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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

In the Matter of Kansas City Power & 
Light Company's Request for Authority to 
Implement A General Rate Increase for 
Electric Service 

) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. ER-20 16-0285 

AFFIDAVIT OF AMANDA C. CONNER 

STATEOFMISSOURI ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF COLE ) 

Amanda C. Conner, of lawful age and being first duly swam, deposes and states: 

I. My name is Amanda C. Conner. I am a Public Utility Accountant I for the 
Oft1ce of the Public Counsel. 

2. Attached hereto and made a part hereof for all purposes is my direct testimony. 

3. I hereby swear and affirm that my statements contained in the attached 
testimony are tme and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

~c.~ 
Amanda C. Cormer 
Public Utility Accountant I 

Subscribed and sworn to me this 301
h day of November 2016. 

JERENE A. BUCKMAN 
My CO!Mlissioo Expiles 

Augus\23,2017 
Cole CM!nty 

CoJrnmission 11375.\037 

My Commission expires August, 2017. 
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DIRECf TESTIMONY 

OF 

AMANDA C CONNER 

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 

CASE NO. ER-2016-0285 

INTRODUCTION 

Please state your name and business address. 

Amanda C. Cmmer, PO Box 2230, Jefferson City, Missomi 65102. 

By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 

I am employed by the Missouri Offtce of the Public Counsel ("OPC') as a Public Utility 

Accountant. 

On whose behalf are you testitying? 

I am testitying on behalfofthe OPC. 

What is the nature of your duties at the OPC? 

My duties include performing audits, reviews and examinations of the books and records of 

public utilities operating within the state of Missouri. 

Have you conducted a review of the books and records of Kansas City Power & Light 

Company ("KCPL") in this rate case? 

Yes, with the assistance of other members of the OPC. 

Please describe your educational background. 

I earned a Bachelor ofScience degree in Accounting from Columbia College inMay2012. 

Please describe your related background. 
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A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

I began my employment with the OPC in February of2016. Prior to my current position I 

was employed by the Missouri Department of Revenue's (''DOR') General Counsel's 

Oftice. My duties included accotmting for trustee payments sent to DOR for Chapter 13 and 

Chapter 7 bankmptcies fur small business and personal taxes due. 

Have you received specialized training related to public utility accounting and rate 

making? 

Yes. I received regulatory and ratemakingtraining as an employee of the OPC. In addition 

to this training, I attended the Utility Ratemaking Fundamentals course sponsored by 

Bmbaker Associate, Inc. (BAI) in the Spring of2016. In the Fall of2016 I attended the 

NARUC Utility Rate School sponsored by Michigan State University. 

Have you previously filed testimony before the Missouri Public Service Commission 

("Commission" or "PSC")? 

Yes. I filed testimony in Case No. ER-2016-0023 The Empire District Electric Company's 

recent rate case. 

What is the purpose of your direct testimony? 

My testimony addresses OPC's rate making position on the following issues; I) Rate Case 

Expense, 2) Management Expense Charges, 3) Severance Payments 

18 RATE CASE EXPENSE 

19 Q. 

20 A. 

21 

22 

What types of costs are included in KCPL's proposed rate case expense? 

As reflected in KCPL's workpaper CS-80, KCPL is seeking rate recovery for estimated rate 

case expense of$1 ,235,325 to be collected over three years or a normalized expense fur this 

rate case of$411, 775. Rate case expense consists primarily of legal and consulting fees. 

2 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Direct Testimony of 
Amanda C Conner 
Case No. ER-20 16-0285 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Is rate case expense significantly different from other types of operating ex1xonses? 

Yes. For example, KCPL has only an estimated amount for its rate case expense that will 

vary based on how the case proceeds. Other operating expenses such as prepayments, while 

subject to updates, will not change as a result of the process of the case. Additionally, a 

pmtion of rate case expense is i.t1ctuTed solely for the benefit of the shareholders. 

What is OPC's position on the appmpriate allocation of rate case expense between 

ratepayers and shareholders in a utility rate case? 

