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Q. 

SURREBUTTAL TESTIMONY 

OF 

CARY G. FEATHERSTONE 

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 

CASE NO. ER-2014-0370 

Please state your name and business address. 

A. Cary G. Featherstone, Fletcher Daniels State Office Building, 615 East 13th 

Street, Kansas City, Missouri. 

Q. 

A. 

By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 

I am a Regulatory Auditor with the Missouri Public Service 

11 I Commission ("Commission" or "Missouri Commission"). 

12 Q. Are you the same Cary G. Featherstone who filed direct and rebuttal testimony 

13 I in this proceeding? 

14 A. Yes, I am. I filed direct testimony in this case on April 3, 2015, sponsoring 

15 Staff's revenue requirement cost of service report ("COS Report") for Kansas City Power & 

16 Light Company's ("KCPL" or "Company") rate case filed on October 30, 2014. I provided 

17 I testimony in the COS Report on various topics specifically identified in the report, 

18 l specifically off-system sales, jurisdictional allocations and additional amortizations for 

19 iatan 2. I also filed rebuttal testimony on May 7, 2015 regarding regulatory lag and 

20 jurisdictional allocations. 

21 Q. What is the purpose of your surrebuttal testimony? 
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Surrebuttal Testimony of 
Cary G. Featherstone 

A. I address the rebuttal testimony of Darrin R. Ives, KCPL's Vice President-

2 I Regulatory Affairs- rebuttal testimony, pages 3 and 8 concerning KCPL's rate increases 

3 I and rates. 

4 I I address the rebuttal testimony regarding regulatory amortizations of the following 

5 I KCPL witnesses: 

6 I• • Darrin R. Ives, KCPL's Vice President- Regulatory Affairs- rebuttal 
7 testimony, pages I 5 and 16; 

8 I • Tim M. Rush- KCPL' s Director of Regulatory Affairs- rebuttal 
9 testimony, pages 29-31. 

I 0 I • Ronald A. Klote, KCPL' s Senior Manager of Reguiatory Affairs-
! I rebuttal testimony, pages 9- I 6. 

12 I I also address the issue of regulatory lag and the impact on KCPL's earnings discussed 

13 I throughout Dr. H. Edwin Overcast's rebuttal testimony and those of other KCPL witnesses 

14 I such as Mr Ives and Mr. Rush. I also address KCPL's inability to earn authorized returns set 

15 I by the Commission and the understatement by the Company ofKCPL's actual earned returns 

16 I referred to in the rebuttal testimonies of KCPL witnesses Ives and Rush. 

17 I Finally, I will also address jurisdictional allocation factors issue found in Mr. Klote's 

18 I rebuttal testimony, pages 52-55. 

19 I EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

20 Q. Would you please summarize your surrebuttal testimony? 

21 A. I will present comments that KCPL has filed five rate increases starting in 

22 I February I, 2007 totaling $283.1 million in rate increases, an increase of over 57% over 

23 I that period.1 

1 Staff Cost of Service Report filed on April3, 2015, page 14- KCPL total rates- Missouri 2013 of8.78 cents per 
kWh compared to 2005 of5.65 cents per kWh representing a 55% increase. Using KCPL's total rates- Missouri 
2014 of 8.89 cents per kWh compared to 2005 of5.65 cents per kWh representing a 57% increase. 
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Cary G. Featherstone 

1 I In the Regulatory Amortizations section of this surrebuttal testimony, I discuss the 

2 I need to have a mechanism to quantify and capture any over collected amortizations by KCPL 

3 I from regulatory assets and amounts over funded to customers from regulatory liabilities 

4 I (returned to customers through a reduction in cost of service). 

5 I KCPL claims it has not earned its authorized returns in Missouri for 2013 and 2014 

6 I due to continually rising costs and a limited "Missouri regulatory framework"2 that uses a 

7 I ratemaking model in Missouri based on actual historic test years and updating for known and 

8 I measurable changes while ignoring "cost increase that have occurred between the historical 

9 I test year used and the date rates are effective" and ignores costs in a rising cost environment 

10 I after rates are in place " ... with little ability to synchronize recovery with costs incurred other 

11 I than to initiate another expensive and time-consuming rate case."3 While KCPL may have 

12 I not earned the 9.7% authorized by the Commission in the 2012 rate case (ER-2012-0174), 

13 I there is evidence that KCPL's actual earned returns on equity is higher than it is reporting to 

14 I the Commission in testimony or in its annual surveillance reporting. In addition, there are 

15 I many reasons that a utility like KCPL does not earn at authorized levels. 

16 i I also respond to KCPL's witness Klote's rebuttal testimony relating to jurisdictional 

17 I allocations. While KCPL adopted Staffs 4 coincident peak ("CP") method to calculate the 

18 I demand allocation factor, ("demand factor"), KCPL takes issue with the period used to 

19 I determine this demand factor. Staff disagrees with KCPL's criticism of using the four 

20 I summer months of June, July, August and September 2014 and continues to support 

21 I calculation of the demand factor based on these 4 summer months. The demand factor used 

22 I to allocate production and transmission plant, depreciation reserve, depreciation expense and 

2 KCPL witness Ives direct, page 3, line 13. 
3 KCPL witness Ives direct, page 4, lines 3-11. 
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Cary G. Featherstone 

I I related operation and maintenance expenses to Missouri is 53. I 7%. Staff continues to support 

2 I this allocation percentage level. 

3 I Staff agrees with KCPL updating the distribution accounts for meters as of the 

4 I May 31, 20 I 5 true-up date because of the installation of the new advanced metering 

5 I infrastructure meter, the Advanced Metering Infrastructure meter ("AMI meters"). 

6 I KCPL's RATE INCREASES 

7 Q. Mr. Ives discusses various aspects KCPL's past rate increases at pages 3 

8 I through 8 of his rebuttal. Do you believe customers have benefited from the significant 

9 I increases in rates since 2006? 

10 A. While no rate increases are ever well received by customers, customers have 

11 I and are benefiting from the capital investments made to support system reliability and 

I2 I conservation efforts identified by Mr. Ives. Customers throughout KCPL's service area and 

I 3 I people living in Missouri benefited greatly from the reduced emissions from state of the art 

I4 I environmental equipment installed at KCPL's generating fleet. But all those benefits come 

15 I with a steep price paid by the ratepayers, namely significant rate increases causing KCPL's 

16 I rates to increase faster than the national, regional and state averages. 

17 I Since 2006, KCPL has made substantial capital investments to its system causing 

I 8 I customer rates to go up dramatically. The completion of the Iatan 2 generating unit greatly 

19 I increased costs to customers. The improvements made at Wolf Creek and the increase in 

20 I operation and maintenance costs for the power plants and throughout the transmission and 

2 I I distribution system also caused rates to increase. Transmission costs have risen. Transition to 

22 I the new Southwest Power Pool's ("SPP") integrated market has caused cost increases. New 

23 I plant increases caused property tax costs to increase. 
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Surrebuttal Testimony of 
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Q. Mr. Ives identifies what he refers to as the "Comprehensive Energy Plan." 

