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I
Barbara A Meisenheimer, of lawful age and being first duly swom, deposes and states :

l .

	

Myname is Barbara A . Meisenheimer . l am tlle Chief Utility Economist for the Office
of the Public Counsel.

2.

	

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

1 hereby swear and affirm that my statements'contained in the attached testimony are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

I

Subscribed and sworn to me this 13th day of July 200
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My commission expires Ferruary ,011 .

Barbara A. Meisenheimer

KENDELLE R. STRATTON
My commisswExpres

	

`-~ Kidell4R . Stratto ,

	

otary Public
February 4, 2011
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REBUTTAL TESTIMONY

OF
BARBARA A. MEISENHEIMER

MISSOURI-AMERICAN WATERCOMPANY

CASENO. WR-2007-0216

Q.

	

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME,TITLE, AND BUSINESS ADDRESS.

A.

	

Barbara Meisenheimer, Chief Economist, Office of the Public Counsel, P . O. Box

2230, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 .

Q.

	

HAVE YOU TESTIFIEDPREVIOUSLY IN THIS CASE?

A.

	

Yes, I submitted direct testimony on the issues of district rate design for the

Missouri American Water Company (MAWC or the Company) on June 12, 2007 .

Q.

	

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR REBUTTAL TESTIMONY?

A.

	

The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is : (1) to update Office of the Public

Counsel (OPC or Public Counsel)'s rate design recommendation based on the

revised and updated Class Cost of Service (CCOS) studies prepared by Public

Counsel and the Public Service Commission Staff (Staff); and (2) to respond to

certain rate design proposals made by the Company, Michael Gorman on behalf

of Missouri Industrial Energy Consumers (MIEC) and Donald Johnstone on

behalf of the City of Parkville and AG Processing, Inc.
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I . Updated Rate Design

Q. PLEASE EXPLAIN THE PURPOSE OF YOUR UPDATE TO THE RATE DESIGN

RECOMMENDATION .

A.

	

The OPC CCOS study that was filed in th direct testimony was based on

Company and Staff provided accounting data, demand data and billing

Q.

determinants .

	

After the filing of OPC's direit testimony, updated information

became available . I have revised OPC's CCOS study with the updated
i

information.

I
HOW HAVE THE RESULTS OF YOUR STUDIES CHANGED SINCE DIRECT

TESTIMONY?

A.

	

In most cases, the changes to the OPC studies caused only minimal change in the
i

class cost allocation percentages and my rate design recommendation . I have

adjusted St . Louis County costs and revenues to reflect rate groups "A and

Others", J&D, B, Private Fire and Public Fire . IA summary of OPC's CCOS study
I

results and the workpapers for individual distriicts are provided in Schedule BAM

REB-1 through Schedule BAM REB-9. I also need to clarify that I did not

prepare a CCOS for the Warren County Water because the district has such a

small number of customers, only two rate groups and uniform rates.
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11. Responses to other parties

Q.

	

PLEASE COMPARE THE RESULTS OF THECCOS STUDIES FILED BY OPC, THE STAFF.

A.

	

Table RI summarizes the Staff and Public Counsel CCOS and Current Revenue

Percentages by customer class .
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Table Rl - Class Cost Of Service and Revenue Percentage
RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL I INDUSTRIAL

PUBLIC
AUTHORITY

SALES FOR
RESALE

P I EFIRE

OPC Cost 4329% 11 .67% 0 .18% 2.37°0 4248% NA
Brunswick OPC Revenue 55.08% 13 .52% 0 .29% 1 .99% 29.13% NA
District StaffCost 76.80% 19.40% 0.20% 2.10% 0.00% 1 .50%

StaffRevenue 75 .10% 18 .70% 0.40% 2.30% 0.00% 3.60%

UPCCost 50.74% 28.97% 6.11°6 14 .19% 0.00% NA
Jefferson City UPCRevenue 55.75% 29 .88% 5 .06% 9.31°.6 0.00°,S, NA

District Staffcost 53 .50% 25 .70% 4.10% 15 .60% 0.00% 1 .00%
Staff Revenue 54.80% 29.90% 5.70% 6.70°,'° 0.00% 3.00%

OPC Cost 48,43% 17 .72% 26.98% 227% 4.60°r6 NA
OPC Revenue 54.01% 22 .67% 18.1 I% 2.50% 2.71% NA

Joplin District StaffCost 49.50% 22.30% 20 .10% 2.50% 3.90% 1 .50°.0
StaffRevenue 54.10% 23.40% 17 .10% 2.60% 2.80% 0.00°.'0

OPCCost 44.26% 14 .25% 15 .45% 9.56% 16 .48% NA
Mexico UPCRevenue 51 .20% 13 .78% 14 .82% 7.77% 12 .44% NA
District StaffCost 50.30% 13 .60% 1420% 7.30% 13 .00% 120%

StaffRevenue 47.50% 13 .30% 15 .50% 7.60% 12 .10% 4.00°'°

OPCCost 48.70% 38 .42 0.93% 1 .66% 10 .29% NA
Parkville OPC Revenue 73.04% 19 .70 0.68% 150% 5.07% NA

District StaffCost 72.60% 17 .40% 0.60% 1 .30% 6.60% 1 .50%
StaffRevenue 73.50% 18 .80% 0.70% 1 .50% 5.20% 0.00%

OPCCost 93.61% 5,61% 0.01% 0.77% 0.00% NA
St Chartes OPCRevenue 87.77% 10 .40% 0.03% 1 .81% 0.00% NA
District StaffCost 88.20% 8.90% I 0.00% 1 .40% 0.00% 1 .60°,0

StaffRevenue 86.70% 10 .40% 0.00% 1 .40% 0.00% 1 .50°,'0

OPC Cost 43.35% 15 .33% 1 21 .58% 4.06% 15 .68% NA
St Joseph OPCRevenue 50 .97% 18 .40% 1 14 .66% 3.86% 12 .11% NA
District StaffCost 50 .90% 16 .60% 14.40% 3.80% 13 .30% 1 .00%

StaffRevenue 49.80% 1830% 14.10% 390% 12.70% 1.30°0

OPCCost 60 .60% 10 .69% 3.87% 13 .99% 10 .84% NA
Warrensburg OPC Revenue 56 .89% 20.22% 2.30% 13 .43% 7.16% NA

District Staff Cost 61 .00% 16.90% 2.00% 12 .00°,0 6.80% 1.30%
Staff Revenue 54 .70% 20.30% 2.30% 13 .00% 7.10% 2.70%

OPCCost NA NA NA NA NA NA
Warren OPC Revenue NA NA NA NA NA NA

County Water StaffCost 61 .00% 16.90% 2.00% 12 .00% 6.80% 1.30°,4,
Staff Revenue 54 .70% 20 .30% 2.30% 13 .00% 7.10% 2 .70%

RAIL A, K, If RATE 1&D RAI'E B RATE F&E
OPCCo.,I 8226% 17,10% 0.64% 0.00".0

St. Louis OPC Revenue 89 .79% 9.32% 0.89% 0.00°.b
District StafCost 88 .40% 8.60% 2.50% 0.40%

StaffRevenue 89.90% 7.30% . 1.70% 1.10%
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Q. PLEASE COMMENT ON THE CCOS RESULTS.

A.

	

The Public Counsel and Staff CCOS studies indicate that the Residential Class

revenue percentage is close to cost of service percentage for almost all districts .

While the other classes tend to show greater differences between revenue and cost

percentage, I hesitate to rely to heavily on the results for these other classes due in

part to greater sensitivity to small changes in allocations that they tend to exhibit

and due to lingering questions related to the quality of data available .

Q.

A.

	

No. Since the Residential Class appears to be fairly well aligned with cost of

service I do not recommend significant changes in this case .

	

While Public

Counsel may agree to limited adjustments based on other parties' rebuttal

testimony, we can support equal percentage class revenue adjustments within

each district as a reasonable outcome in this case .

Q.

BASED ON THE CCOS RESULTS DO YOU RECOMMEND SIGNIFICANT SHIFTS IN

CLASS REVENUE RESPONSIBILITY?

ARE THERE STILL UNRESOLVED ISSUES WITH YOUR CCOS STUDIES?

A.

	

Yes. Although Public Counsel is not proposing to use the CCOS study results in

setting specific rates, the studies are helpful as a guide. I anticipate making

additional adjustments as better information is available or as corrections are

needed .



WR-2007-0216
Rebuttal Testimony of
Barbara A. Meisenheimer

Q.