OPC supports a sharing of rate case expense because rate cases benefit both customers and 

shareholders. While it must be specific to each rate case, the adjustment approach of 

allocatit1g rate case expense based on the ratio of the dollar revenue requirement ordered by 

the Commission, to the dollar revenue requirement sought by a utility in its rate case 

application is reasonable. 

This adjustment approach was ordered by the Commission in its Report and Order in 

KCPL's ER-2014-0370 rate case (''2014 Ordet''). Smce that Commission Order was issued, 

the Commission Staff("Staff') has applied this rate case adjustment methodology in most, 

if not a!~ of its rate case Cost of Service Repmts. The approach used by the Commission m 

its 2014 Order is the approach preferred by OPC in order to allocate the cost appropriately. 

In its 2014 Order did the Commission develop a systematic and rational appmach to 

the allocation of rate case expense? 

Yes it did. Some dollar amount of rate case expenses may be "disallowed" based on 

reasonableness or i.tnprudence. However, expense disallowance was not the focus of the 

Commission's position on rate case expense in its 2014 Order. l11e Commission's 2014 

Order created a reasonable and prudent cost allocation methodology for this special type of 

utility expense. The Collllllission did not address the issue of expense disallowance in its 

2014 Order on rate case expense. 
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1 MANAGEMENT EXPENSE CHARGES 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

Does KCPL have a policy on the types of employee expenses that are reimbursable 

by the utility? 

Yes. Provided to OPC in respoliSe to DR I 004 in the KCPL Greater Missouri OperatioJIS 

Company (GMO) case number ER-2016-0156 is an overview ofKCPL's company policy 

"KCPL-E201 Reimbursement of Employee-Incurred Business ExpeliSes." This KCPL 

policy states that KCPL will reimburse employees for all reasonable, legitimate and 

properly-documented expeliSes. 

Does KCPL comply with its E201 employee-incurred business expense policies? 

No. My review of prior Staff and KCPL testimony on this issue convinces me that KCPL 

has not complied with this policy since at least 2006, when it filed its first rate case in 20 

years, Case No. ER-2006-0314. Over the past 10 years KCPL has continued to 

reimburse non-qualifYing employee expenses. 

Is it your understanding that as a result of Staff testimony in past rate cases KCPL 

has made changes in its management expense report charges? 

Yes, that is my understanding. GMO witness Ron Klote indicated in his rebuttal 

testimony in GMO's 2016 rate case, No. ER-2016-0156, that KCPL has made some 

changes to its accounting for management expeliSes. However, Mr. Klote did not indicate 

that KCPL was making any changes to its E201 expense policies. OPC is hopeful that 

any changes will lessen the risk of inappropriate expense rep01t charges being reflected in 

KCPL regulated books and records on a going- forward basis. 

Does OPC believe that the changes made by KCPL are sufficient to protect 

ratepayers from being charged inappropriate, excessive or imprudent management 

expenses? 
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A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

No. OPC witness Charles Hyneman will address this concern in his direct testimony. 

Were the management expense changes made by KCPL in effect during the test 

year ended December 31, 2015 in this rate case? 

No. It is my understanding that these changes did not affuct the expenses charged to 

KCPL's 2015 genera I ledger, which is the basis of the test year cost of service in this rate 

case. 

Is OPC concerned about employee expenses charged to below-the-line non

operating accounts as well as above-the-line operating accounts? 

Yes. In past rate cases and in this rate case, KCPL has expressed concern about 

Commission ratemaking practices and the impact of regulatory lag on utility earnings. 

While some of the most significant excessive KCPL management expense charges are 

charged below-the-line, all of these expenses are paid with KCPL regulated utility 

customer revenues. This means that excessive expense charges below-the-line will 

decrease the realized regulated utility revenues. If these regulated utility customer 

revenues were reflected in KCPL utility net income rather than reduced by below-the-line 

expenses, KCPL's actual earned ROE would be higher than what is currently reports. 

KCPL's earnings and retmns on equity would be higher if these utility customer revenues 

were not spent on excessive management expenses, even those charged below the line. 

In effect, KCPL is intentionally or unintentionally reducing its own earned ROE by 

continuing to engage in excessive and imprudent management expenditures, whether the 

charges are recorded above- or below-the-line. 

