,
{Williama)

3. To adjust depreciation expense associated with the booking $ (5,307,354}

of the Hawthorn 5 ingsurance and lawsuit subrogation proceeds
charged to malvage.
{Williams)

AR A N R A ARk Tt VAR AR R AT AR RS AR A AR ARSI d LAttt A Ad s skt bht ittt AR maqgRedennadaqdAdanadaaddddddrndd
Aamoxrt of Prior Deferred Taxes $-94 L 13,576,633}

L T R R R L R R P e e T e T P L e P TR R R S T LR A L

1. To annualize the Amartization of Prior Deferred Taxes, $ {1,576,633)
{Traxler)

Accounting Schedule: 10-27
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Schedule DAF-10

hccounting Schedule: 1o
williams
16:19 09/05/2006
Xangas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
12-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Adjustments to Income Statement

Ady Total Co Mo Juris
Ko Description Adjuscment hdjustment

LR AR AL LT LR EE L L R R L e L R Ty N s S T E T R T
Groos Receipts Taxes 5-95 $  (3%,012,075)

R L L L e e e T L 2L AL T L T Ty T R e T e

1. To remove Gross Receipts Taxes. § 133,012,075}
Balin}

accounting Schedule: 10-28
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Scheduls: 11
Wilkliama
16:19  09/05/2006
Kanpas City Power & Light Co.
Case: ER-06-314C
1z-Months Ended Deember 31, 2005

Income Tax

Teat 7.78% T.81% 7.83%
Line Year Return Retuxn Return
(A} 18} {C) {D} LE}

AR RS A R RN R R R R AN I Y P R A A R R A A AR R AR R A AN A S S R N TN A AR R A AR AN T F AR P R R A A AN b d kAl Ak s b P P TR RARE IR T RN FTARS IS P by

1 Net Income Befors Taxes {Sch 3} $ 162,555,385 § 124,872,948 5 125,446,011 § 125,528,051

LA A L b L e e L L L e T L L L L e e A L T P L R e L Ll l)

Add to Net Income Before Taxes

2 Book Depreciation Expenss $ 53,112,822 $ 53,112,822 § 53,112,822 $ 53,132,822
3 50k Meals & Intertainment 252,377 252.377 252,377 252,377
4 Book Nuclear Fuel Amorcization 7,749,344 7.249,344 7,269,344 © 7,249,344
5 Book Amortization Expenge 2,530,523 2,520,523 2,520,523 2,520,523
& Totel $ 63,135,066 $  €3,135,066 $ 63,135,066 $ 63,135,086
Subtr fxom Net Income Before Taxes
7 Interegt Expense 2.7500 % $ 32,164,635 § 37,164,695 $ 32,164,695 §  32.164.69%
8 Straight Line Tax Depreciation 41,520,873 41,620,873 41,620,873 41,620,873
El Tax Deprec over Straight-Line Tax 1%,144,954 19,144,954 19,144,954 19,144,354
ic Produccion Income Deduction 1,371,905 1,371,5%0% 1,371,908 1,371,508
31 IRS Nuclear Fuel Amcrtization 9,242,234 9,242,234 9.242,334 9,242,234
12 IRS Amortization Deducticn 628,231 628,231 628,231 628,231
13 Wind Production Tax Credit o . ] 0 o
14 Total $ 104,172,892 5 104,172,892 $ 104,172,892 $ 104,172,892

LR L L L L LA T L R L R L e L e e Y Ry L L R A R T L R e L R A A R el Ll bbbt

15 Net Taxable Income $ 121,557,559 § 83,835,122 $ 84,408,185 § 84,790,225

E A A A A R R TR AN SR AA RN SRR R R A N S R AR N A A R A A RS AR R AR A ST AR R F R AR AR I A AR E S AR a R b d A AN S AR b RAS R R AR N AR AR R A dad A