2 I Were you involved in this plan? 

3 A. Yes. I participated in the development and negotiations of the Regulatory Plan 

4 I that dealt with the regulatory aspects of the Comprehensive Energy Plan. In 2003 to 2005, 

5 I KCPL held a series of workshops, meetings for customers, regulatory meetings, presentations, 

6 I and ultimately a hearing for this plan, what Staff generally refers to as the Regulatory Plan 

7 I (Experimental Regulatory of Kansas City Power & Light Company). This plan was 

8 I submitted to the Commission for approval in Case No. E0-2005-0329, after long and intense 

9 I negotiations between various stakeholders and KCPL. Many parties to the 2005 Regulatory 

10 I Plan case supported the Non-Unanimous Stipulation and Agreement approved by the 

11 I Commission on July 28, 2005. 

12 Q. Mr. Ives identifies in his rebuttal (page 3) several commitments made by 

13 I KCPL from the Regulatory Plan. Did customers make commitments to support this plan? 

14 A. While KCPL certainly made significant commitments to increase generating 

15 I capacity, environmental upgrades and system reliability improvements, those commitments 

16 I were not going to be made by the Company without equal commitments in the form of rate 

17 I payments from customers. While KCPL should be commended with its commitments made 

18 I to improving its system, it was the customers who had to sacrifice to pay for these 

19 I commitments via substantial rate increases. 

20 Q. How many rate increases has KCPL made since 2006? 

21 A. KCPL has five rate increases with this being the sixth rate case. The 

22 I Regulatory Plan identified four rate cases and a fifth rate case was filed in February 2012. 
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1 I KCPL filed for the following rate increases under the Regulatory Plan for the period from 2006 

2 I to 2010 and a rate increase in 2012: 

3 
Case No. Date Filed Amount Amount Effective Date of 

Requested Authorized Rates 

ER-2006·0314 February 1, 2006 $57 million $50.6 million January 1, 2007 
11.5% increase 

ER-2007-0291 February 1, 2007 $45 million $35.3 million January 1, 2008 
8.3% increase 

ER-2009-0089 September 5, 2008 $101 million $95 million September 1, 2009 
17.5% increase 16.2% increase 

ER-2010-0355 June 4, 2010 $92.1 million $34.8 million May 4, 2011 
13.8% increase 5.23% increase 

ER-2012-0174 February 27, 2012 $105.7 million $67.4 million January 26, 2013 
15.1% increase 

ER-2014-0370 October 30, 2014 $120.9 million Pending September 2015 
15.75% increase expected 

4 Source: Commission's Report and Orders from each rate case 

5 KCPL has received a total of $283.1 million since 2007. While KCPL made 

6 I commitments to upgrade its infrastructure through significant investments, its customers made 

7 I substantial commitments to the Company through increases in rates of over 57%. KCPL's 

8 I overall retail rates in Missouri have gone from a 5.65 cents per kilowatt hour in 2005 to 

9 I 8.89 cents per kilowatt hour in 2014.4 

10 Q. Mr. Ives indicates at page 6 of his rebuttal testimony that its electric rates are 

11 I below the nationai"average. Is that so? 

4 EEl Winter 2014 Report, page 179 and EEl Winter 2006 Report, page 179 (see page 14 of Staff Cost of Service 
Report). Using EEl Winter 2014 Report, page 178, KCPL's total rates- Missouri 2014 of 8.89 cents per kWb 
compared to 2005 of 5.65 cents per kWh representing a 57% increase. 
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A. Yes. Tables in Staff Cost of Service Report appearing at pages 14 through 17 

show KCPL' s overall rates and for each class of customer - residential, commercial and 

industrial, or large volume users-are below the national average during the period 2005 to 

2013, the most recent year available when Staff filed its direct testimony. However, KCPL's 

overall rates are above the regional average and the state of Missouri's average. 

Staff recently received the Edison Electric Institute's Typical Bills and Average Rates 

Report Winter 2015. An update to the analysis presented in the Cost of Service Report for 

2014 compared to previous years appears below for overall rates: 

. 

Utility 
Company 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

. 

MISSOURI RETAIL AVERAGE RATES 
KCPL- 8.89. . 8.78 8.23 8.01 7.69 16.88 6.51 6.14 5.66 . 5.65 

Missouri· cents/kwh Jali 26,2013 
ER·2012· . 1\·lay 4, Sepl 1 · Feb 1 Fe'-'1 · 

0174 .. 
20ll ER· ER· ER· 

ER-2010; 2009- 2007- 2006- I 
0355 0089 0291 0314 I. I 

MPS 9.56 9.51 9.48 9.31 9.09 8.36 7.79 7.33 6.85 6.45 I 

L&P 9.14 9.10 8.49 7.34 6.75 6.34 5.93 5.63 5.30 5.20 

Ameren 8.02 8.12 7.36 7.16 6.48 5.95 5.43 5.46 5.43 5.49 
Missouri 
Empire- 11.00 10.65 10.35 10.07 8.96 8.45 8.18 8.03 7.33 7.09 
Missouri 
Missouri 8.56 8.58 7.96 7.72 7.11 6.55 6.04 5.93 5.74 5.71 
Avera!!e 

KANSAS RETAIL AVERAGE RATES 
KCPL- 10.40 10,42 9.87 9.43 8.57 8.06 7.46 6.73 6.35 6.32 
Kansas 

Empire· 10.39 10.15 10.48 10.11 9.25 8.41 8.69 8.61 8.06 6.54 
Kansas 
Westar 9.54 8.87 8.42 7.90 7.46 7.13 6.32 5.73 6.04 6.03 

Energy--
KGE 

Westar 10.17 9.42 8.99 8.28 8.15 7.82 6.92 6.06 6.25 5.58 
Energy--

KPL 
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Utility 
Company 2014 

Kansas 9.99 
Avera e 

2013 2012 2011 

9.46 9.00 8.43 

2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

8.00 7.62 6.84 6.12 6.35 6.14 

West I 8.70 I 8.56 I 8.o6 I 7.82 I 7.53 I 7.14 I 6.81 I 6.s1 I 6.38 I 6.17 
North 

Central 
United I 10.72 I 10.37 I 1o.o9 I 10,09 I 9.97 I 9.83 I 9.11 I 9.2o I 8.89 I 8.22 
States 

Avera e 
I 
2 
3 

Source: EEl Winter 20 I 0 Report, page 180 provided Data Request 380- ER-20 I 0·0355 
EEl Winter 2012 Report, page 180 provided Data Request 241- ER-2012·0174 
EEl Winter 2014 Report, page 179; EEl Winter 2015 Report, page 178 

4 I Attached as Surrebuttal Schedule CGF-sl are updated tables to include 2014 for residential, 

5 I commercial and industrial customer rates for period 2005 to 2014. 

6 I While KCPL's overall rates may be below the national average, those rates increased 

7 I over 57% from 2005 to 2014. The national average rates increased at just 30% over the same 

8 I period. The West North Central region, which includes KCPL, experienced an overall 

9 I increase of 41%. 

10 I KCPL's residential rates increased 60% compared to just 32% for the national 

II I average. The West North Central region residential rates increased 43% compared to the 