When KCPL charges excessive expense account charges "above-the-line", it is spending 

money charged specifically to ratepayers as a cost of providing utility service. When 

KCPL charges excessive management expense account charges "below-the-line" it is 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

spending "return money", or "return on equity money" that should be reflected m 

KCPL's net income and provided to shareholders. 

Both the shareholders and the ratepayers should have serious concerns with KCPL and 

KCPL's corporate culture as it relates to expense charges. Ratepayers and shareholders 

are affected by KCPL and KCPL's lack of compliance with its own expense account 

policies, as well as its lack of internal controls over expense report charges. See 

Schedule ACC-D-1 for a list of below-the-line charges by only 16 KCPL management 

employees. Most of these charges are unrelated to either regulated or non-regulated 

utility operations. However, excessive and inappropriate expenses charged to below-the

line accounts reduce KCPL net income and deserve regulatory scrutiny especially when 

KCPL has made its actual earnings an issue. 

Did you and other OPC personnel conduct a review of KCPL's management 

expense charges? 

Yes. I conducted a comprehensive and detailed analysis of all or substantially all of 

KCPL's officer expenses charged in the December 31, 2015 test year general ledger. 

OPC witness Charles Hyneman also patticipated in this review. 

What were OPC's findings from this review? 

OPC found that KCPL continues to reimbmse excessive and imprudent employee 

expense charges. Attached to this testimony is Schedule ACC-D-2, which is a sample of 

excessive management employee expense charges reimbursed by KCPL. 

Is OPC proposing an adjustment in an attempt to reduce the risk of excessive 

employee expense charges being passed on to ratepayers in this rate case? 

Yes. Based on its review and the significance of the excessive cost by just one KCPL 

employee, OPC is proposing an adjustment to account 921 in the amount of$933,900. 
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Q. 

A. 

This amount is designed to protect against all types of excessive employee expense 

changes including, the excessive number of meal charges in the Kansas City area, 

excessive meal charges, travel meals, hotel charges, drinks, and other charges for KCPL's 

16 officers who incmTed expenses in the test year in addition to KCPL's approximately 

1084 other management employees. 

How was this adjustment calculated? 

The adjustment is based on OPCs comprehensive and detailed review of several KCPL 

employees' expense reports and recognizing the amount above what would be considered 

reasonable expenses. OPC's adjustment reasonably quantifies excessive charges as well 

as KCPL continued incmTence of business meals in the local Kansas City Missouri area. 

OPC atTived at an amount per employee and multiplied that amount times the number of 

management employees and then allocated that amount to KCPL using an average of 

KCPL's corporate allocation factors (general allocator and Massachusetts formula). 

Based on its review of KCPL's officer expense reports OPC estimates that on average, 

the level of excessive charges per month is $300. Recognizing that officer employees are 

likely to incm· more expenses than lower-level management employees, OPC assigned a 

$100 per month excessive charge for non-officer management employees. The allocation 

is shown on "Adjustment" in Schedule ACC-D-2. 

19 SEVERANCE PAYMENTS 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

Q. 

A. 

Has KCPL charged employee severance payments to its test year income statement? 

Yes. KCPL's response to Staff Data Request No. 218 shows that in 2015 KCPL booked 

severance costs in the test year to account 921 of$24,613 and account 557 of$58,503. 

OPC is proposing an adjustment to remove these charges from KCPL's test year income 

statement. 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Does the Commission typically allow rate recovety of utility severance payments? 

No. The Commission typically does not allow rate recovery of utility severance 

payments. 

Are severance payments a type of utility cost that should be included in a utility's 

cost of service? 

No, for several reasons. The primary reason is that severance payments are often 

recovered by the utility through regulatory lag. Regulatory lag usually allows a utility to 

not only recover the amount of severance payments, but in some cases recover two and 

three times the amount of the severance payment. This is the result of a utility recovering 

the salaries and benefits, after the employees have been severed, in rates until rates are 

changed in the next utility rate case. 