Provision for Federal Income Tax

16 Net Taxahle Income $ 121,557,859 § 83,833,122 S B4q,408,185 5 84,790,225
17 Deduct Misgouri Income TAx 100.0 % $ 6,287,930 $ 4,343,520 $ 4,373,211 $ 4,393,004
18 Deduct City Income Tax 751,819 51%,510 522,085 524,417
19 Federal Taxable Income 114,507,810 70,973,092 79,513,919 79,872,004
20 Total Federal Tax $ 40,077,734 $ 27,640,583 $ 27,829,522 § 27,955,482

Atcounting Schedule: 11-1
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Schedule DAF-10

Accounting Schedule: 11
Williama
16:19 05/05/2006
Fanses City Power & Light Co.
Cage: ER-08-314C
12-Mentha Ended Deeeber 31, 2005

Income Tax

Test T.78% 7.81% 7.83%
Line Year Return Return Return
(R) [§:3) ) (or (®)
Provision for Missouri Income Tax
21 Net Taxable XIncome $ 121,557,559 $ 83,835,122 $ 84,408,185 § 84,790,225
22 Deduct Federal Income Tax 50.0 % 3 20,019,967 5 13,820,292 5 13,914,761 $ 13,977,740
23 Deduct City Income Tax 751.819 518,520 522,085 524,417
24 Missouri Taxable Incoma 104,766,873 €9,496,321 €5,971,16% 70,288, 087
2%  Total Missouri Tax s 6,297,930 $ 4,343,520 s 4,373,211 5 4,393,004
Provision for City Income Tax
26 Net Taxable Income $ 121,557,559 $ 83,835,122 & 84,408,185 $ 84,790,225
27 Deduct Federal Income Tax $ 40,077,734 §$ 27,640,583 5 27,829,522 $ 27,955,462
8 Deduct Missouri Income Tax 5,297,930 4,343,520 4,373,211 4,393,004
2% City Taxahle Income 75,181,895 51,851,019 52,205,452 52,441,739
kL] Total City Tax 5 751,819 § 518,510 $ 521,055 $ 524,417
Summary of Provigion for Income Tax
31 Federal Income Tax ] 40,077,734 $ 27,640,583 4 27,829,522 $ 27,955,482
a1z Missouri Income Tax 6€.297,930 4,343,520 4,373,211 4,393,004
3 City Income Tax 751,819 518,510 522,055 524,417
34 Total $ 47,127,483 $ 32.502,613 ] 32,724,788 $ 32,872.903
Deferred Income Taxes
is Deferred Investment Tax Credit H 0 H ] H 0 $ o
36, Deferred Rapair Allowance [} 1] o o
7 Deferred Tax Depreciation 7,389,367 7,388,267 7,388,367 7,398,367
kY] amort of Deferred Tax Depreciation ] ] ¢ °
39 Amort of Repair Allowance 0 ] ¢ 0
40 Amort of Deferred ITC [+] o 9 o
41 Deferred Unbilled ] a o L
42 Total $ 7,388,367 E 7,358,387 § 7,388,367 H 7,388,367

L R L L L e Ly e e R L R e e R R e R R A LA LIRSl Ll

43 Total Income Tax 5 54,515,850 $ 39,890,480 $ 40,113,155 $ 40,261,270

L L L L L L e AL Ll LA AL LA bbbl i

Accounting $chadule: 11-2
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Attachment 1 to Appendix F - 9/5,2006 - Revised