12 I Company's 60% increase for that same period. 

13 I Of course, none of these increases include any impact of changes in rates from this 

14 I case, expected late September 2015. 

15 I It is certainly true, customers benefited from the many changes made to KCPL's 

16 I infrastructure, but customers are paying and will continue to pay for every one of these 

17 I improvements. With all the improvements, come a price-KCPL's rates have gone up faster 

18 I than the national, regional and state averages. While KCPL' s overall total rates in the past 

19 I were below the regional rates, they are now higher than the regional average. 
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REGULATORY AMORTIZATIONS- Regulatory Assets and Regulatory Liabilities 

Q. Please summarize KCPL's position regarding Staffs treatment of expiring 

3 I amortizations. 

4 A. KCPL's witness Klote identifies at pages 9 through 16 of his rebuttal 

5 I testimony the Company's opposition to quantifying and capturing the amortizations from 

6 I previously authorized deferral mechanisms that KCPL fully recovered. In fact, until rates 

7 I change in this case, KCPL continues to collect from its customers for these fully recovered 

8 I amortizations. While KCPL collected the entire amount of the deferrals over the prescribed 

9 I amortization periods, the Company believes the amounts over-collected for these 

10 I amortizations in essence belong to KCPL. The amortizations for deferred costs are identified 

11 I as regulatory assets. 

12 I KCPL's witness Ives discusses at pages 15 and 16 of his rebuttal testimony, the 

13 I Iatan 2 operations and maintenance ("O&M") tracker amortizations. KCPL attempts to link 

14 I any proposed rate treatment of fully recovered amortizations for Iatan 2' s O&M tracker to 

15 I approval of its request for various deferral mechanisms in this case. 

16 I KCPL takes the position that any amortization completed during the period of current 

17 I rates should flow to its earnings-Great Plains Energy shareholders should benefit from the 

18 I excess collections generated from fully collected amortizations. 

19 Q. Were the amortizations expected to be kept to the benefit of KCPL once fully 

20 . I recovered? 

21 A. No. The deferral mechanisms are unique to the regulatory process. Generally, 

22 I the types of costs causing a deferral for a regulated utility would be required to be charged to 

23 I income in the period of the event or occurrence. In determining utility rates, the Missouri 
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1 I Commission can authorize the deferral of costs for recovery in future periods. The intent of 

2 I the deferral process is to allow recovery of these costs, not over recovery. Indeed, ifKCPL is 

3 I allowed to "keep" the over recovered amounts, they will "profit", collecting in excess of the 

4 I agreed to amortizations. Staff supported deferral recovery of these costs in rates to allow full 

5 I recovery by KCPL but did not intend for KCPL to over recover those costs, or in essence, 

6 I receive a windfall gain from the amortization process. 

7 Q. Does Staff agree with KCPL's proposed treatment of the expired 

8 I amortizations? 

9 A. No. Staff believes any amounts collected above the total deferrals once the 

10 i amortizations were completed should be quantified and used as offsets to other unamortized 

11 I deferrals. The over-collected amounts from customers from these fully recovered 

12 I amortizations relating to the regulatory assets should be applied to other amortizations that 

13 I still being recovered. Customer have paid the agreed upon amounts and should not have to 

14 I "overpay" for these amortizations. Staff believes the over-collected amortizations that have 

15 I occurred and, will occur in the future, should be treated independent of KCPL's request for 

16 I the various trackers it is requesting in this case. 

17 Q. What happens to fully recovered amortizations? 

18 A. KCPL continues to collect in rates each amortization that ends and will do so 

19 I until rates are changed, expected September 30, 2015. Once approved by the Commission, a 

20 I deferral is established on KCPL's books as a regulatory asset. These amortizations are 

21 I charged to KCPL' s books as an expense each month during the Commission authorized 

22 I amortization period. This reduces the deferral amounts reflected in KCPL' s deferred accounts 

23 I as the amortization is recovered during the amortization period. The deferred amounts are 

Page 10 



I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Surrebuttal Testimony of 
Cary G. Featherstone 

fully recovered when the deferred accounts no longer contain a balance. At that time, KCPI 

discontinues expensing the fully recovered amortizations. However, since rates are no 

changed, KCPL continues to collect the same amounts from its customers. As such, KCPI 

over-collects these fully recovered amortizations. All over-collected amounts are retained b) 

KCPL to its benefit unless those amounts are quantified, as Staff has done, and reflected a~ 

reductions for other amortizations that are not fully recovered. 

Q. Please identify the amortizations that have been fully recovered. 

A. The following table identifies the various amortizations for specific areas thai 

KCPL deferred through the update period December 31, 2014 and the true-up period oJ 

May 31,2015: 

Over collection Over collection Over collection 
Regulatory End Date of Annual at December 31, at May31, at 

Asset Amortization Amortization 2014 2015 September 30, 
2015 

Regulatory 
Assets 
2010 Rate 
Case Apri12014 $1,294,629 $863,086 $1,402,515 $1,834,058 
Expense-
Vintage 1 
WolfCreek 
Refueling August 2014 $314,116 $104,705 $235,587 $340,292 
No. 16 
Economic 
Relief Pilot ' 

April2014 $85,642 $57,095 $92,779 $121,326 ! 

Program 
(ERPP) i 

Regulatory ' 

Liabilities 
R&D Tax 
Credit August 2014 $78,846 $26,282 $59,134 $85,416 
Expenses 
Total Net $1,773,233 $1,051,168 $1,790,015 $2,381,092 

-····--
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Q. Has Staff requested ratemaking treatment for any of the fully recovered 

2 I amortizations in this case? 

3 A. Yes. Various Staff members addressed the fully recovered amortizations 

4 I throughout the Cost of Service Report shown below: 

5 

Regulatory Asset End Date of Staff Witness Cost of Service 
Amortization Report 

Overall 
Amortizations Keith Majors Pages 145-148 

2010 Rate Case Reduce other 

Expense- April2014 Keith Majors Pages 147-148 unamortized 

Vintage 1 Matthew R. Young Page 130 vintages in this 
case 
Reduce other 

WolfCreek August 2014 unamortized 
Refueling No. 16 V. William Harris Page 115 vintages in this 

case 
Economic Relief Unspent funds 
Pilot Program April2014 MatthewR. Young Page 137-138 be used for 
(ERPP) future ERPP 

R&D Tax Credit 
Requested 

Expenses August 2014 Karen Lyons Page 145 . future recovery 
treatment 

6 

7 Q. Why is it appropriate to reflect the fully recovered amortizations in this case? 

8 A. KCPL collected from its customers the agreed upon amounts for each of the 

9 I amortizations identified in the table above and is now collecting an excess amount for those 

I 0 I fully recovered amortizations until rates are changed in this case. Customers fulfilled their 

II I obligation to KCPL by paying the entire deferred balance - they should not be over charged 

12 I by allowing KCPL to retain the over collections, in essence, to profit from the fully collected 

13 I amortization amounts. 

14 Q. Mr. Klote believes the use of the over-collected amortizations in this manner is 

15 I retroactive. Do you agree with this assessment? 
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A. No. There is nothing retroactive about the treatment of these amortizations 

2 i since they ended after the test year and within the update period of December 31,2014. Each 