An additional reason why the cost of utility severance agreements should not be included 

in cost of service is that the agreements required to be signed by the severed employee 

contains language designed to protect utility officers and shareholders from potential 

litigation and embarrassment. Utility severance agreements typically require the severed 

employee to waive and release any legal claims the employee may have against the utility 

for any reason and prohibits the employee Ji'om making any disparaging or critical 

statements of any nature whatsoever about the utility. The cost of securing these types of 

commitments fi·om severed employees should be borne by shareholders and not 

ratepayers. 

Does this conclude your direct testimony? 

Yes, it does. 

8 
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Schedule ACC-D-2 
Ex!lmple KCPL M~ll~eemel"'t Ch~reo~ 

"'" rcoportru """"""~g ..... ~g~"""'"'"""" Amoum tm~•~~ l'or M&al 1 ACcount rwnon Tor no1 a11owmg 

No Rocolpl ond report jut:! ::uyc pcmcmol, no 
JonuDry B. 2015 0000046937 Lunch Peacock AUoy ·Now York, NY $119 1 $119 921 roforonco lo lllo nurnbor of pooplo on !hi~ monl 

Jonuory 11,2015 _,.,277 Dlnoor SuCivoo's -LOWIOOO, KS -with Sprint CEO & Spou:;oo $450 4 $113 921 

I 

No dololt:: 011 how mony poopkl wore on this 
Jnnuary 11,2015 0<100<»7456 T onm Dinner- Truluck':: Seafood, Skmk & Crllb Houoo Dnllno, TX $1.478 921 tlci«<t 
Januory 14. 2015 0000047262 ProcuromonVSupply Choln Holldll)' Porty PoworPioy Fom~y Entortolnmont • KC, MO $472 921 
JMUi'lry 14, 2015 0000047262 H01:led Dlnoor lor MO Enorjly Flore~Q'C J:x:k St:x:k- 0?, KS $319 921 

No do!olls on how mooy people woro on thl~ 
JClllUlliY 15,2015 0000045767 Food/Biwor~~go f()( Cuclomor SoluUonG Arrowho:~d Stadium- KC, MO $1,350 921 Uckol 

No d~toilc on how many pooplo woro 011 thlc 
Janunry 15, 2015 0000047116 Luncheon Rogulotary Atrolrc Dllpl 039- KC, MO "" 921 Uckot 

s!ot(l(; l!cfor Strot~lc Planning lunch, but hl.lG 
no dotnlls how mony pooplo ;JTO lncludoa on thl~ 

Jnnunry 21. 2015 0000047033 LUflOh Pro~ldonl Hillen -KC, MO $242 1 $242 '" tlckot 
Jonuory21,2015 0000047108 Holldny Lunclloon lor Accountlr~~~ Dopartmonl McGonlgiO!: Food • KC, MO $1,625 100 $16 921 
Janullry 28, 2015 0000047228 Funor~l Floworcfor Em~O)C<l'::Fllmlly TobbloroFiowor~ -KC, MO "' 921 
Januory 29,2015 0000047813 Holldoy Luncheon -2014 HR/Poyroll D<lpl QJS-KC,MO S1,081 921 
J~nuwy 30, 2015 0000046318 ·ornnor Tho Grill Room· Portl~nd, ME $98 1 $98 921 
Jonuory 30, 2015 0000046318 Dlnoor Dlmlllo'D- P()(Uond, ME $72 1 $72 921 

PurcMaco of :lddltlon:ll UckoUllor complllly guests lo 

FobruOJY 6, 2015 0000047657 ChJofs Qllrrn.l PnyPol- StubHub $51 '" Fobru~ry 6, 2015 0000047657 Shipped Sullo tlckoUllo guoc!G Tho UPS Sloro $45 021 
M;JTch6, 2015 0000048647 COOt:IIOriPlld Amazon.com $130 921 

March 15, 2015 0000047458 Holld~y LllflOhoon & MooUng lor Dopartmont Bri!:!ol162- KC, MO $252 8 $31 921 