	

YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY INDICATED THAT PUBLIC COUNSEL GENERALLY

SUPPORTS DISTRICT SPECIFIC PRICING. ARE THER EXCEPTIONS IN THIS CASE?

A.

	

Yes. Customers in the Brunswick and Warren County Water Districts may

experience rates that more than double if full movement to district cost of service

were ordered in this case . In Case WR-2003-0500 (prior to the acquisition of

Warren County Water) Staff proposed that to make meaningful movement toward
I

cost of service for the Brunswick district, the customer charge and commodity

charges for Brunswick should be set at the level of the related rate in the next

highest district . I believe that a similar proposal should be implemented in this

case because such a proposal for Brunswick and Warren County would help to
I

mitigate potentially detrimental rate shock while reducing the subsidy burden of

other districts . I recommend that the subsidy Itieeded to cover Brunswick's under-

collection be collected in St . Louis rates and that the subsidy needed to cover St .

Charles under-collection be collected in St . Charles rates . Schedule BAM REB-2

illustrates my proposal for each district based on the Staffs updated revenue

requirement .

Q.

	

HOW DO YOU RECOMMEND THAT CLASS RATES
i
BE SET?

A.

	

Generally, I believe it would be reasonable to: increase the customer charge and

volumetric rate elements by an equal percent . There is a proposal to develop

uniform rates for the classes in the St . Joseph district which I address later in this

testimony .
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I
Q.

	

DO YOU BELIEVE THE DISTRICT REVENUE ADJUSTMENTS AND CLASS RATE
I

DESIGN YOU HAVE DESCRIBED ABOVE IS PREFERABLE TO THE THOSE
I

ADVOCATED BY OTHER PARTIES?

A.

	

Yes. The Company proposes to adjust the revenue requirement of all districts by
I

an equal percent. This proposal does not reflect cost causation and makes no

meaningful movement toward district cost of service. The Company's districts

are not interconnected and-in many cases have significant differences in the type

of plant and the cost of plant used to provide service. It is reasonable that to the

extent possible, while mitigating potential rate shock, districts should pay the
I

district cost of service.
i
I

With respect to class rate design, the Staff appears to propose to take all classes to
I

the level of cost recovery suggested by the StaffCCOS studies for each district . I

am concerned that a number of considerations make equal percentage changes in
I

class rates preferable . ~'hese considerations include the proximity of the

Residental revenue percentage to the Residental cost percentages, the quality of

information that both the Staff and Public Counsel relied on in order to perform

COOS studies and the potentially significant overall increase that may be
I

approved in this case .

I
Q.

	

PLEASE COMMENT ON THE CONSOLIDATED BILLING PROPOSAL DESCRIBED ON
I

PAGE 4 OF MR. GORMAN'SIDIRECT TESTIMONY.

I
A.

	

MIEC does not state the number of customers that would qualify for consolidated
I

billing or the class revenue impacts of such a proposal . Since the proposal would
I

allow qualified customers to aggregate volumetric use from multiple meters for
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billing purposes, I expect that the impact would be to shift billing units from the
I

higher cost lower block levels into lower cost higher block levels resulting in bill

reductions for those customers. Without evidence of corresponding cost savings

to support the bill reductions, the Company willl likely look to other customers to

assume greater cost responsibility . At this itime, Public Counsel opposes the

proposal unless it can be designed and implemented in a manner that avoids shifts

in cost recovery between classes.

i
PLEASE COMMENT ON THE UNIFORM BLOCK RATE PROPOSAL DESCRIBED ON

I
PAGE S 4-7 OF MR. JOHNSTONE'S DIRECT TEST IMONV.

A.

	

In general, Public Counsel does not oppose de'signing uniform block rates across

customer classes.

	

Currently, the Parkville aId Warren County Water Districts

have uniform rates for all classes and the Jefferson City District has uniform rates

for all classes except the interruptible classes .

I do not agree entirely with the method of developing uniform rates that

Mr. Johnstone proposes because his method if developing rates for the highest

two blocks shifts the proportion of revenue collected between blocks creating

significant benefits for large use customers atlthe expense of smaller customers.

Instead, to accomplish a uniform block rati design that also maintains the

proportion of revenue collected from each block, I would propose to simply

divide the combined revenue from all classes rise in a block by the combined use

from all classes in the block. This averaging within a block is the same method

Mr. Johnstone used to calculate a uniform ratle for the first two blocks and will
I

produce uniformity in the higher blocks without adversely shifting revenue
I

responsibility between blocks .

	

Schedule BAM REB-3 illustrates my proposal .



WR-2007-0216
Rebuttal Testimony of
Barbara A. Meisenheimer

Q.

	

PLEASE COMMENT ON THE STRAIGHT FIXED VARIABLE RATE DESIGN DISCUSSION

INCLUDED ON PAGE 7 OF MR. JOHNSTONE'SDIRECT TESTIMONY.

A.

	

Public Counsel opposes implementing a straight fixed variable (SFV) rate design

for many reasons.

First, Public Counsel strongly opposed the Commission's decision to

implement a SFV rate design for the Atmos and MGE gas distribution rates based

on evidence that a SFV rate design was not representative of cost causation .

Application of a SFV method in designing water rates is likewise inappropriate

based on cost causation for distribution plant and introduces the additional

complexity of how to handle water production costs and treatment costs. Mr.

Johnstone offers no recommendations on these issues .

Second, as was true for Atmos, MAWC has many districts and

implementing a SFV rate design will likely have tremendously differing impacts

on customers within each district . Mr. Johnstone has not attempted to quantify

these impacts on a revenue neutral basis let alone in conjunction with the

substantial increases in total revenue requirement proposed for the districts .

Third, in the Atmos and MGE cases, the Commission conditioned

approval of the SFV rate design on implementation of efficiency initiatives. Mr .

Johnstone offers no such recommendations in this case .



WR-2007-0216
Rebuttal Testimony of
Barbara A. Meisenheimer

A. Yes.

Finally, it is important to note that i following the Atmos and MGE

decisions, the parties to both the AmerenUE Gas and Laclede Gas Stipulations
I

agreed to more traditional rate designs . While the parties committed to a more

traditional rate design solely for purpose 'of settling those cases, it does

demonstrate that a more traditional rate design can be considered a reasonable

outcome. Public Counsel urges the Commission to reject extending the SFV rate
I

design beyond the cases in which it has already approved such a rate design and

before being presented with reasonable justifcation for applying the SFV rate

design to water rates .

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR REBUTTAL TESTIYIONY?
i
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Brunswick District

01IILR PUBLIC SALES IOR PRINAIIi FIRL PIIBI .If fIRE
CLASS( OST'OFSER\' ICE St MNIARI' : TOTAL RESIDRN'EIAI COMMIR('IAl INDUS 'IRIAL AIIIIIOIiN'Y RFSALL SERVICE SEBYICE

1 (T& 811 :yien .ac.v . . . . 448 .417 - . ._'4 .549 54 .1811 869 .. . -8960 - - 149,814 ' ... . . .. .20
_ . ._ . .. .___

.8826
2DpneialiaaLxpcnsc .TO[IDO1n,Fap 811 .6116 41 .%94 9248 124 L?_4 1.106 611 S218
1 Cwrenlinconle fnxcs 1159 .2711 1828115) IIK-0801 f]33) (2 .51')1 141 079) (1,486) 112.168)
4 TOfALRcpensaandla"' 169,752 183-679 45 .4117 761) 7.765 129 .941 145 1 .896

6 Spread of fire expenses & uses to otllen Ic 2-241 1 .858 321 I it 2 9 24 ( 1 4 5) (I S96)
TOTAL F_epcnsesandIa . . . 111,STIt,ad 169 .752 181 .496 45,728 769 7.794 119 .965 - -

N
9 (hared Revenue

Ill Rae Revenue 188 .514 99,879 24.911 527 ) .682 54857 4,764 0
il Odm,ROcnuc 7_a- 210 III 26 0 4 68 0 U
12 Sprtadoffine rerrnuctootlsrs 15 4 .764 1950 682 FI 61 51 (4.764 ) 0
13 TOTAI ('unanl Rcscnaca 188 .714 W'940 25.%2 1 544 1 .747 54 .972 0 0
I4 ftalent RcanucPclcenmec 100.00" 0 55 .09".6 11,5246 019% 1,09°.11 29 .11% 4 764 1100fo