3 I amortization expired during 2014, within the update period in this case of December 31, 2014. 

4 I An adjustment was necessary to eliminate the expired amortization for amounts charged in the 

5 I test year ending March 31, 2014. 

6 Q. Does Staffs proposed treatment of the fully recovered amounts harm KCPL? 

7 A. No. KCPL fully recovered the agreed to amounts of the deferred costs. Not 

8 I using the over-collected amounts to offset other amortizations as Staff proposes allows KCPL 

9 I to financial gains from these cost recovery mechanisms- clearly not the intent of the deferral 

10 I process. Staff supports KCPL collecting the proper amount of the amortizations but does not 

II I support the Company over-collecting them. Staffs proposed treatment for the fully recovered 

12 I amortizations ensures KCPL collects amounts agreed to and what the Company is entitled to, 

13 I but not more. 

14 Q. Are there other amortizations currently built into rates that have not been fully 

15 I recovered? 

16 A. Yes. Several amortizations exist that have amortization periods extending 

17 I beyond this rate case, as follows: 

18 

End Date of 
Cost of 

Regulatory Asset Amortization Staff Witness Service 
Report 

Overall Keith Majors Pages 144 

2011 Missouri January 2018 Keith Majors Page 144 River Flood 
Iatan 2 O&M January 2016 V. William Harris Page 118 Amortization 

19 
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1 I Staff proposes that the amortizations that continue beyond this rate case be quantified 

2 I when they become fully recovered, so over-collections are available to offset any existing 

3 I amortizations in the next rate case. The Commission should require KCPL to capture the 

4 I deferred costs for those amortizations when fully recovered to use as offset to other 

5 I amortizations. Once those amortizations reach full recovery, KCPL should track the 

6 I over-collections through any cutoff period-an update period, true-up or effective date of 

7 I rates-to be available to be used in the future rate case and continue to identity the amounts 

8 I through the date new rates take effect of the next rate case. 

9 I The recovery of the deferrals was intended to allow KCPL to receive rate recovery of 

10 I the amortizations but was not to allow the Company to profit or gain from the deferred 

11 I mechanisms. 

12 Q. Are the expiring amortizations both deferred assets and deferred liabilities? 

13 A. Yes. Both types of deferral were reflected on KCPL' s books and records and 

14 I included in the existing rate structure. 

15 Q. What are regulatory assets? 

16 A. Regulatory assets are deferral accounting treatments of certain types of costs. 

17 I Regulatory assets are selected costs, typically extraordinary in nature, that are allowed to be 

18 I deferred and generally recovered over a specific period of time such as five or ten years. The 

19 I costs are not charged to income (are not charged to expenses) in the year of incurrence but 

20 I deferred to a regulatory asset account- PERC Account 182.3 Other Regulatory Assets5 or 

' Account 182.3- Other Regulatory Assets 
A. This account shall include the amounts of regulatory-created assets, not includible in other accounts, 

resulting from the ratemaking actions of regulatory agencies. (See Definition No. 30.) 
B. The amounts included" in this account are to be established by those charges which would have been 

included in net income, or accumulated other comprehensive income, detenninations in the current period under 
the general requirements of the Uniform System of Accounts but for it being probable that such items will be 
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1 I Account 186 Miscellaneous Deferred Debits6
• 

2 I The deferred costs do not increase expenses in the year deferred, but is amortized to 

3 I expenses in future periods. The deferred amounts are amortized and the utility typically is 

4 I allowed to include the amortization as an increased cost of service item-an increase of 

5 I costs reflected in rates. When the regulatory asset is fully recovered (fully amortized), 

6 I expenses are reduced. 

7 I The utility benefits from regulatory assets as the costs are reflected in its rate structure. 

8 I An example of a regulatory asset is when a utility defers costs from an ice storm, generally, to 

9 I restore the distribution and transmission systems back to the pre-storm levels. The deferred 

10 I costs are recovered in rates over a period of time such as over five or ten years. 

11 Q. What are regulatory liabilities? 

12 A. Certain deferrals have the effect of reducing expenses, referred to as deferred 

13 !liabilities. The regulatory liability amounts reduce expenses over a period of time, flowing 

14 I monies for the deferrals back to customers in the same way the regulatory assets increase 

15 I costs over the recovery period. Once the regulatory liability amortization is completed and 

16 I the customers are fully funded (reimbursed), the end of the amortizations increase expenses to 

17 I KCPL, the opposite of when KCPL fully recovers the regulatory asset. 

included in a different period(s) for purposes of developing rates that the utility is authorized to charge for its 
utility services. When specific identification of the particular source of a regulatory asset cannot be made, such 
as in plant phase-ins, rate moderation plans, or rate levelization plans, account 407.4, regulatory credits, shall be 
credited. The amounts recorded in this account are generally to be charged, concurrently with the recovery of 
the amounts in rates, to the same account that would have been charged if included in income when incurred, 
except all regulatory assets established through the use of account 407.4 shall be charged to account 407.3, 
regulatory debits, concurrent with the recovery in rates. 

6 Account 186 Miscellaneous Deferred Debits 
A. For Major utilities, this account shall include all debits not elsewhere provided for, such as 

miscellaneous work in progress, and unusual or extraordinary expenses, not included in other accounts, which 
are in process of amortization and items the proper final disposition of which is uncertain. 
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I I Regulatory liabilities are selected reductions to costs that are allowed to be deferred 

2 I and generally refunded, or flowed back to customers over a specific period of time, such as 

3 I five or ten years. TI1e cost reductions are not reflected in income (are not credited to revenues 

4 I or reduction to expenses) in the year of incurrence but deferred to a regulatory liability 

5 I account- FERC Account 254- Other Regulatory Liabilities.7 The deferred liabilities reduce 

6 I expenses in the year deferred, thus a deferral that is amortized as a reduction to expenses in 

7 I future periods. The deferred amounts are amortized and the utility is required to reduce its 

8 I cost of service-- a decrease of costs reflected in rates. The utility's customers benefit from 

9 I regulatory liabilities as the cost reductions are reflected in its rate structure. An example of a 

10 I regulatory liability is when a utility receives proceeds from an insurance claim that is flowed 

11 I back to its customers over a period oftime such as over five or ten years. 

12 I Staff's proposed treatment for fully funded regulatory liabilities is consistent with the 

13 I treatment of fully recovered amortizations relating to regulatory assets. Any reduction in 

14 I costs to provide customers the benefit of flowing back the dollars for the regulatory liabilities, 

15 I once fully funded to customers, should be quantified and used to increase unrecovered 

16 I regulatory asset balances. Both the fully amortized regulatory liabilities and regulatory assets 

17 I will be addressed in future rate case. 

7 Account 254- Other Regulatory Liabilities 
A. This account shall include the amounts of regulatory liabilities, not includible in other accounts, 

imposed on the utility by the ratemaking actions of regulatory agencies. (See Definition No. 30.) 
B. TI1e amounts included in this account are to be established by those credits which would have been 

included in net income, or accumulated other comprehensive income, detenninations in current period under the 
general requirements of the Uniform System of Accounts but for it being probable that: Such items will be 
included in a different period(s) for purposes of developing the rates that the utility is authorized to charge for its 
utility services; or refunds to customers, not provided for in other accounts, will be required. When specific 
identification of the particular source of the regulatory liability cannot be made or when the liability arises from 
revenues collected pursuant to tariffs on file at a regulatory agency, account 407.3, regulatory debits, shall be 
debited. The amounts recorded in this account generally are to be credited to the same account that would have 
been credited if included in income when earned except: All regulatory liabilities established through the use of 
account 407.3 shall be credited to account 407.4, regulatory credits; and in the case of refunds, a cash account or 
other appropriate account should be credited when the obligation is satisfied. 
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1 I Staff witness Karen Lyons proposed this treatment for the Research and Development 