Murch 30, 2015 0000048275 Funorol Flowors/11rom Corp & 11rom KCP&L Ofllccm; FTD- Mulv!loo, K $147 921 
AprilS, 2015 0000047334 Holldll)' Glnc T~rgot- OP, KS $29 921 
AprilS, 2015 0000047334 Holldoy Gl~c W~lgroons- Lonoxo, KS $15 921 
April6,2015 0000047334 Holldlly Gl!ll: W:IIM~rt- KC, MO $42 921 
Aprll6, 2015 - 0000047334 Holiday ~Ill: Kohl's- Shownoo, KS $63 921 

Aprll-1.5.2015 0000048780 Oinoor Brl!:lof/1162- KC, MO. with Amoron CEO "" 2 $120 921 
A riiJO, 2015 0000049716 Gc.t Well Flowom Crestwood Floworo • KC, MD $71 921 

ApriiJO. 2015 0000049716 UGod oord In orrcr Amomn.com " '" El(ponoo moo'o In orror thot wo~ novor crodltl>d 
No do!cllc on how muny peopto woro on thl~ 

May?, 2015 0000049760 Cntorlr~~~ for Snloty Mootlr~~~ & Roilromont Lunch McGunlglo'~ Morkot- KC, MO $252 921 Uckot 
May 12, 2015 0000048563 Purchoce of Boots KlolncchmldtG Wootorn Store- KC, MO 1148 921 
M:l)l14, 2015 0000050169 lunch Procldont Hllloo- KC, MD "" 2 $129 921 
MllY 15,2015 0000050470 Momorlol Plant Tobklr's Control Doclgn $97 921 

~!Qtos It's for Procrumonl Tonm Lunch, but hl.lG no 
dotoll~ how mony pGOplo ~ro lndudod or. thlo 

Juno 10, 2015 0000050473 Umch Garozzo·~-KC, MD $280 1 $280 921 Uckot 
Juno 10. 2015 0000050473 UMKC Alumni Awnro'; Cl:lromony UMKC Alumni A::nocloUon $150 921 

Tr:.w~lod to lowronco, KS- Tho Noturo C011~orvntory 
June 24.2015 0000051022 Mlloogo Spring Mooting S162 921 
Juno 25,2015 0000050325 MC!-KC, MO Da!lllG, TX- Spouoo "'' SoulhwoGt' 921 
Juno 26.2015 0000050325 MC!-KC, MO D~llno, TX- Spouoo "" AmoMc~n 921 
Juno 26,2015 0000050325 Agent Foo - SpoLU:o Amorlc:on $15 921 
Juoo26,2015 0000050325 A~ntFoo·Spo!JI:O SouthwoGt '" 921 
Juno 29. 2015 0000051200 Annulli mombomhlp In tho WEC Woman·~ El(ocutlvo Club $730 921 
Juno 30, 2015 0000050628 Dinner Pon:onal- OTG R®loumnt. Now York, NY $131 5 $26 921 Llclad ru; pon;on:IJ 
Juno 30, 2015 0000050628 Dinner AUontlc Fl~ - Bo:llon, MA $278 3 $93 921 

No dollllta on how mnny poopto woro on thiG 
Juno 30,2015 0<100<»9594 Bulllnow Dlnnor Mooting - EEl Floto Mnre- Wa~lngtun, DC $706 921 Uckat 

FoodiRolr/Mimonl- alcohol I()( l~llln-N(I(:hu~ ln-Sorvtco 
Juoo 30, 2015 0000050782 ColobrnUon Aromorkil<I!Uffm~n Slndlum - KC, MO $1.629 107 

FoodiRalmllhmont for fQIQn-No~ul.lln-Sorvlco 
Juno 30, 2015 0000050782. Colobr1.1Uon Arom~rk!Kauflman Stodlum - KC, MD $45 107 
Jun~ 30. 2015 0000050628 Dinner Por::onal- OTG RoctQUrMt- Now Y()(f<, NY $131 5 $26 921 
July 7, 2015 0000050937 MD Loooo&RC{l Baron BMW, Morrl~m, KS $71 921 
Jul e. 2015 0000051172 DlnnOf Conoo- Toronto, ON 1301 4 $75 921 