16 No OP T,RA INGINCONIF 1181 .0781 181%16) (10.2(17) (226) (4047) 174,9911 1l 1)
Ip
I8 TOTALLRa1eB.ase 1 .556347 009 .146 176 .672 ]-278 _4 .616 41020; 14 .524 118 .90
19
211 Spread of tire nebaselend"r5 15 171470 110--625 19099 570 1 .710 14 35 114 .5241 1118905)
11 TONAL hale Base after Spread 1 .55h.347 919.771 195,770 3X48 26 .327 411,011 -
111
e3 llnplicil Rate of Ream (ROIL) -11 .61"n -8,87" ;, -10 .128,0 -7 .92% -I5 .17r'o .1823"6
24
15 Net 0,aling Inenlne ,all Lqunlized ROR 1181 11381 (106.9841 (22 771) (711) 11 .0621 t47-8791

27 Oc wilb Fgonlired ROR 169.752 160 068 41 .163 664 5779 157-079
-38_(:IaasFO54'ercantage-__ -_-_43.29^,e__ -_ .11 .67°,6 ._ _2.7796_ . __ _ 42 .484.___-
29
30 S1 ..'IT .Wld,rnIROR 6,40°e 6 .40% 6.40°.0 6 .411°-0 6 .40°.6 640°o

32 Nct 0per.anp Income vrll Reaonunended R(IR 99,M)o 5%.865 1-529 182 1 685 26344
33 To,,-upplusadd'Itases 25 2176311 111 444 '-6-568 427 4111 6990
14 ClassCOSxitI,SIatIPRttnnnnendadROR 6,%1 2-988 157,%05 84.825 1179 11 .690

,32 .99%
.5.289

35 CIas .COS Percentage 100 .(10% 52 .39'7. 12.427. 0.2111 . 2 .00"11 .
16 494 .264 ?it865 59304 815 9.942 170,117

31,
IN
39 ('unma Ree,one 188 .714 101940 25,521 544 1,747 5497
40 Class Percentage 100 .001. 55 .08% 1 .1.52'7., 0 .297. 29,130-1..

47 ('Ins fOS wdh Lquallzcd BOB Ion 75' 1611.069 41,161 664 8 .779 117979
41 Cl ..COSPere,IaAlc 1110.007 43 .29'/. 11 .67/1. 0 .181. 2 .37% 42 .48'7
44
45 NetOpenli In . . .. . . cwad, EqualieedItOR (1911128) 11(169%41 (2 2 ,771) (1 1 1) 11116_') (-17.979)
46 Ref-cnu . NeutralSluli10 Equalire(-Iasv ROR 1) Q-'8,281 (2 .565) (10(,) 985 271 14
47 %erenuellsrcase1)clause%9f('Intent Rcacnnc 0 .1111°6 _346"'9 -10,05^,n -19.42% 2627% 49 .324'�
48
49 1 2 ofRosv-nueNeutralStott 0 (12.7141 (1792) (53) 492 11,557
50 Revenue Increase Dca'casc peree"Mue 0 .000 � -12 .21% -5 .02% -) .71' :6 1114. 24 .66"6
51
52 Revenue Nelnnl Margin Revenue 188 .7?4 9L1o 24 .79.) 491 4,219 68.579

53 Rc<onaaondcd Class Rncnuc furentupe IINIOIIab 4914'x� 12 .9441, 11,261, 225°.'0 36.71°b
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Jefferson City DislrSrt

OTIIERPt'BLIC SALESFOR PRIVAIFIIRR PILBLIC FIRE
CLASS COST OF SERVICE SCMMARV : TOTAL . RESIDENIIAL IO,MMERCIAL INDUSTRIAL_ A(ITIIORITf RESALE SF7RVICE SERVICE

O2( \1 Expenses
....--..7

.0)8 .741
-- ._------------------- -------------------------- ---------------------

555.570 -69 .n7 -68,610
-
..-------

,t?9.478
----------------- _ .O -------- ..----- -- . .- . . . . . . .---_

.21,109 3,747
2 Dcprecialiou Fnpense0OI1 Della, Exp 800 .019 392,063 329 .711 41 .777 80,675 0 12,155 52468
? Tan's (13 .6611 16-4741 13 .9501 17241 (I365) 0 ('20) (928)
4 IOIALEapensesa,,dlanes 1,804,709 1931,158 1 .095.008 310 .663 418 .749 - 71 .244 115887

6 Spread of fire expensesS,taxes nlorhers IS 149,131 99.499 2?.827 11139 24,665 0 133-441 1115-8871
7 TOTALEaprns'sa .ul Iaxes afu,Spread 3 .804,709 1 030 .658 1 .1 8R35 111,902 443,414 - - -

9 ('anent Revenue
10 Role Rcvenue 4,123 .965 2,221,994 1211984 707424 364,538 0 114 .045 0
11 Other Reveuue 15 37.134 14,280 8,142 1 .560 1,089 0 264 0
12 Spread offire recame m others 15 114,309 7(166 18 .264 873 18 .906 0 1114 .309) 0
13 TOTAL ('uneutRevenues 4.151299 23 14 .530 1240. .189 209,857 386 .523 0 0 0
14 CuuentRevenucPer1emage 10000% 55 .75°.0 29.88°~ 5.06% 9 .71% 0_011% 114309 0011%

16 NET OPERATING INCOMF 146590 293,872 121554 11,945) 156,8911 0 0 0
17
19 TOTALRate Base 11.326935 5,841 .894 3,564,600 653,679 1331296 - 198 .325 817 .151
19
10 Spreadoffirerate taseloothers IS 1 .03.5.476 690862 165,443 7909 171 .261 0 1198,251 1837.1511
11 TOTAL Rate Base aferSpread 12.1_'6935 6,572,757 !,7?0 .041 661 .588 1402.547 - - -
22
1 3 LnpfcitRate ofRemn,(RORI 2.8196 4 .15% ? .26,°,fi -029"b -4 .06% 0 .00%
14
15 Net OperatingIncnmewithEqualized ROR 346.590 183,678 IW,876 18 .602 ?9435 -
16
17

Class ( OSwiIhEquaIIZadROR 3604.709 1 :).111 .361 1110.,157 212 .349 519.740 -
18 Class COS Percentage 100.00% 507496 28,97% 611% 1119% 11.00°,0
9

10 S1oITMidpoietROR 69076 640% 640% 6.40% 6.40% 6,40%
31
31 NctC,,erafngInconlewith RemlnmendedROR 788 .924 418096 218 .713 4'_ .341 82761 -
11 True-upplus add'Itaxes 25 475 .911 248.62? 131 .751 27,159 53 .777 0
34 Class (OSwith Staff RecolnmendedROR 5 .069 .544 2 .697,177 1 .499.310 281 .103 586 .954 -
15 Class COS Pertentage 100.00% 53.21% 29.57% 5,55% 11 .58% . 0 .0011.
16 918 .245 182.847 258.920 71 A46 100 .411 -
t7
38
19 CuneutRevenue 4 .151199 2314,5 10 1,140.189 209857 186 .527 0
40 Class Percentage 100 .00% 55,75% 29.88%. 5,06% 9 .31'7 0.00%.
41
41 Class C'OS weth Equalized ROR 1,804,709 1910461 1 .102,157 232349 5?9 .740 -
41 Class COSPereenmge 100 .00% 50,74% 28.97'/6 6.117.. 14 .19% 0.00%
44
45 Net Operatingloconrewith EqualimdFOR 346,590 183678 104,876 19,602 39 .435 -
46 Rev'nueNeutralSIdftloEquali3('lass FOR (0) 1100.1941 116,6781 20,547 96926 0
47 Revenueueren,Revenue 000°"6 4.11 06 -1 .34° ;, 9.79% 249'_°"1. 11 .110%
48
49 I?afRcvennoNeut,ISlhifl (0) 150.0971 183391 10.273 48,163 0
50 Revenue FrereasNDecrease Perecnlage 0 .00% -2.16% 1167% 4.911% 1 146% 0 .00°0
51
52 Revenue Neutral Margin Revenue 4,151299 2 .264,433 232,050 21(1.130 474,686 0
51 Rrconnnended('I .. .Recanu,Pereenmpe 100.00% 54.55% 3968% 530% 1047% 0.00%
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loplin District

CLASS COST OFSERNWESUNIMAR4 : IOTA[, RFSIDI-NT1AL (YMIMERCIAI- INDUSTRIAL
01HER PGRIIC'
ALT FIOWT)-

SALES FOR
RFSAII:

PRIVATE FIRE
SERVICE

PURLICFIRE
SERVICE

109MLpenses
_

516 .037 '-514,(7 1109 .672 . - 1, .971793 1)9903 --

_

20s )65 - . 13 .752 - 205782
2 Depe iati,Is"'hscsf01ITOi'l,Exp '267,8?7 1400 .371 419 .304 447.8-'1 43-8711 7700 28 .349 15(1618
t Taxes 1332,5401 (151004) (62 .898) (69-67(11 f6bd:) (1/.07) (4441) (24878)
4 101 AL Expenses and Tanes 7.461 .334 rj" ' 136 1 1 .675,''-45 176rA2 370 R(d 58 161 311,1'11

6 Spread itfir, "'snsesktavestoother, 15 189431 119.409 46015 1 .316 2.124 1(111 (SR .IhI) (??1022)
7 1 OTAL Lepenles total Taxcs after Sprcad 7,461,114 1-811 .746 I-512 .112 1 .676.561 178,956 270 .960 - -
e
') ( - urrent Reecnue

111 Rate Ravenue -, .598.517 3930 .?28 170C662 1 362-141 S9,072 203 .363 111 0151 10
11 Other Revenue 141 .148 118 .854 49,979 57 .0?1 5!987 9,251 1 ,055 0
Il Spread offin' r\elate t"others IS 111 .106 185 .851 25 ) 07 710 1,171 55 (213 10b) (10)
13 TOTAL ('urreatRavtrmcs 7 .841 .675 4-]14 .964 1,777,848 1,419 .881 196311 J-669 I) 0
14 Curlew RcocnnePercentnec 1(10 .(10°;, 54111% 67°,5 18-II°a 2 .50% 1 .7114 211 .106 0.00%
15
16 NET OPERATING IN('OMK 3811,341 411488 165 .736 (256-678) 17376 (58 .291) 0 0
17
18 TO[A] .Rate Rnse 33 .874132 15-4717171 6,40T 141 7 .096.887 676.517 1333,101 452 .146 2-534-21'
19
'_0 Spaced .1fare rate base touthe, 15 -996-558 2,604, 5 99 158166 1(0195 17.814 764 (4 .519461 (2 .5 34 .211)
21 TOTAL RateBeseaft, Spread
11

11 .874 .112 18 .078.301 6 .7617419 7.106,981 694i'l 1 .234 .067 - -

'3 EttpfcllldateofRctanl(RDR) I .II° ;o 2-28°.6 3 .91"0 -3 .61"6 1 .50°6 -4 .7' .
1 4
9 Net Operating Ineranc oith Equalized ROR 380 .341 20'- .984 75.906 79,198 7 796 13-856
26
27 Clas_COSwiIhFyualizedROR 7.461 .144 3 .60 .541 1,111 .112 2 .013.06 169377 343-1110

lA C'IassCOSPerceata¢e 100 0006 4843°.6 1771% 2698% 117% 4 .611°

29
10 Siatl Midpoint ROR 64096 640°6 6 .40% 640°, :

32 Net Operatiug Ine.a e with Recolnmcndcd ROR 2-167,944 1,157,011 412.666 454 .847 44,440 79 .980
33 Fit up plus add( tales 25 186.899 189-127 79,527 90 .733 4525 14 .711
34 CIncsCOSwithStall RecolnlneadedFOR 117 .016.177 5 .169-879 2 .024305 2 .122 .141 232.922 164 .661
35 class COSPereenlage 100.002. 51 .61% 20 .21% 22 .19% 2.33% 164°,4.

16 1,554 .813 1-555337 702.021 209 .105 63 .545 21,551

19 1 urent Itc,su e 7,841 .675 4 .234 914 1 .777-948 1,419 .883 196 .131 1 1 .669
40 Cl . . .

Percentage 100R(f7' 54 .01% 22 .67% 18 .11% 250'Y, 2.71o
41
41 ('less('OS al, FyuillzvdROR 7.461 .144 1 .611541 1921 .192 2,013 .016 169 .377 343-108
41 Class COSPercentage 100 .00"L . 48 .47% 17 .72% 26 .98'/.. 2 .27'7" 4 .60'7..

44
49 Net ((,,sling lncomu with Fqualloed ROR 190 141 20'984 75 .906 79 798 7 796 17 .956

46 Revenue Neutral Ship toEqu,1Ii7eClass ROR 10 (209904) 4189.8311) 136,475 (9,579) 71 .149

47 Revenne Increase Beerease 0b of ('uncut licvenuc 0/.00(°,1. -494% -10.68% 23 .70% -4 .88",6 1192%

49 1 1 of RevcousNeulralShi11 5 (1(1460?) (94915) 169.238 (4790) 16,074

511 Rswelwc Inue�se Decrease Pemenlngc (1.1)11% -147% -514% 11 .85°6 -2 .43% 16 ghla

51
52 RescnueNeutslMarnaRevenue 7,941,6711 4,110,332 1 .68_103 1,588,121 191 .542 248 .741
51 Recnnnnclued ('lass licvenuc Perecnmpe 100 .00"-n 516740 21 .46°,6 20-25% 2 .44% 1 .17%
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Maxim District

CLASSCOSTOFSERVICE SUMMARS : -- TOTAL------------------
RESIDENTIAL.

-- - --- - -----------
('OMMERCIAL

------------------- ----
INDUSTRIAL.

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

OTIIFRPUBII('

AUfIIORITV
----- - - - - --

SALES IOR

RESALE
---------------------

PRIVAI'EFIRE

SFRVIfF
--------

PUBLIC FIRE
SERVICE

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

I 0 fi M Expenses 1 .434,079 604.962 196.788 113_1171 129.691 209,070 10.922 59.574

2 Oeprevimioo Expense, 1011 [)ofI., Exp 55=98(1 15'_417 71 .316 78,367 41401 74.711 5487 28.242

3 'Inxcs 90558 40.388 11 .956 11.134 6.878 12.622 872 4.707

4 TOTALFspensesaixaTuxes 2.077 .617 897,766 281-080 314.574 17', .970 296.422 17.2SI 92.521

5

6 Spread tfire expense, &taxeslawler. IS 109.804 96-832 10 .095 561 2.165 148 (1 7, .291) (92.521)

7 TOTAL Expenses and Taxes after Spread 2,077.617 994.599 291 .175 315.117 180.135 296,570 -

9 Current Revenue
I0 Rate Revenue 2.535,447 1 .222 .378 141 .(111 374.721 194.675 314,090 38 .572 0

II Other Revenue 25 48.843 12,264 6.894 7.686 1289 7,270 419 0

I' Spread offire reveimetoother, Is 89.011 78496 8.184 457 1,755 120 189.0111 0

13 ToEALCement Reannues 2.581290 1 .323 .138 156.089 392.964 7011 .719 121.480 0 I)

14 Current Revenue Perentage 100.00% 51 .70',; 13 .78°.0 14 .82°4 7.77°'0 1244% 89 .011 0k)%

15
16 NETOPERA FINGIN('OMF 506.673 328,539 64,913 67.727 20 .583 24,910 0 0

17 121 15 .6)5
I9 TOTAI Rare Base 12,633,884 5,634,5511 1,668.024 1 .832317 959,627 1 .7611.915 121 .7118 656.743

19
20 Spread of lire rue base to ndm, 15 778.4511 686.489 7L571 A,010 15 .349 1,048 (121 .708) (656.743)

11 TOTAL Rate Base alit, Spread 12 .633 .894 6.111 .D39 1.719595 1,836310 974 976 L761,961 -

21 Implicit Rare of Return ipOR) 4,01% 5-20% 371°6 3.69% 2.11% 1 .41°6

24
'5 Net Opcmtmg Income with Equalized ROR 506,673 2753 501 69.765 73.644 39 .101 70,662

26
27 (-lass (' (1S with Equalized ROR 2.077 .617 919.5611 296.027 321.055 198653 342.322
28 ('lass COSPercenlage 100.00% 44 .269 . 14.25°,6 15.45% 9.56% 16 .48°.%
29
30 StafMidpoint ROR 640% 6.4(1°.6 6.40% 640°". 6.40°8 6.40%

31
32 Net On...tint hit,.... with Recomtnen<Ied FOR 808.569 404.546 111334 117.524 62 .198 112.766

33 'I me up plus add. lanes 25 544.243 248.086 76,813 85,649 47 .790 81 .013
34 Class COS with StaffR,ornnnended ROR 3.410.429 1 .647,231 479.322 518,110 290.324 490,349

35 Chet,COS Percentage 100.00% 48.02% 13.97'/. . 15.11-/.. 8.46% 14 .29%
16 1 .152 .812 727,671 183.295 197,256 91 .671 148427

39 ('urrerv Revenu, 2584 .290 1 .323 .138 356.099 182.864 201.719 121 .480
431 Class Percentage 100.00% 51 .20',5. 13.78% 14 .827 7.77°L. 12 .44"G.