2 I Tax Credit Amortization discussed at page 145 of the Cost of Service Report. 

3 Q. Is Staff requesting the Commission require KCPL to quantifY and capture any 

4 I amortization reaching full recovery? 

5 A. Yes. In addition to reflecting the over collections for the regulatory assets and 

6 I over funding to customers for regulatory liabilities that have expired during the course of the 

7 I update and test periods in this case, Staff requests the Commission require KCPL in the future 

8 I to take any amount over the amount needed to fully recover ammiizations and treat it as a 

9 I regulatory liability to be returned to customers in a future rate case. In the case of any current 

10 I regulatory liabilities KCPL is returning to customers through an amortization that is reflected 

11 i in new rates determined in this case, KCPL should capture those amounts once they have 

12 I been fully funded back to customers and treat them as a regulatory asset. The amounts for the 

13 I regulatory assets and regulatory liabilities should be identified to be reflected as additions or 

14 I subtractions in an amortization over a five-year period in a future rate case. 

15 - Q. Under Staffs proposal of requiring KCPL to quantifY over recovered amounts 

16 I of regulatory assets, do those become regulatory liabilities? 

17 A. Yes. Once the amortizations from the regulatory assets are fully collected in 

18 I rates, any amounts accumulated must be credited to a regulatory liability for future refunding 

19 I to customers or reductions in other unamortized regulatory assets. The over recovered 

20 I amortizations can be used to offset any remaining amortizations not yet recovered. 

21 I Conversely, any payments over the fully refunded amount due to customers should be 

22 I captured as offsets (reduction) to existing regulatory liabilities. Once the customers receive 
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1 I full benefits from the deferred liabilities (deferred credits), KCPL should quantify those 

2 I amounts as a deferred asset to increase existing amortizations. 

3 I Since KCPL always has deferrals it is either recovering from its customers or is 

4 I refunding back to its customers through amortizations, amounts over collected or over 

5 I refunded can be dealt in the normal accounting of the amortization process. 

6 Q. Beyond the fully recovered amortizations, has KCPL recently experienced 

7 I other reduced costs? 

8 A. Yes. In 2014, the Department of Energy reduced the fees paid by Wolf Creek 

9 I for nuclear storage. KCPL experienced a significant reduction in its costs by the elimination 

10 I of these nuclear storage fees. Staff filed an application with the Commission seeking an 

11 I Accounting Order requiring KCPL to identify and defer these cost savings as a regulatory 

12 I liability. The Accounting Order application, filed October 9, 2014, was designated as Case 

13 I No. EU-2015-0094. Staff wanted to be sure these deferred cost savings were identified for 

14 i the proper rate making determination in KCPL's October 30, 2014 rate case. 

15 Q. Did Staff quantify the amount of DOE fees KCPL was no longer required to 

16 I pay for WolfCreek's nuclear storage? 

17 A. Yes. The amount of collections in rates relating to the DOE fees is 

18 I $2.8 million total KCPL and $1.6 million on a Missouri jurisdictional basis for the update 

19 I period ending December 31, 2014. The DOE fees eliminated costs valued at $4.7 million 

20 I total KCPL and $2.7 million on a Missouri jurisdictional basis through the true-up 

21 I ending May 31, 2015. Staff made an adjustment in its cost of service calculation to reflect the 

22 I total amount for DOE fees over a 5-year period as a reduction to nuclear fuel costs 

23 I (Adjustment E 55.1). 

Page 18 



Surrebuttal Testimony of 
Cary G. Featherstone 

I I The following table identifies the amount of the DOE cost reduction recognized by 

2 I KCPL for the update period December 31, 2014, the true-up period of May 31, 2015 and 

3 I through the effective date of rates in this case: 

4 

5 
6 
7 

Begin Date of End Date of 
Total Savings 

Missouri 
Savings Savings Jurisdictional 

May 16,2014 December 31, 20 14 $2.8 million $1.6 million 

Mayl6, 2014 Mav 31,2015 $4.7 million $2.7 million 

May 16,2014 September 29, 2015 $6.2 million $3.5 million 
Source: Missouri Jurisdictional Energy Allocation Factor 57.12%·- KCPL ER-2012-0174, 
EFIS 353 Staff Accounting Schedule for True-up filed November 8, 2012-- Schedule 9, 
page 3- Account 501, line 12 

I 

8 Q. Did Staff file an application with the Commission addressing the reduction in 

9 I KCPL' s costs for the DOE fees? 

10 A. Yes. On October 9, 2014 Staff requested the Commission approve an 

II I Accounting Order to defer the cost savings for the DOE fees. This Accounting Order request 

12 I was designated as Case No. EU-2015-0094, and specifically asked the Commission to order 

13 I KCPL to record this cost reduction as a regulatory liability based on the annualized level 

14 I of this cost included in rates as of January 26, 2013, the effective date in rates for Case No. 

15 I ER-2012-0174. The Commission approved a consolidation of Case No. EU-2015-0094 with 

16 I KCPL's 2015 rate case, Case No. ER-2014-0370, in its January 30, 2015 Order 

17 I Consolidating Cases. 

18 I Through a combined stipulation concerning another deferral request made by KCPL 

19 I for continuation of construction accounting for La Cygne Station's environmental cost 

20 I upgrades, identified as Case No. EU-2014-0255, the request to defer the cost savings for DOE 

21 I fee reductions is to be treated as part of this rate case. Staff witness Majors provides 

22 I additional testimony on the DOE fees and continuation of construction accounting. 
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Q. KCPL witness Ives presents in his rebuttal testimony, at page 16, KCPL's 

2 I position that no over recovery of amortizations should be considered unless the Company's 

3 I requested rate mechanisms are approved. Does Staff agree with this position? 

4 A. No. There is no relationship to KCPL benefiting from over collecting the fully 

5 I recovered amortizations and its request for the fuel clause and the many trackers it is 

6 I requesting in this case. KCPL's proposals for the various rate mechanisms should be 

7 I considered independently from how the Commission should decide the proper treatment for 

8 I the fully recovered amortizations. 

9 I REGULATORYLAG 

10 Q. Does KCPL claim in its rebuttal testimony it is experiencing an earnings 

11 I shortfall in Missouri? 

12 A. Yes. Several KCPL witnesses indicate KCPL's Missouri operation has not 

13 I earned its authorized rate of return in its rebuttal testimony. 8 KCPL witness Rush summarizes 

14 I the Company's position regarding its inability to earn an appropriate return at page 30 of his 

15 I rebuttal testimony; "since new rates last took effect in early 2013, KCP&L's actual Missouri-

16 I jurisdictional return on equity ("ROE") has fallen substantially short of the 9.7% ROE 

17 I authorized by the [Missouri] Commission in Case No. ER-2012-0174 ... " 

18 Q. Has earning below authorized levels impacted Great Plains? 

19 A. Great Plains apparently suffered no adverse effects by any such earnings 

20 I declines. According to the March 19, 2015 SNL Financial LC or SNL Energy ("SNL"), 

21 I Great Plains ranked 15th on its Top 25 utilities for 2014 results based on "earnings before 

22 I interest, taxes, depreciation and amortizations ("EBITDA") recurring margins, meaning Great 

8 Rebuttal Testimonies oflves, pages 9- 14; Rush, pages 30-31 and Overcast, pages 25-26. 
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I ! Plains earnings are doing well. (See attached Schedule CGF-s2) Great Plains' EBITDA 