P<~gclof2 



Schedule ACC-0-2 
Example KC?L Management Charges 

July 30,2015 0000051900 TX Sooloty ol CPA· Due:: $265 921 
July 30,2015 0000051900 TSBPA- TX CPA Ucenco Ronowol $257 921 
July 31,2015 0000052282 Dinner Murlol'~ JaeK:;on SqUDro - Now Orlo~nc, LA $185 2 $92 921 
July 31.2015 0000051346 Funorlll FiOW(Ir~ Roco Lano FlOO:;t- Shawnee, KS $49 921 

ALI!IUill11, 2015 Woii'GFur~o Dinner Dol Frl:;co'~ ·Now York, NY 1559 3 $186 921 
~lllto:: trG lor MD r~to oooo llli!Kitino, but ha:;: no 
dot~IIG how many pooplo mo Included on thlo 

AU{IU::I14, 2015 0000052504 Dinner El JlmOtlor- Jotromon City, MD $211 1 $211 92B Ucko! 
~lll!t>r> It's lor MD r::to cw;o moo~no, hut ha::: no 
del:lll~ how mony pooplo oro Included on thl~ 

ALI\Iu::t 14, 2015 0000052504 Dinner Gmnd CDfb· Joffou:on City, MO $293 1 $293 92B tlckot 

I 
~lllto~ it'c lor MO rotc car;o moo~ng, hut ~a::: no 
detail~ how rn::my pccplo orB Included on thlc 

Au~uot 14, 2015 0000052504 D""' Arric' Blclro • Joflorcon City, MD $196 1 $196 92B tlclwt 
~llltoslt'; lor MO mto coso moe~ng, but huG no 
dolllllt; how mDnY pooplo ~ro lncludod on this 

AuQU:lt 14,2015 DDDDD525D4 Dlnnor El Jlmodor- Jofloroon City, MD $208 1 $208 928 Uckat 
cllltoc lt'o for MO ruto cooo mooJng, but haono 
detllll:: how many pooplo 1110 Included on this 

Augum 14,2015 0000052504 Dinner Oct:llr'~ Ciouslc Dloor $152 1 $152 928 ticlwt 
Augu:;t 14,2015 0000052504 Luggage Tmgot-JoNoroon City, MO "' 928 
August 14,2015 0000052504 Dinner Huhol Mongolian Grill- T opolu.l, KS I $178 1 $178 185 
AuQUGI14, 2015 0000052775 C=roriP.:ld ApploStoro $110 921 
Au~u~t 14, 2015 0000052n5 IPild Cnoo lor Officer ApploStoro $110 921 
AuguGI24, 2015 0000052923 Purchaoxi lpad Air 2 Co~c Applo Ollllno Slow $125 921 

~tolo~ lt'c for MD roto ea::o moo;lng, but hoa no 
detllllc how mony poopk'l Dro lncludOO on lhlo 

Au®ct31.2015 0000052835 Dinner Dornonlcoc • Joffercon City, MO $257 1 $257 928 ~ckot 

Gtatoc it'c lor MO roto CllOO mooting, but hoa oo 
dobllc how many pooplo mo lndudod on thl~ 

AUQUOt31, 2015 0000052835 Dinner 8 Jlrnlldor- Joflorcon City, MO ""' 1 $129 928 Uckot 

ltlos lt'o lor MO ratu = mootlng, ~ul hoc no 
ol:lllc how mnny pooplo wo lndudod 0.1 thlc 

Augu:;t31, 2015 0000052835 '""'" Madleon'G Colli· Joffort:On City, MO $110 1 $110 928 Uckot 
SCtptombcf 30,2015 Woll'uFomo Dinner MoiOIJeY I'. Poroolll- Now York, NYC $411 3 $137 921 
Suplombor 30,2015 Woll'o FQrCO Mornorl~ Flowom Croctwood !!"toworo- KC, MO $64 921 
So tornbor 30,2015 Woii'~For o Mornorlt.l Flowow Hy-Voc- KC, MO $66 921 

:ililto~ trGior Supply Chain Dl~. ~ut hoc no detail~ 
Oclobor 31, 2015 Well'~ Fargo DlnnDI Johnny'; Tavcm- KC, MO $155 1 5155 921 how mooy pooplc :II"D Included on thlo tlci«lt 
October 31. 2015 Well'~ Fargo Bu::lno::a Networking Ill WS Garoo 1 Armrwrk/ Kwflman StodJum- KC, MO S1.800 921 