42 ('lass COSwith Equalized ROR 2.077 .617 919.560 296.027 321455 199.653 342322
43 Class COS Percentage 100.00% 44.26% 14 .25% 15.45"/.. 9.56"G. 16 .48!5.

44

45 Net Operating I.,ons will, Equalized ROR 506.673 253501 69,765 73 .644 19JO1 70 .662

46 Revenue Neutral ShiO to Equalize Class FOR 0 (75.039) 4.852 5.917 18 .517 45,752

47 Re,reinelnereascD,areas,%of(urrenlRevenu, 200% -5 .67° 1.16% 1.55% 923°. 14 .23%

48
49 12 of Revenue Neutral S11ift 0 (17519) 2,426 2,959 9,259 22.876

511 Poona,lncrease'DacreaseI'crceotage 200°0 194°,. 0.68°,6 1777% 4.61% 7.12%

51
52 Rcwrme Neutral Margin Revenue 2.584_90 1:285 .619 158.515 395.823 209.978 144.356

51 Re,chunrendedClass Revenue Pcrecnlnge 100.00% 49 .75^,. 1,1.97% 1491% 8.13% 1331%
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OTUFRPt1BLIC SALESFOR PRIVATEFIRF PUBLIC FIRF
C1ASSCOSTOFSERVI('ESUMMARY : TOTnI R17SIDENIIAL ('OMMFRCIAL INDUSIRIAL AU111ORITY RFSALL SERVIC'[ SFRf1('fi

-_ .-1 .131 .591
_

- 7 '911 - . . . . .. - - _ .
.

.'4

.. .

-91 -. . .-.- .
. . .

.11,403 - . .- ._ ..-61 .8561 0 & M Fxpcnscs 157A41 11361 934 91 295
2 Deprccintian F,pensc-,1011 LMI Tag E,p SS3-61 480 . 1 32 _'-917

, 66 .434
.5 .9 :3 In 3S3 61 .763 15 .140 86907

3 Taxes 771 .648 148 .138 1 .557 3 .161 19943 4 .517 27 .661
4 TOTAL Expenses and Tuxes 7,387947 1 .49(1 .6611 546 .783 19 .1411 38 779 1740110 311155 177 .4_5

6 Sprcadntlireespenses&luxestoothcn 15 '08ASn 103 .892 1113 .897 73 498 -5 131,055) (177 .475)
7 T(31'AI,Expenscsund laxesn(terSprend 1 .387 .547 150455' 00,675 19.213 38977 174 .175 - -

9 Current Revenue
10 Rate Rewnue 3-161998 --70 .945 578 .465 1,371 42177 192791 81624 15
1I Other Recmme 75 37-780 -3 .707 9 .569 317 616 3 .00(1 571 0
I' spread Mfi,e u, ,he,, 15 85 .19( 42 .456 4'456 30 104 51 (85, 1961 (15)
13 TOTAI-('anew Reveuue, 3,179 .678 - .337 .108 6311.499 1 718 47996 162 .34' 0 0
14 Ctlnav R .... . .. Pereoalage I0000" ., 73 04"n 19 .70°,', 0 .68",. 1 .5(1°.0 5 07"d 55.196 )MV .

16 NF IOPLRATINGINCOMC S,136 832 .556 (20 .185) 7 .505 9 .019 (11 .783) 0 0
17 (305,4651 35 .615
18 101 AL Kate ltase 1' 76,15' 6 .6389()6 1976 .860 83=31 141 .7114 893 .747 207 .713 1 .339,691

20 Spread 6t fr1 role hose m others 15 1 441904 719 547 718 .547 505 3 .445 861 (397313) (1 .239 .691)
71 T01 A[ Rate Has, aR,,Sprc'ed 12 .176 .357 734.453 3 .695,406 81,715 141,149 894 .608 -

23 hoplicitRate olRoun11ROR) 667°-6 11 .3700 , 4L55as 799% 6 .11".8 -133".0

35 Net Operating lnc,anc e ilh Lqualized ROR 811 .136 4911 .726 146,476 5,581 9 .671 54-608
3G
77 Class fOSei(hFqualizedROR 1387 .567 1 .163?33 917 .336 12_'94 3H-639 3.45577

--.28
.fl...(OSPe,,,,,taue- .- .IOttl0s . -4g,70 . . ---. .- _)8410,6 0 .93°6 I-W1, 10 . _-

74
30 Stall MldpnitatROR 6400.. 6 400,, 6.4(1% 6 .40°6 640% 640",'.

32 Net OperatingIncolne,silhRel,ausendedK01d 779-387 4'.0 .877 136 506 5 .359 9 .390 57.255
33 Truoup pu ; add'/. m,es 35 746,530 468,447 189.075 6 .767 11 .170 592 76
34 ('Ias,('OS,villtStalfKevonunendedROR 1911 459 3.443 .876 1 .076 .756 30,839 6(1 .437 190656

35 Class COS Percentage 100,110%. 62 .45'/. . 27 .50% 0.79% 1 .54'/, . 7 .43

16 1 5 1, 791 1 .781 .154 155970 8 .546 70 .798 45 .1179
37
38
39 Cw " eu1 Rcvotue 3142678 2 .337 .105 630490 11,718 47 .996 162342

40 CIass Pnraanlage 100 .00'7. " 73A4 19 .711'2. 0 .68%

41
42 Class ('0Sx4thFqualicedROR 1197 567 1 .162722 917.336 -=94 39,639 1 45577

43 Cl., COSPereeula .e 100 .00'2 48 .70'2. 384(7 0.93% 1 .66 1- 1 10.29%
44
45 Net Operatng Incotue with Equ,lvad ROR 813.136 490.776 346 .476 5-585 4-681 59 .668

46 Ite,enue NeutralSlti1119 Equalbe ('It, ROR _= 1341 .8301 366 .661 1,090 663 71453

47 Revenue lncratse De. .ease °, uI R1nenl Raveltuc 11,1111, -14 .63 0,6 42 .'9%6 14 .16. 1 .3801 44 019.
48
44 1, RevetnreNeutmlSlti11 I°_ (170 .415) 133310 1 540 331 35,776

511 kevenuc lne .. . .. Uecreasc her<cldagv 0 (10°6 -731 I, 015 0., 7.(19% 0 .69 0.4 22 (W,
51
52 Revenue Neural Margiu Kevenue 3 166 193 763 .820 33 .35& 48.327 198 .(168

53 Recolnlneuded ('lass R .. . . . . e Pere,nlage 1(111 .011° . 67 .70 0,0 23 .876 073""'s 1 .5P, 6".
Schedule BAM RER 1-5
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St Charles District

CLASS COS'I'OFSERVICE SU "131ARf: TOTAL RESIDENI3AI . (ONIMERCIAL INDUSTRIAL
OTHER PUBLIC
AUTHORITY

SALISFOR
RESALE

PRIVAIEI'IRI,
SERVICE

PUBLIC FIRE
SERVICE

__.- _ _ ---- ---------------- . _. .,
97 .739

-- __.. .--------
-

. . . . . . ._

.+4 .6S9
----- -------------- --------------- -------- _--

74,758I O & Nt Expenses 3,63_',934 ,967.46 73 7.506

2 Depreciation Expensesf01 r IRrTax F.xp 2 .001,331 1,546.852 151 .642 295 23 .185 0 28,393 250,858

3 Taxes 1,073 .713 821,956 87 .935 172 13 .660 (1 15,540 134.451
4 101 .ALExpensesandTaxes 6,707 .978 5,336,283 537,316 1 1 39 91,633 0 81 .439 660,067
5
6 Spread offire expemes&taxesto,,be,, 15 741 .506 716.061 23 .685 26 1 .735 (81 .439) (660.(167)
7 TOLAL Expense., and Taxes a0er Spread 6 .707 .979 6.052 .345 56L000 1 .265 93 .168 - -

8
9 Current Revenue
10 Rate Revenue 9,148,141 7,895,445 951 .030 2 .427 165,921 0 133 .318 0

11 Other Revanuc 25 292,321 257.352 26 .346 58 4,378 4,186 0

12 Spread of tire rerenuetoothers IS 137,504 132 .786 4 .392 5 312 (137 .504) (1
13 101 ALfuncut Revenues 9440.463 8 .1-85,583 981769 1490 170,621 0 0 0