2 I recurring margin for 2014 was 35.68% and for 2013 it was 38.48%. It is noteworthy 

3 I that Great Plains EBITDA results were higher than both Empire District Electric 

4 I Company ("Empire") and Ameren Corporation, the parent companies to Missouri's other 

5 I electric utilities. 

6 Q. Has Great Plains had other positive results from their earnings? 

7 A. Yes. As noted in my rebuttal testimony at pages 14 to 16, Great Plains has 

8 I quality earnings, including a total shareholder return of21% for 2014.9 In 2013, Great Plains 

9 I reported to its shareholders in its annual report: 

10 In 2013, Great Plains Energy continued down a determined path 
II to improve our total shareholder return. Our mantra of 
12 "Execute, Execute, Execute" focused on our ability to achieve 
13 operational excellence, manage costs and significantly reduce 
14 regulatory lag. I am proud to report that we delivered on this 
15 goal. Our 2013 total shareholder return of 24 percent placed us 
16 in Tier 1 of investor-owned utilities, which compared to a 13 
17 percent return for the Edison Electric Institute Index.10 

18 I Total shareholder return is the change in Great Plains stock price from the beginning 

19 I of the year to the end of one annual period plus any dividends paid in the year. 

20 Q. How does the Missouri Commission rank among other regulatory utility 

21 I commissions? 

22 A. As it has for some time, the Commission currently ranks as "average" among 

23 I the other state public utility commissions. SNL ranks state commissions as above average, 

24 I average and below average from an investor perspective. Within each category a further 

25 I ranking exists with designations of 1 through 3. The following is a footnote to a recent 

9 2014 Great Plains Energy Incorporated Annual Report, page. 2. 
10 2013 Great Plains Energy Incorporated Annual Report, page 1- Terry Bassham's letter to shareholders. 
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I I ranking of the state commissions describing these rankings used to evaluate them from an 

2 I investor perspective: 

3 RRA [Regulatory Research Associates- SNL Energy's affiliate] 
4 maintains three principal categories, Above Average, Average, 
5 and Below Average, with Above Average indicating a relatively 
6 more constructive, lower-risk regulatory enviromnent from an 
7 investor viewpoint, and Below Average indicating a less 
8 constructive, higher-risk regulatory climate from an investor 
9 viewpoint. Within the three principal rating categories, the 

I 0 numbers I, 2, and 3 indicate relative position. The designation 
II I indicates a stronger (more constructive) rating; 2. a mid range 
12 rating; and, 3. a weaker (less constructive) rating. We endeavor 
13 to maintain an approximately equal number of ratings above the 
14 average and below the average. 

15 I The most recent report from SNL lists the Missouri Commission as "Average/ 2", or 

16 I in the middle between more constructive (Above Average) and less constructive (Below 

17 I Average) with further designation as "2", or mid-range rating. In fact, the Commission has 

18 I been an "Average/ 2" ranking since January 8, 2008. 

19 I Noteworthy, the Kansas Commission, KCPL's other state commission, ranks the same 

20 I as the Missouri Commission-- "Average/ 2". See Schedule CGF-s3 for the SNL report listing 

21 I the rankings of all the state commissions. 

22 Q. Does SNL further evaluate the Commission? 

23 A. Yes. SNL files individual state commission reports. Attached as Schedule 

24 I CGF-s 4 is the latest report on the Commission identifying the January 2008 "Average/2" 

25 I ranking. 

26 I In addition, RRA's Regulatory Focus published an April!O, 2015 (Schedule CGF-s 5) 

27 I "State Regulatory Evaluations" identifies the Missouri Commission as "N2", or Average/ 2 

28 I in the alphabetical listing the bottom of page 2 of this report. This was published after the 

29 I April3, 2015 direct filing of Staff in this case. 
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Further, as a point of reference, RRA's Regulatory Focus published an April I6, 2013 

2 I (Schedule CGF -s 6) "State Regulatory Evaluations" identifies the Missouri Commission as 

3 I "A/2", or Average/ 2 in the alphabetical listing. This is noteworthy because this report was 

4 i issued shortly after the implementation of rates on January 26, 2013 in KCPL's last rate case-

5 I Case No. ER-20I2-0I 74. 

6 Q. KCPL's witness Overcast addresses regulatory lag and the opportunity for a 

7 I utility to earn its allowed return at page 26 of his rebuttal. Please comment. 

8 A. At page 25 of his rebuttal, Dr. Overcast references conclusions presented in an 

9 I article that specifically concerns incentives relating to regulatory lag: 

I 0 I. As an efficiency incentive, regulatory lag functions poorly 
I I because neither the rewards nor the punishments that flow from 
I2 it bear a direct relationship to the company's efficiency. 

13 2. Regulatory lag simply operates as a squeeze on the utility. 
I 4 The need for the squeeze, the degree of squeeze, and when the 
I 5 squeeze should be applied are not issues that commissions 
I 6 consider when they permit regulatory lag. 

I 7 · 3. High inflation during a regulatory lag period may impair the 
I 8 efficient producer's financial integrity. 

I9 4. Regulatory lag is at best an "inadvertent," "crude," and 
20 "clumsy" tool to promote utility efficiency. 

2I Senator Warren concluded her discussion of the incentive role 
22 of regulatory lag as it relates to the F AC concept by saying 
23 "That regulatory lag continues to protect consumer interests and 
24 is the best available means of providing efficiency incentive is 
25 demonstrably a fallacy." This analysis of the incentive concept 
26 is wholly consistent with views of utility Commissions around 
27 the country who have approved full tracking fuel clauses as a 
28 means of meeting the concept of a just and reasonable rate that 
29 allows the utility a reasonable opportunity to earn its allowed 
30 return. 

31 [Footnotes omitted] 

32 Q. Has KCPL experienced the disincentives of regulatory lag discussed in 

33 I Dr. Overcast's rebuttal testimony? 
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1 A. While KCPL certainly experiences adverse impacts on its earnings recently 

2 I because of higher costs, KCPL has also greatly benefited from regulatory lag. Regulat01y lag 

3 I provided KCPL powerful incentives during a period of post-Wolf Creek and power plant 

4 I construction in late 1980s. In fact, the 1985 WolfCreek rate case was the last rate case filed 

5 I by KCPL until the start of the series of rate cases filed under the Experimental Regulatory 

6 I Plan ("Regulatory Plan") discussed in KCPL's witness lves rebuttal (pages 3-5). The 

7 I Regulatory Plan primarily concerned the building oflatan 2, placed in service August 2010. 

8 I The first of four planned rate cases started with the February 1, 2006 rate filing, Case No. 

9 I ER-2006-0314. KCPL's rates did not increase from Aprill986 until rates went into effect on 

1 0 I January 1, 2007 for the 2006 rate case. 