Schedule DAF-11

Total Jurisdictional  Jurisdictional  Jurisdictional
Line Company Allccation Adfjustments Proforms
1 Additional net Assets on KCPL's balance sheet 30,630,731
2 Rote Base NA 1,169,826 282
3 Net Assets supported by LTD & Equity 1,200,456,013
4 Jusnsdictional Allocator for Capital Jurisdictional Rate Base / Total Company Rate Base 54 20%
5
6 Total Capital Bafnes Scheduie 9 2,530,901,000 1,200,456.013 - 1,200,456,013
T  Equity Bathes Scheduie 8 1,347,348 000 53.24% 639,073 508 - £30,073.598
8 Preferred Barnes Schedule 8 39,000,000 1.54% 18.498 465 18,498,465
9 long-tarm Debt Barnes Schadule 9 1,144,553,000 4522% 342,883,950 542,883,950
10 Costof Debt Barnes Schedule 10 6.08% §.08% 6.08%
t1 interest Expense Line 13~ Line 14 69,588,822 33,007,344 - 33,007,344
12
13 Retail Sales Revenue Staff Accounting Schedule 9-1 plus Revenue Reguirement ] 483,388,716 54,768,299 538,157,015
14 Other Revenue Staff Accounting Schedule 9-1 0 85,787,857 45,747,857
1% Operating Revenue Stafl Accouniing Schedule B4 ) 568,176,573 54,768,299 ©23,944 872
16
17 Operating & Maintenance Expenses Staff Accounting Schedule 9-3 - Less Gustomer Deposit Interest 351,961,952 351,961,952
18 Depreciation Staff Accounting Schedule 9-3 53,112,822 53,112,822
19  Amortization Staff Accounting Schedule 9-3 2,520,523 54,768,299 57,268,822
20 lntesest on Customer Daposits Q
21 Taxes other than income axes 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 34,008,278
23  Gains on disposition of plant a ¢
24 Total Electric Operating Expensas Sum of Lines 21 10 27 0 477,828,838 54,768,298 £32.597,137
25
28 Qperating ncome Seaff Accounting Schedule 1-1 Line 3 0 91,347,735 4] 91,347,735
27 less nterest Expansa - Line 15 - (33,007,344} - {33,007,344)
28 Depreciation Siaff Accounting Schadule 5-3 03,112,822 - 53,112,822
20 Amortization Staff Accounting Schedule 9-3 2,520,523 54,768,299 57,288,822
30 Deferred Taxes Siaff Accounting Schedule 9-4 1,373,488 1373488
31  Funds fram Operations (FFQ) Sum of Lines 30 {o 34 - 115,347,224 54 768,209 170,115,523
7
33 Nel ncome Ling 30 + Lina 31 - 58,340,391 - 58,340,394
34 Retum on Equity Line 37 /Line 11 0.0% 91% 9.0% 9.1%
3% Unadjusted Equity Ratia Line 11 / Line 10 53.2% 53.2% 0.0% 53.2%
Additional financial information needed for the calculation of ratios
38 Capitalized Leasa Obligati KCPL Trial Balance accts 227100 & 243100 2,314,096 $.254,334 1,254,334
37 Short-term Debt Balance KCPL Trial Batance acets 231w 82,401,000 44 564,151 44,664,151
38 Short-term Dabt interest KCPL T.B. accts 831014, 831015, 831016 5,681,983 3,079,866 3,079,866
Adjustments made by Rating Agencies for Off-Balance Sheet Obligations
% APT for Ofi-Balance Sheet Obligations
40 Operating Leasa Dabt Equivalent Present Value of Operating Lease Obligations discounted @ 6.1% 86,657,361 46,971,814 46,971,814
41 Purchase Power Debt Equivalent Present Value of Purchase Power Qbligations discounted @ 6.1% 12,443,708 6,744,996 6,744,996
42 Accounts Receivable Sale KCPL Trial Balance account 142014 76,000,000 37,942,847 37.942.847
43 Total OBS Dabt Adjustmant Sum of Lines 50 to 52 169,104,068 91,669,658 - 91,650,656
44
45 T u! nts for Of-| nce Sheet Qbligations
48 Present Value of Operating Leases Lina 50 * 6.10% 5,286,099 2,865,281 - 2,865,281
47 Purchase Power Debt Equivalent Line 51 * 6.10% 759,066 411,445 - 411,445
48 Accounis Receivable Sale Line 52 * 5% 3,500,000 2,314 514 - 2,314.514
49 _ Total OBS Interest Adiustment Sum of Lines 56 to 58 5,545,165 5,581,239 - 5,591,239
Ratio Calculations
50 Adjusted lnterest Expense Ling 15 + Line 45 + Line 59 84815871 41,678,449 - 41,678,449
51 Adjusted Toial Debt Line13 + tine 43 + Line 44 + Ling 53 1,398,369,985 630,462,081 - 680,462,001
52 Adjusted Tolal Capital Line 10 + Line 43 + Line 44 + Line 53 2,784,718,185 1.338,034,154 - 1,338,034,154
53
54 FFO Interest Coverage {Line 35 + Line 683)/ Ling 63 1.00 .77 .3 508
55 FFO as a % of Average Tolal Debt Ling 35/ Line 64 0.0% 17.0% 8.0% 25.0%
56  Totad Debt to Tatat C_aii.lal Una 84 / Line 85 50.2% 50.8% 0.0% 50.8%
Changes required to meet ratic targets
57 FFO iterest Coverage Target 3.80 3.80 0.00 .80
53 FFO adjustment to meet target {Line 73 - Line 7} * Line 63 237,484,718 1,352,433 {54,768,299) (53,415,865)
29 Interest adjustment 1o meet target Ling 35 “( 1/ (Line 73-1)- 1/ {Line 67 - 1)} #OW/O (483,012} 19,680,107 19,077,085
O
61 FFO as a % of Average Total Debt Target 25% 25% 0% 25%
62 FFO adiustment to meet target {Line 77 - Line 68) * Line 64 349,582,041 54,768,299 (54,768 ,299) -
63 Debt adjustment 1o meet target Ling35*{ 1/Line 77 - 1 / Line §8) #DWVIO! {219,073,198) 219,073,198 .
64
65 Total Debt to Total Gapital Target 51% 51% 0% 51%
86 Debt adju_stmenl o mest target (Line 81 - Line 69) * Line 65 21,837,079 1,935,328 - 1,835,328
87 Total Capital adjustment to mest target Ling 64 / Line 81 - Line 65 {42,817,802) (3,794.760) - (3,754,760
I Amortization and Revenue needed to meet targeted ratios
’ €8 FFO adju;lmen: needed to meet target ratios Maximum of Lina 74 , Line 78 , or Zero 348,552,041 54,768,299 (54,768,299} -