14 CurrcntRe%couePercentage 100 .00°" 0 87 .77°0 10 .40% 0 .03°0 1,81°c 137 .504 0 .00°0

15
16 NETOPERAI'INGINCOME 2,732,485 2,233,238 420,768 1,225 77,253 0 0 0

17 (2.225S141 35 .615
18 TOTAL . Rate Base 38,775,303 29 .683 .540 3 .175.6111 6.197 493 .294 - 561 .186 4.855 .476
19
20 Spread of fire rate base to others 15 5.416 .662 5 .230 .788 173.016 186 12,671 1561 .1861 (4,855,476)
'_I TO3:ATRate 6asenflat Spread
�

39,775 .303 34 .914328 3 .3426_'7 6 .384 505965 - -

23 ImplicitRatenISetnm(ROR1 7 .05°.0 6 .4Wd 12.57% 19_19°.6 15=7"-0
24 162
15 Net Operating Income with Fqunhxed ROR 2,732,485 2 .460 .403 235.977 450 35 .655 -

26
27 ('lass C'OS with Equalaed ROR 6.707,978 6 .279,509 376.209 489 51 .770 -

29 CIawCOSPercenmge 100 .00°.0 93 .61% 5 .61°.0 0 .01°.0 0 .77% 0 .00%

19
30 Stag Midpoint ROR 640% 64(1°,6 6.40% 640% 6 .40°.0 6 .40°°-5

31 162
32 Net Operating Income with Recommended ROR 2,481,619 2,234 .517 214.311 409 31- .381 -

33 True-up plus add'( taxes 25 1 .147,977 1,010 .649 1113,465 228 17 .195
34 Class COS with Staff Recommended ROR 10.337,574 9,297,511 878.777 1,901 141 .945 -

35 Class COS Pcrcrnage 100.00% 89 .94% 8 .50% 0.02% 1 .38% 0.00%

36 3,629,596 3,018 .001 502,568 1 .412 91 .174 -
37
38
39 Current Ricennc 9,440,463 9,285,583 981769 2,490 170 .611 0
40 Class Percentage 100.00% 87 .77% 10.40% 0.03% 1 .81% 0.00%
41
42 flass ('OSwith EquahzedROR 6,707,978 6,270.518) 376,209 489 51,770 -
43 Cl ... COS Percentage 1".00% 93.61% 5.61% 0.01% 0.77% 0.00%

44
45 Net Operating Income with Equalaed ROR 2,732 785 2,460,403 235 .977 450 35 .655 -
46 RcarnuaNestralShift toFqu .ah,,(']as,ROR 0 127,165 (184.791) (775) (4L598)

47 Revenuelnctrase/Docrease °,ociC'unenlRexcnuc 0 .00°x6 2 .74°,0 -18.82% -31 .14",0 _4 .38%
48
49 IIIotSocratic IscutmlShill 0 II 15S1 (92,396) (388) (20,799) 0

50 Rcvenuc Increase/Dccrcasc Percentage 0 .00% 1 .37°.0 -9.41% -15_57% 12 .19°,0

51
52 RevenucNeutral MargiaRevenae 9 .440463 8399,1 65 889,373 2.102 149 .822 0

53 Recommended Class Revenue Poeelnage 100 .00% 8897% 242% 0 .112% 1 .59"'n ILO((".
Schedule BM REB 1-6
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St I0sep11 Dislna

CLASS('OSlOFSERVIfLSUMMARY . TOTA I . RI'SIDI:NI'IN . (OMNIERfiAL INDUSTRIAL
OfFIER PU01af
All] fIORI'IY

SALFS FOR
RESALE

PRI%All: HIML
S612VIfI:

PU811f FIRE
SCRVIfE

1 0 &MExpersc . 7.789 711 3 .517002 1=98.68'_ 1 .3533'4 315544 1 .031301 34 .806 142963
1 )cp ciatior Experse.4701T Det I,,, Exp 1.89129 1 .638,911 647 .799 697 .686 145.073 54% .338 28 .541 195 .831
3 Taxes 43? .466 176,761 72 497 77_883 16468 61 9 99 3151 21 .747
4 TOTAL F,penses al¢I Ta,cs 12 .170 .306 5 3-7 .764 1.()13977 2 .130 .893 477.035 1 .643 .598 66-500 4605411

Sprcad0ffi,eexpenses&taxe .toolhem IS 527 .040 471965 4') .275 7 .133 3 .333 330 1665(10) (460540)
'I OIAl . Expcltsex and faxes rite, Spread 11 .120 3116 5 .799 .7311 7 .063 _55 1_133 .015 490,168 1 .643 918 - -

9 Current Revltule
111 Rate R . . .ruc 15 .141852 7 .577, 1 1' =772889 1307 .747 553 .103 ?17 .213 174n87 I
II Other Resanuc 25 1 9=119 131 .819 50.657 54060 11 .893 41902 1 .788 0
12 SpreadMlire ,,1nu,wo1hen 15 176975 15% .034 16 500 714 1 -116 111 (176 .475) ( 1)
13 10[AL ('unertRereraes 15-434 .972 7 .867 .065 1,8411,047 2=6252 1 596 .111 1 .86), 115 0 0
14 C'uncntRe,em,Pereemege 101100°7. 50!)7.,6 18 .40° ; 14 .66 .1. 3 .866 12 .11°,6 176075 0 .001u

16 NEIOPERA IIN(iINfOME 3_314666 7 .067 .315 776.791 119496 115 744 21 1I 0
17 (2 .807 :195) 35,615
I% '101 A1-RaeBase 80-250069 32724 .817 134'1719 14-799 .164 1 .049738 11 .655925 583.98 4 .026 .108

211 Spread of fire rule base to cabers 15 4 .609-686 1 .127 .984 411 .007 18 .652 19 .151 2 .%84 (583 .57,81 14 .026-I US)
21 TOTAL Rate Ba,eafterSpnad
11

811_50.069 3655'821 13 .552 .726 14.%07 .816 1077 .892 11 .658 .814 -

'1 lrnplicilRalcofVcmnlIROR) 4 .11"6 5 .61°-6 5 .61°.0 0 .37°-6 376°,6 19340
24
25 Na Opemting Incmne w ith Fquallzed ROR 3311666 1 .522 .177 571 .176 611-625 127 .130 131 .553
26
27 ClaszfOSe'ithEqualized ROR 12 .120 .?07 5254,571 L%58,640 2-615-154 491 .751 1900 .18%
28 Class('OCP. . . . .. age 100()046 4t ii... 1 2158°.!, 406-'. 11 6""

30 S¢dlMidpoicIROR 6 .4W . 6.40% 640% 6 .40°,0 6 .40°'. 6,40°,6
11
31 Net Operuong Incntne xith Recommended KOK 51160114 2,156581 886 .574 947,700 196985 746 .164
31 -1 ruc-up plus addl taxee 11 1 .860301 519.463 321599 344 .171 75 .740 2 66 .441
14 (Clas6COSwill%SiallRecolnntendedROR 1 1) .116fi11 8,997 .774 ?272-419 3424996 7334193 1656935
35 Cl . .. COSPercenlege l00,00'Z. 47.07`M, 17,12% 17 .92/,, 3 .94% 13 .90'5 .
36 6 .996 .104 1 .741201 J13789 809841 26134(1 756 .746
17
39
39 Curent Rer'enae 15 434977 7,867065 1.840047 2362 .521 596 .111 1,969 .215
40 Class Percenlage IM1 .00%.. 50 .97/. 18 .4111 . 14 .66' ; . 3 .R6'V., 12 .11
41
42 Class('OS x'101 Equalized ROR 12 .1211 .307 -1,'54 .571 1 .858-640 2,615-154 491,753 1!10(1 .188
41 (IIas,COSPereentage Ilm.lllli.. 43,35/., 15.33!, 21581 . 106! . 15 .68'!,
44
45 Net Opemung Inentue wills Equalized ROR 3-314 .666 1 .522-177 571,176 611 .629 127-130 481 558
46 RevalaeNeuhalShitttOEqualize('IaasROR I (545-159) (2114 .616) 482 .129 11 .385 250361
47 Re,enuelse,ease-0ecreeae°,6atCanentRevetme U .OIl -693N -7 .20°6 2131-,. 191".6 11 .71",'.
48
49 1,'bIRmrnueNeutr.ISldi 0 (272 .579) (111'_30%) 2411165 5.693 178_1111
50 Revelue IncreaseDecrease Perceulage 000-,q -3 36".6 .3611% 1065°,1. 11 .95 °.6 6.85"6