11 l For over twenty years, KCPL avoided rate increase cases because of the benefits it 

12 I recognized through the incentives built into regulatory lag. KCPL experienced both increases 

13 I and decreases in cost of service. Through the ratemaking frame work of regulatory lag, 

14 I KCPL constructed power plants starting in 1997 with the completion of Hawthorn 6, a 136 

15 I megawatt natural gas-fired combustion turbine, and the construction of several natural 

16 I gas-fired combustion turbines in 2000 and 2003, for a total of 805 megawatts.U All these 

17 I units were completed without the need for a rate case. In fact, KCPL had several rate 

18 I reductions during this two-decade period of rate stability brought on by regulatory lag 

19 I ratemaking benefits. 

20 I KCPL also rebuilt its Hawthorn 5 unit after the February 1999 explosion. Incurring 

21 I substantial costs and higher fuel and purchased power costs as well as lost off-system sales 

22 I opportunities, resulted in downward pressure to KCPL's earnings, yet the Company did not 

11 2010 Great Plains Energy Incorporated Annual Report, page 22. 
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1 I file for a rate increase until the 2006 rate case. The reason for the 2006 rate case was directly 

2 I related to the construction of Iatan 2 and the related financial metrics agreed to in the 

3 I Regulatory Plan. 

4 Q. During the 20 years in which regulatory Jag worked in KCPL's favor, what 

5 I rate reductions occurred? 

6 A. Since the 1985 WolfCreek rate case and two sequent WolfCreek rate phase-in 

7 I increases contemplated in that rate case, there were several rate reductions as result of Staff 

8 I earning reviews. The following table identifies the rate activity for KCPL after Wolf Creek 

9 I was placed in rates in April 1986, through the 2006 rate case filing: 

10 

. Order Date Case Number Original Rate Commission Decision 
·Request 

April 23, 1986 E0-85-185 $194.7 million $78.3 million 

April!, 1987 E0-85-185 Not Applicable $7.7 million 

May 5, 1988 E0-85-185 . Not Applicable $8.5 million 

December 29, 1993 ER-94-197 Not Applicable ($12.5 million) 

July 3, 1996 E0-94-199 Not Applicable ($9.0 million) 

October 7, 1997 E0-94-199 Not Applicable ($11.0 million) 

Aprill3, 1999 ER-99-313 Not Applicable ($15.0 million) 

--· 

11 

12 I All of these reductions directly resulted from the concept of regulatory Jag. KCPL 

13 I experienced significant cost reductions after the Wolf Creek rate case concluded. KCPL 
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1 I retained the vast majority of these cost reductions and revenue growth for a substantial period 

2 I of years. 

3 Q. What cost reductions did KCI'L experience during the 20 years it did not make 

4 I rate case filings? 

'5 A. KCPL experienced reductions in employee levels, decreased fuel and freight 

6 I costs, cost of capital decreases and substantial reduction in income taxes. KCPL also 

7 I experienced sustained revenue growth, especially in off-system sales during much of the 

8 I non-rate case period. The improvement in the economy in the late 1980s and much of the 

9 I 1990s, along with operational events experienced by KCPL, allowed for a general decline in 

10 I rates because: 

11 
12 

13 
14 

15 
16 
17 

18 

19 
20 

21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

• Construction of new plant declined significantly, causing rate base to decline 
during a period ofpost-WolfCreek in service 

• The newly constructed power plants enabled KCPL to actively engage in the 
off-system market, substantially increasing revenues 

• Substantial reduction in payroll and benefit costs as employee levels decreased 
through down-sizing and right-sizing programs resulting from productivity 
gains through technology and improvements in work processes 

• Substantial reductions in fuel and freight costs 

• Reductions in costs from material management improvements and inventory 
controls including better utilization of fuel inventories 

• Significant reduction of inflation that reduced the pressure of cost increases for 
goods and services used by the utility industry 

• Significant reduction in income taxes as result of the 1986 Tax Reform Act 

• Cost of capital decreased substantially for both equity returns and debt costs 

• Customer growth and increased usage increased revenues 
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Q. What employee reductions were experienced by KCPL during the time it was 

2 I not filing rate cases? 

3 A. In I987, KCPL had over 3,IOO employees, the first full year after WolfCreek 

4 I rates became effective. In 2006, the last full year before the new cycle of rate increases 

5 I started, Great Plains had a total of 2,407 employees; of those KCPL employed 2, I 40 

6 I employees. The following table shows the decline in KCPL employee levels during the 

7 I 20 years it did not have rate cases: 

8 

9 
IO 
II 

I2 

Year KCPL 
Employees 

I987 3,154 

I988 3,2I4 
I989 3,25I 
I990 3,243 • 

I99I 3,276 
I992 3,18I 
I993 3,130 . 

I994 2,738 
I995 2,643 
I996 2,602 
I997 2,594 
I998 2,550 
I999 2,529 
2000 2,570 
2001 2,258 GPE 

2,248 KCPL 
2002 n/a 
2003 n/a 
2004 n/a 
2005 2,382 GPE 

2,078 KCPL 
2006 2,407 GPE 

2,140 KCPL 
Source: Years 1987-1997 KCPL's "Financial & Statistics 1987-1997," Report, pages 
12-13 (employee date excludes employees allocated to joint owners ofLaCygne and 
latan and includes employees allocated to KCPL for WolfCreek. 

Great Plains Annual Reports 2001, p. 6; 2005, p. 12; 2006, p. 12 
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Q. Why is there a difference between the Great Plains and KCPL employee 

2 !levels? 

3 A. On October 1, 2001, Great Plains was incorporated and became the owner of 

4 I KCPL and two other non-regulated subsidiaries.12 In 2001, KCPL had 2,248 employees and 

5 I another Great Plains subsidiary had 10 employees, making up the 2,258 parent company total. 

6 I By 2006, Great Plains had other non-regulated entities and a parent company corporate staff. 

7 I The total employees for KCPL numbered 2,140. KCPL experienced a decline of over 1,000 

8 I employees in the 20 years from 1987 to 2006. 

9 Q. What caused the employee reductions? 

10 A. During the period of the late 1980s and 1990s, companies like KCPL benefited 

11 I from technological changes. Work forces became more productive through the use of 

12 I computers and technology improvements. Through improvements in work processes, KCPL, 

13 I like many companies, reduced its work force significantly, resulting in dramatic cost savings. 

14 Q. Were these cost reductions passed on to KCPL' s customers? 

15 A. KCPL retained most of those payroll savings throughout the period it did not 

16 I have rate increase cases. While some earnings reviews that took place resulted in rate 

17 I reductions, the vast majority of the payroll savings stayed with KCPL. KCPL benefited 

18 I greatly from the payroll savings, as it did with many other costs reductions, through 

19 I regulatory lag. 

20 Q. Did KCPL have a fuel clause during this period of cost reductions? 

21 A. No. KCPL has not had a fuel clause since the late 1970s when the Missouri 

22 I Supreme Court ruled in the State ex rei. Util. Consumers' Council of Missouri, Inc. v. Pub. 

12 2001 Great Plains Annual Report, page I of December 31, 2001 SEC 10-K. 
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1 ~ Serv. Comm'n, 585 S.W.2d 41 (Mo. 1979) (the "UCCM case") the Commission lacked 