Thoro woe just o rooolpt !hill Wllll not on tho 
roport, not wro wh:lt :x:ct thl~ wa::: put to or why 

Oclobor 31, 2015 Hallbrook Country Club Mambort:lllp $1,758 tho rooolptw.:u:n'lln tho report. 
Dooc not :;how how 1MI1Y pooplo uGCii ollrno, bu 

OctobClr 31, 2015 ~oli'~F~~ Forti~ Rldoro Limo KC,MD $474 921 ~oomx: oxcoGClve 
October 31, 2015 Woli'&Fargo Flower& for Employeo Birthd:.y Toblero FloworG· KC, MO $104 921 
Oclobor 31. 2015 Woll'~ Fargo BorotNornont Floworn Toblom Flowom- KC, MO $71 921 

Novornbof 30, 2015 60487763 Dinner GG'~ W:~tor1ront- Hollywood, FL $1.203 5 $241 912 
Novornbor 30,2015 604Bn63 Dinner BICy Stano CrabG· Ho~ywood. FL "" 2 $118 912 
Docornbor 31,2015 Woll'cFllllJO Dlnnor jBenjamln'llStookhouGC, Now York, NY $508 3 $169 921 
DeoornOOr 31,2015 Woll'cFsr{lll Lunch Clo:wor & Cork· KC, MO- Hi)lidoy Pmty $243 13 $19 921 
Decombor 31.2015 WoU'oFw110 Dlnnor Joco PoppOf'c- KC, MD- Alcohol $122 9 $14 588 
Docornbor 31, 2015 Woli'GF!li'QO Chicle MVP Progr;llll Caplt.'.ll Grillo· KC, MO $461 921 
DocornOOr 31, 2015 WoU'aFwgo Ordorad o 2016 Wookly Plonnor Fr~n~lln Covw ProductG $51 921 Purchoood by ~pou!lO of offioor 
Dooombor 31, 2015 Woll'cFmgo Ordered a 2016 D.:iilly Plonnor Fron~lln covw Product~ $54 921 Purchaood by cpou!lO or officor 
Oooombor 31, 2015 Woii'OFilr(IO Ordorod tho lncorroct plonnor ronn Fronklin Covoy ProductG "" 921 Purchaood by Gpouoo or officer 
Dooombor 31.2015 Wall'cFcr~o Ordonld a2016 Wookly Pl.llnnor Fronldln Covoy Producto $41 921 Purch~ood by ~poullll or oNicor 
Dooombor 31, 2015 Woii'GForgo ' " "' onoorro ron 1n oy ro ucll: $49 921 rc 300 ;pouoo o o " Tobl $26,719 
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Schedule ACC-D-3 

Me~ Is for 1 KCPL M~nneer In 2015 

On I'!OI"'rt b~t no rc!:alp! I I 
Sopl(ll!1b0f28. 2015 Dlnnor Buslne"" Molll $148 ' ~· '" Soptorrb0f30,2015 Broakfad BluoStor-Patlood,OR '" I '" 921 Br~ddo::t BluoStlYDom.t ~· ' " 921 Bro/Jdm;t TrovdMooi-STL,MO " ' " '" So tomb0f30. 2015 Lunch Kr11l~' • STL. MD "' 8 12 921 Dlnnor KnM -STL. MO -Alcohol 1505 ' "' 4fi Brook!Ol;l Tho Mlxx- P&.L· KC. MO '"' 8 '" 921 
So tomb~r30, 2015 Br<>okiMI Storbuck'~- KC. MO " I " 921 Dlnnor Sportlng-KC,MO 124 ' " 426 _Oinnor Lo Rontooroot-KC. MD $20 2 '" "' So tombor30. 2015 Dlnnor l.o Ro~tourlllll:l·KC. MD ~~~ " 110 42$ Onrlkll L Ro~!<luront- KC, MD 128 2 '" 426--Lunoh Potbon Sandwich SOO -Portlond. OR ·With o uoo '" 2 " '" Soptomlxlr 30, 2015 ~.~ PlooiOQY pjzzoOo- Portlond, OR- with opouoon 120 2 $10 921- Dinnl>l Urblln Formor • Portland, OR- with G ouoon "" 4 "' 921 · Drlnko iBiuo Stnr-Portl~nd. OR-with npouuo 130 2 "' '" Septomtx.r 30, 2015 ~·~ Jilko'G G/111- Portland. OR-with uPOUuo ~4 2 $22 DZi Drinkn Hoolhmun Hotel- Alcohol "' ' "' 417 Bmoldo.t ;Hoothnum Hokll $20 ' "' 417 
S.ptombor 30,2015 Dlnnor SuUivoo'oSio~khou<ll:l· LollWOod, KS '"' 5 $146 417 Dinnllf llmborllno Grill· Polilond, OR. with npouoo "' 2 $24 '" On Report but no re~alpt 