51
52 Recenuc Neuual Mareht Rerelluc I S,434 971 7 594 .485 1737739 15(13556 601 .8115 1 .997356
53 Rcemnnocl led l'lae,Revcnu,Percemage 10(100% 49 .'0% 1774°14 162290 390% 1194%
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Summary

S1 . Istuis Distf el
CLASSCOST OF SERVICE SUMMARY~ TOTAL A and Others J&D B&C Private Fire Public Fire

I O&NIEspenms

--------- ------
63871 .328

_____
46,117 .5 ;4 - . .-..- . 8 .252685

--------------- ---------- ---------------------- --
__

. .
84.730 ;42.68

- 8 .473
.67_

2 Depreciation ExpensesrOIT DefTan Exp 23 .826.499 17,709 .757 2 .958 .203 176.616 210.363 2 .771 .560
3 Tuxes 8 .167.020 61055594 1 .022 .724 61,110 78.972 948,620
4 TOTAL Expenses and Tuxes 95.864.847 69 .882.905 12,233,612 712 .456 832.023 12 .193 .851

6 Spread of tire expenses & Taxes to othe 15 13,025,974 12,974,657 24 .649 26,568 1832-(1231 (12,193,8511
7 -TOTAL Expense und'fases a0er Spread 95,864.847 82 .857,562 12 .258,261 749 .024 - -
8
9 Current Revenue
10 Rate Revenue 119,752 .167 100,936,971 11 .079 .403 .(i3,559 711,978 5.970,256
1I Other Revenue 25 1702 .091 12099.765 191 .018 11 .309 0 0
12 Spread of fire revenue to others 15 6,682,234 6,655,960 12,645 13,629 (71 978) 15974256)
13 TOTAL C'urrcruRevenucs 121 .054 .259 108,692,696 11283,066 1 .1178,497 0 0
14 Current Revenue Percentage 100 .00°.0 89.7940 9.32% 0 .89% 0 .00°0 0.110°0
15
16 NET OPERATING INCOME 25 .189 .412 25.835,134 (975,196) 329,473 0 0
17
18 TOTAL

Role Flase 360,679 .658 267.432,849 45 .166.509 2.698 .812 3 .487-639 41893,850
19
20 Spread of fire rate base to other-, 15 45781 .489 4" 203 .051 85,876 92 .562 13487 .6391 (41493,850)
'_ I TOTAL Rate Rase nACT Spread 360,679 .658 312 .635 .899 45,252,385 1.791 .373 - -

23 Implicit Rate of Return (ROR) 5 .98'0 8 .26% -2.16°u 11 .80%
24
15 Net Operating Income vv,Ih Equalized ROR 25 .189 .412 21 .834,096 3,160,369 194 .946
26
27 Class COS with Equalized ROR 95,864,847 78,856,524 16.393 .826 614,497
18 Closs COSPercentage 100 .00% 82 .26% 17 .10°% 0 .64%
'-9
30 Stall Midpoint KOK 6 .40""0 6 .40% 6 .40% 6 .40%
31
32 Net Operating Income wllhRecommended ROR 23 .083 .498 20 .008 .698 1 .896 .153 178 .648
33 1 me-up plus add'I taxes 25 9,978 .850 8,428,278 1 .463 .905 86,666
34 Class COSwuhStaff Recommended ROR 12S,927,195 111 =Q4,519 16,618,319 1,014 .338
35 Class COS Percentage 100.00% 86.32% 12 .89% 0.79%
36 33,062 .348 32,438 .014 224,493 399 .841

39 ('urrent Revenue 121-054 .259 108,692,696 1 1 .283,066 1,079,497
40 Class Percentage 1110.00% 89.79% 9.32% 0 .89
41
42 ('lass COS with Equalized ROR 95864 .847 78,856.524 16393,826 614,497
43 Class COSPercentage 100.00% 82.26% 17 .10% 0.64%

45 NetOpemlingIncomce " ithEqualizedROR 25189 .412 21 .834,096 3,160,369 194.946
46 Revenue Neutral Shill to Equalize ("lass ROR 0 (4,001 .(138) 4 .135-565 ()34.527)
47 Revenuelncrease/Decrease°"'oofCuncm Revenue 0 .00% -3.68°0 36 .65°0 -12 .4766

49 I/2ofReemi,NculmlShift 0 (2 .000,519) 2,067 .782 (67,264)
50 Revenue lncrease/DectrasePercentage 0 .00°"6 -1 .84"" 6 18 .33°,6 -6.24°,1,
51
52 Revzuue Neutral Margin Revenue 121-054,259 106,692177 13,350-848 1011 .233
53 Recommended ('low Itevenue Percentage 100 .00% 88.141° 11 .03°6 0.84%
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TOTAL RFSIDINIIAL COMYIERCIAI . I
O1HFR PUBLIC'

DUSTRIAL . AUTIIORII'Y
SAI .FS FOR
R6SALL

PRIVATE PIRI:
SERVIfL

PUBLIC' FIRE
S1KVIf6____

L^ 14 .741 ._

_ _

N9.382 - . . 199 .403_ 37564 182 .185 _-Ily 259 - 11-055
----------

-. _.76 09'
579,500 304-651 84 771 15915 69 .015 48.373 7,211 49 .133
178'35 89379 76 .554 5 .078 -' .053 15 .792 3 .395 16994

1 .971476 991,912 309 .728 58 .857 37.263 17-415 21-687 141b0q

15 164 .391 154,455 '1 .190 All 335 Il (21 .6831 t 142. .091
197-'-476 1 .149 .367 318918 59,168 173-598 171 .4'_5 - -

1,493<43 1359 .577 403_174 56487 1113934 176 .736 63-635 II
73-761 40,240 11414 3 .361 10813 7 .1109 933 0
64.) 58 60 .693 3 .611 137 133 0 (61558 ) 0

2-5 .7,303 1160 .510 519 199 58 .981 344 .979 181735 0 0
100,00°u 56 .891,0 11 .11°,6 3 .3041 13,43% 7 .16°.0 64.558 I .0U" .

59-1 .837 311143 100281 (1871 71 281 11 .310 0 0

10357 .3) 1 5.141710 15 1 8 .158 1 92 161 1,269 .115 908,933 137.112 977,390

15 LI15 .112 1 .(148154 61-383 ^110 7275 0 (1 1 7,832) (1)77 .390)
I0,_'S?3U1 6.193 .164 I-590=4_ 294-373 1271189 1)(N--833 - -

5 .90°.'., 504^6 13 .59".n -0 .06% 561°,~ 1 .14°0

594 .837 35q087 92236 17 .071 7.79 .1704

1,971,176 1 .195311 IDS74 76 .476 176-04h 23,813
100110°: 60 .6(1°.6 10 .69% 3 .87% 1399% 10 84°6

6811%a ___ -640"6-640°,"6-- -6.40%.-- .-6,40°.6--- --6.40°0- ---

fi564fi7 396.399 101 .795 18 .840 81-369 58,Ifi5
35 564210 307-804 94 .956 18 .063 82 .714 51611

3193 .153 1 .892 .470 515-669 96 .071 437 .81 384=() 1
100.00'7.. 58 .01 'Y 16.15'7, . 3.01"/. . 13 .71 -Y. 8.90'/,.

1210 .677 657159 304 .794 19 .644 161 .635 70.383

_1 .567 .3113 14611,.510 519.199 58 .981 344 .879 183-735
100 .00`7 56 .89'7 20,22% 230% 13.43% 7 .16'/..