+ 69 Effective income tax rate Accounting Scheduls 11 3B.77% 38.77% 38.77% 38.77%
7¢  Deferred income taxes * -Line 87 *Ling 8B /(1 -Line 88) {221,356,907} (34,678.538) 34,678,530 -
74 Total amortization required for the FFO adjustment Ling 87 - Line 89 570,848,940 89,446,838 (89,446,838) -
72
73 Retail Sales Revenue Adjustment Adjustment =SumiLine 21 fa Line 25}+Line 27-Line 18-Line 31+{Line 11°Line 3B¥{1-Line 38) 483,388,716 54,768,209  538,157.015
74 Pe_rcem increase in retail sales revenue Line 92 Jurisdictional Adiustments / Line 82 Jurisdictional 11.3%

L Adusiad for known and measurable changes including changes related 1o new plant in-service
Schedule 3
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI

In the Matter of the Application of Kansas City )
Power & Light Company to Modify Its Tanff to )} Case No. ER-2006-0314
Begin the Implementation of Its Regulatory Plan )

AFFIDAVIT OF DON A. FRERKING
STATE OF MISSOURLI )
COUNTY OF JACKSON ; N

Don A. Frerking, being first duly sworn on his oath, states:

1. My name is Don A. Frerking. [ work in Kansas City, Missouri, and [ 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 behalf of Kansas 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. /‘—‘_—“

Don A.

Subscribed and sworn before me this 8" day of September 2006.

“HNicot h. Lot

Notary Public ol

. NICOLE™A) WEHRY
My commission expires: t{)o. . FQ ool Notary Public - Notary Seal

STATE OF MISSOURI
Jackson County
My Commission Expires: Feb. 4, 2007




