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10
11
12 Q. Please state your name and business address.

13 A. My name is Erin L. Maloney. My business address is, P.O. Box 360,

14 Jefferson City, Missouri, 65102.

15 Q. Are you the same Erin L. Maloney who contributed to the Missouri Public

16 Service Commission Staff's (Staft) Cost of Service Report (Staff Report) filed on

17 November 17, 2010?

18

19

20

A.

Q.

A.

Yes.

What is the purpose of your true-up testimony?

The purpose of this testimony is to present and briefly discuss the true-up

21 allocation factors provided to Staff witness V. William Harris for use in annualizing fuel

22 expense between MPS and L&P.

23

24 adopt?

25

Q.

A.

What are the allocation factors that you recommend the Commission

The Commission should adopt Staff's trued-up allocation factors of

26 ** ** to L&P and ** ** to MPS for the purposes of allocating fuel costs

27 between L&P and MPS.

28 Q. Have the allocation factors shifted since Staff's direct filing and if so can

29 you explain the shift?
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1 A. Yes the allocation percentage assigned to L&P increased approximately

2 1.5% and likewise MPS's decreased approximately 1.5% due to the fact that L&P

3 experienced a higher rate of load growth than MPS between the end of the test year and

4 the true-up date.

5 Q. What megawatt amounts have been assigned to L&P and MPS from the

6 Iatan 2 generation plant for the purpose of re-calculating the allocation factors for this

7 true-up?

8 A. As in Staff's direct filing, Staff has assigned 65.36% (tOO of 153 MWs) of

9 the available Iatan 2 generation to L&P and 34.64% (53 of 153 MWs) of the available

10 Iatan 2 generation to MPS.

11

12

Q.

A.

Does this conclude your true-up testimony?

Yes.
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