1 .97',47b I-195 .311 310.874 76436 276-1146 313 .819
100 .00'7 60.60% I0 .69'Y. 3.87% 13 .99/. 10 .84%

594 .827 359 .097 93236 17,071 73739 51704
0 46944 (108.044) 17258 2,448 41 394

0,00"L 321421 -30 .91% 29 .36% 0.716. 13 .53%

0 33 .473 (540") 8.29 1 .334 20-697
0.00°5 I61% -10 4(r,, 1463°% 0 .35°.'0 1126"/0

1567 .303 1 .483 .983 465177 67 .6111 346103 20E .412
10(1.1111% 57,90° . I8 .11°.6 3b3% 1348°% 796°1.
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Based On Staffs Midpoint Revenue Requireinent

Revenue Requimnenr Increase (COS)

Missouri-American Water Company
Case No . WR-2007-0216

Btunswict

	

leffierson City

	

loplin

	

Mexico

	

Parkville

	

St. Charles

S 541,325 $ 1,030.978 S 4,177,354 S 608,862 S 375,688 S (206 .956)

Schedule BAM REB-2, Pagel

Current Revenue S

COS District % Increase/Decroase

188,724

286.83%

$ 4,151,299

24 .84%

S 7,841,675 $

53.27%

2,584,290

23 .56%

1 3,199,678

11 .74%

$ 9,440,463

-2 .19%

Proposed District Revenue Requirement

CappedlncreasePervenl 5327%
Capped SIncrease $ 100,536

Subsidy (440,789)
Contribution $ 157,816

District Increase/Decrease $ 100,536 S 1,030,978 S 4,177,354 S 608,862 S 375,688 $ (49,140)

Proposed Percent increase 53 .27% 24 .84% 53 .27% 23 .56% 11 .74% 0 .52%

Proposed Class Revenues based on c,,ol percentage increase
Current Class Revenues excluding Tax AdjusanentandISRS

Residential S 99,879 S 2,223,984 S 3,930,228 $ 1,222,378 $ 2,270,945 S 7,895,445
Commercial S 24,813 S 1,213,984 S 1,702,662 $ 341 .011 $ 578,465 S 951,030
Industrial 523 $ 207,424 $ 1,362,141 $ 374,721 $ 21,371 S 2,427
Public Authorities 3682 $ 364,528 S 189,072 $ 194 .675 $ 47,177 S 165,921
Sales For Resale 54,853 $ - S 203,363 $ 314,090 $ 159 .291 S 20,977
Private Fir, 4,764 $ 114,045 S 211,051 $ 88,572 $ 84,624 S 133,318
Public Fire - $ - $ 10 $ $ 25 S
Too] Revenue 188 .514 $ 4,123,965 S 7,598,527 $ 2,535,447 $ 3,161,898 $ 9,169,118

Share ofCurreni Class Revenue
Residential 52 .98% 53 .93% 51 .72% 49 .21% 71 .82% 86 .11%
Commercial 13 .16% 2944% 2241% 1345% 18.29% 10 .37%
Industrial 0.28% 5 .03% 17.93% 14.78% 0 .68% 0.03%
Public Authonties 1 .95% 8 .84% 2.49% 7.68% 1 .49% 1,81%
Sales For Resale 29.10% 0 .00% 2.68% 12 .39% 5 .04% 0.23%
Private Fire 2.53% 2 .77% 2.78% 369% 2 .68% 1 .45%
Public Fire 0.00% 0 .00% O.W% 0,00% 0 .00% 0.00%

Equal Percent Class Revenue Increase/Decreas,

Residential 53,266 $ 555,989 S 2,160,676 S 293,542 S 269,827 S (42,314)
Commercial 13,233 S 303,492 S 936,053 S 81,890 $ 68,732 $ (5,097)
Industrial 279 S 51,855 S 748,849 S 89,985 S 2,539 S (13)
Public Authorities 1,964 $ 91,131 $ 103.944 S 46,749 $ 5,605 S (889)
Sales For Resale 29,253 S - $ 111,801 $ 75,426 S 18,927 $ (112)
Private Fire 2,541 S 28,511 $ 116,027 S 21,270 S 10,055 $ (714)
Public Fire - $ S 5 S S 3 $

Total 100,536 S 1,030,978 S 4,177,354 S 608,862 S 375,688 S (49,140)
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Missouri-American Water Company
Case No . WR-2007-0216

Based On Stall's Midpoint Revenue Requiren nn

St.loseph

	

Warren County

	

Wart
I
cusburg

	

SL Louis

	

Total

RevenueRequireanentlnereasc(COS)

	

5 3,401 .655 $

	

214.537 5

	

355,353

	

S 2,239,173 S 12,737,969

Current Revenue

	

$

	

15,434,972

	

$

	

106-477

	

S

	

2.567 303

	

S

	

12LOA838

	

S

	

166-554,719

Schedule BAM RBB-- 2 . Pages

COS District o,', Increase'Deereasr 22 .04% 20149% 13 .84% 1 .85% 765%

Proposed District Revenue Requirelnent

Capped Increase Percent 5327%
Capped $ Increase S 56,722

Subsidy S (157,816)
Contribution 440,789

District lnCrease/Decresse $ 3 .401,655 S 56,722 S 355353 $ 2,679 .962 $ 12,737 .969

Proposed Percent increase 22 .04% 53 .27% . 13.84% 221% 7 .65%

Proposed Class Revenues based on equal percentage increase
Current Class Revenues excluding Tax Adjuannent and ISRS 1

Residential $ 7,577,212 S 104,949 S 1359.577 AandOther, $ 100 .936,971
Cotnmercia' $ 2,772,889 S 1360 5 503,174 1&D S 11 .079.403
Industrial S 2,207,747 $ - S 56,497 B&C S 1 .053559
Public Authorities S 583,103 $ - S 333,934 Private Fire S 711,978
Sales For Resale $ 1,827.213 $ - S - 176,726 Public Fee S 5 .970,256
Private Fire $ 174.687 $ - S 61635
Public Fire $ S _S S

IdalRevenue $ 15,142,852 S 106,309 S 2,493,543 S 119 .752-167

Share ol'Curreat Class Revenue
Residential 50.04% 9872% ' 54 .52% Aaad001ers 8429%
Commcrcia . 18.31% 128% 20 .18% 1&D 925%
Industrial 14.58% O N% 2.27% B&C 0 .88%
Public Aulhordies 3 .85% 000% 13 .39% Private Fire 0 .59%
Sales For Resale 12.07% 0 .00% 7 .09% Public Fire 4,99%
Private Fire 1 .15% 000% ' 2 .55%
Public Fire, 0-W% 000% 0.W%

Equal Percent Class Revenue lincreasieDe,rea,

Residential S 1,702.127 $ 55 .996 $ 193,752 A and Others 2,258,892
Connnemia' S 622.895 S 726 $ . 71,707 1&D 247,949
Induslda1 $ 495.943 $ $ 8,051 B&C 23,578
Public Atuhodties S 130.987 $ $ 47,589 Private Fire i5934
Sales For Resale 5 410,461 S $ 25 .185 Public Fire 133,610
Private Fire S 39.241 S $ 9.069
Public Fire S 0 $ _$

Total S 3,401 .655 $ 56,722 $ 355,353
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St. Joseph District
Uniform Block Rate Proposal

SchWulc BAM REB-3

Residential
Usa e Present Rates

Revenue
Amount

For the first l(I(1,(I(1o 1,626,(128 $3.1(11(1 $ 5,(142,314
For the next 1,911(1,(1(1(1 (5,823 1 .7373 $ 27,49(1
For the next 3,(10(),(10(1 1,319 1.3406 $ 1,768
For all over 5,000,000 5,274 0_9028 $ 4,762

$ 5,(176,333
Commercial

For the first 100,000 467,941 3 .5681 $ 1,669,660
For lite next 1,9(I(),(Ibn 319,(173 1 .9989 $ 637,796
Forlitenext 3,0110,0(1() 35,453 1 .5427 $ 54,693
For all over 5,(!(1(1,(1(1(1 7,8(IS 1 .(1388 $ 8,107

$ 2,370,256
Industrial

For lite first 100,000 50,727 5.0756 $ 257,470
Forlitenext 1,90(1,0(10 35(1,557 2.8433 $ 996,740
For tile next 3,000,000 189,316 1.715 $ 324,676
For all over 5,000,000 403,401 1.401 $ 565,164

$ 2,144,(151
Public Authority

For the first 10(),0()(1 62,292 3 .9599 $ 246,671
Forlitenext 1,900,0(1(1 79,(194 2.2148 $ 175,178
Fortile next 3,(1(1(1,(1(1(1 41,22(1 1 .712 $ 70,569
For all over 5,000,000 26,089 1 .1528 $ 30,075

$ 522,494
Sale for Resale

For the first 100,(x0() 10,873 5 .6592 $ 61,530
For the next !,90(),000 175,331 3 .17(13 $ 555,851
For the next 3,(10(1,(100 237,473 2.4466 $ 581,(1(11
For all over 5,()0(1,()00 372,395 1 .6495 $ 614,265

$ 1,812,648

Unilixnl Block Rate Develo met!

Revenue. Uniform Block
Total. . Usage

Antonia Rate

For the first 1(1(),(10() 2,217,861 S 7,439,574 $ 3.35
For llte next !,9011,(10(1 939,879 S 2,349,844 $ 2.50
For the next 3,0(1(1,00(1 5(14,78(1 S 964,009 $ 1 .91
For all over 5,(1(1(1,(111(1 814,963 $ 1,269,291 $ 1 .56