S.:.ptombor 30,2015 Brooldoot Schlally '" ' "' \l21 
October 31, 2015 Dinner lnoplrod 00011tii00111-KC, MD $2,444 " "' 42S 'LU11ch Surgor Klng-STL, MD '" ' '" 921 Coftoc Union St~tlon- STL, MO " 1 " '" Octolxlr 31, 2015 ~.~ McDonllld'~ • Boonvillo. MD " ' ~ 921 Dlnoor T uUorla • KC. MD $00 2 ~0 921 Dlnnor 1789 Ro~tr:turont· Wo~hin~ton, DC -with EEl o~B ~86 4 '" '" Octolxlr31, 2015 ~.~ 8o1>00n Soc ood Grill· WWlhln ton. DC '" ' "' ~ Cotloo Pool'~ Ccffeo & Too- WoahlnQIOn, DC " ' $7 921 CoHoo Kokji'nCoHoo • KC, MD ~ 1 ~ '" OcloOOr 31, 2015 Lunch Loow~ MOOioon Holol- W~:lhlnglon, DC 176 ' "8 -921 RoomSONico HyoU RO!I!Jncy • Wo::htngton, DC $101 1 $101 92'1 Brookiool Hotol Phillip~· KC. MD "' 2 $8 921 
On R~port but no rocalpt I 
OctoOOr 31,2015 Drlnko Arnmm1</K~uflm:m Stadium • KC, MO $619 8 $88 ,,. 
Rocolpta not on Roport 

OctoOOr 5, 2015 Drlnlul No Buclnooo on rocolpl but lllo foc lllcohol S1#i6 12 ' $130 

fllovtlmlxlr 30. 2015 Dlnnor McDonold'~-KC, MD $8 1 " 921 Lui\Ch Sherlton Chico o Holol & Towor~-Chicllj)o.IL $25 1 $25 -921 :cotloo Storbucko- KC. MO " ' " '" N011<1m00r30. 2015 lunch Lll Cooltu • Donwr. CO $19 ' $19 417. Dlnnor Tho Fl::h Hoppor- Mooklroy, CA "" 8 "' 417 Olnnor TOOCopjtoiGrillo-KC, MO ~20 3 $140 '" NOI'<Imb<or30. 2015 Dinner 54!h Stroot Grill & Soc· KC, MD ... 2 ~4 921 Dlnnor Tho Cupltol GtiUo. KC, MD ''" 19 "' "' On Rel"'rt but 110 racolpt 

fllovomOOr 30,2015 Dlnnor "''' $121 2 $80 "' Rocolpta nl>t on Roport 
N011<1mb<or 30.2015 Dlnnor Sulllvan'n Stotlkhooou 9TTr ' "'' -! 
DeC6mb..r31,2015 Dlnnor Bobby Van'o Sklokhouoo • W<Whlngton, DC 1290 ' '" 417 Dmner Tho C~pltlll Gnllo- KC, MD "'' 4 "' 426 
On Rol"'rt but no rocolpt I 
Decomlxlr 31, 2015 Lunch Arwnork/l(ouffmon S!<ldium • KC, MD '" 1 $15 921 
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