2 I jurisdiction over authorizing fuel adjustment clause mechanisms because they constituted 

3 ~ single issue ratemaking. KCPL fully retained any cost reductions related to fuel and freight 

4 l costs through regulatory lag, providing the Company with a powerful incentive to reduce 

5 I costs and be as efficient as possible. 

6 Q. Did KCPL have an incentive to reduce other costs during this period? 

7 A. Yes. KCPL retained all cost reductions and revenue increases resulting from 

8 I better utilization of inventories such as material management and fuel inventories. KCPL, 

9 I like many utilities, went to automatic meter reading devices that cut costs to read meters and 

10 I streamlined the billing function. There were substantial reductions in the accounting and 

11 I record keeping systems with the advent of using personal computers. Utility work crews on 

12 I Transmission and distribution work crews were reduced because of using work flow 

13 I processes and technology. The utility industry experienced cost reductions through financing 

14 I instruments, some of which carried features that looked like debt which allowed tax 

15 I deductions, further reducing costs. A very significant cost reduction was the reduction in the 

16 I corporate tax rate from the 1986 Tax Reform Act. Both KCPL and its customers recognized 

17 I benefits from these tax reductions. 

18 I During this time, Staff conducted earning reviews. Staff examined KCPL' s rates 

19 I several times during this 20 year period, resulting in several rate reductions as noted above 

20 I from the cost savings occurring at that time. 

21 Q. What were KCPL's earned returns during the period in which it sought no 

22 I rate relief? 
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A. KCPL's actual eamed equity retums for the period 1987 through 2000 are13 : 

Year KCPLReturn Significant KCPL Missouri Comments 
on year-end Events Jurisdictional 
Equity (after Occurring in the ROE-

2000 not GPE\ Year surveillance 
1987 first full 11.9% 
year rates 
after Wolf 
Creek Case 
1988 12.2% 
1989 12.2% 
1990 11.3% 
1991 11.4% 10.9% 
1992 9.8% 9.6% 
1993 11.8% 12.3% 
1994 11.6% 11.7% 
1995 13.2% No report per 

agreement 
1996 11.5% No report per 

a~rreement 

1997 8.3% Hawthorn 6 in~ 12.9% revised 
service correct for error 

1998 13% 14.1% 
1999 9% Hawthorn 5 Feb 10.1% 

exnlosion 
2000 14% Hawthorn 7, 8 & 9 8.3% 

in-service 
2001 12.9% Hawthorn 5 back in 11.2% 

service June 
2002 12.9% 11.9% 
2003 15.7% 12.2% 
2004 17.0% 11.6% 
2005 12.9% 10.3% revised for 

4 CP demand 
2006 13.0% Spearville I in 8.6% revised for 

service September allocations 
2007 11.3% LaCygne I 10.0% 

environmental in 
service Seotember 

2008 8.5% 7.7% 
2009 7.9% latan I 6.2% ' environmental plant 

in service Aoril 
2010 8.4% Iatan 2 in service 6.9% 

August & Spearville 
2 in service 
December 

2011 6.8% Started construction 5.1% 
ofLaCygne I & 2 
environmental 

2012 6.9% 5.8% 

13 These are actual rate of returns on equity for KCPL up to 2001 as the corporate parent and KCPL only after 
2001 (does not include Great Plains Energy). 
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Year KCPLReturn 
on year-end 

Equity (after 
2000 not GPEI 

2013 8.1% 

2014 7.5% 

2015 n!a 

Significant 
Events 

Occurring in the 
Year 

LaCygnc I & 2 
environmental 
planned in service 
bv June 

KCPL Missouri Comments 
Jurisdictional 

ROE-
surveillance 

6.5% ROE impacted by 
allocations issue 

Staffbclieves this using abnonnal 
ROE is summer months 
understated 
5.9% Unable to 

verity-no 
Staff believes this surveillance report 
ROE is issued for 2014 
understated ROE impacted by 

use of wrong 
2013 allocations 

n!a 

' ---

Source: Years 1987-1997 KCP L 's "Financial & Statistics 1987-1997, " Report, pages 12-13 

Years 1998 and 1999- 1999 Annual Report, page I; Year 2000- 2000 Annual Report, page I and December 31, 
2000 10-K, page 9 
Years 2001-2014, Hyneman Rebuttal, page 10 KCPL's SEC Form 10-K 

'Missouri Jurisdictional ROE's Annual Surveillance Reports including Historical Comparisons- all years based on 
4 CP demand allocator (Year 2006 revised from allocations, DR 516 Case ER-2009-0089) (Year 2005 revised from 
use of 12 CP to 4 CP, DR 519.1 Case ER-2006-0314) 

Q. How much of an impact does the Missouri jurisdiction have on Great Plains 

9 I shareholders' return? 

10 .A. In the 1985 Wolf Creek rate case, KCPL's Missouri Operations accounted for 

11 I 66% ofKCPL operations on a demand allocation factor basis (using 4 CP), and a 69% energy 

12 I allocation factor. Those allocations are used to assign costs to KCPL's Missouri jurisdictions. 

13 I Throughout the 1990s, KCPL' s Missouri operations continued to be the predominate 

14 I jurisdiction with the allocations to Missouri in the high 50% range- on a demand basis, in 

15 11990 the factor was 61.5% and in 1999, it was 57% to Missouri. 14 (See allocations factors 

16 I used in Missouri surveillance reports attached as Schedule CGF-s7) 

14 Missouri Jurisdictional Allocation Factor History, Exhibit F supplied in 2013 Missouri Surveillance Report
all years based on 4 CP except for Year 2005 which is identified on the schedule for 12 CP of 53.93o/.-the 
surveillance report was revised to 53.4582% based on 4 CP increasing the ROE over 100 basis points. 
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Currently, KCPL's Missouri operations and KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations 

2 I Company ("GMO") contributed a substantial part of Great Plains income since these two 

3 I Missouri entities represent 71% of Great Plains revenues. 15 

4 Q. Has the Commission previously addressed the subject of regulatory lag? 

5 A. Yes. The Commission has found it is not reasonable to protect shareholders 

6 I from all regulatory lag. In 1991, Missouri Public Service, a division ofUtiliCorp United Inc., 

7 I the predecessor company of GMO, requested an accounting authority order ("AAO"), in Case 

8 I Nos. E0-91-358 and E0-91-360. In its Order, the Commission stated in part: 

9 Lessening the effect of regulatory lag by deferring costs is 
10 beneficial to a company but not particularly beneficial to 
11 ratepayers. Companies do not propose to defer profits to 
12 subsequent rate cases to lessen the effects of regulatory lag, but 
13 insist it is a benefit to defer costs. Regulatory lag is part of the 
14 regulatory process and can be a benefit as well as a detriment. 
15 Lessening regulatory lag by deferring costs is not a reasonable 
16 goal unless the costs are associated with an extraordinary event. 

17 Maintaining the financial integrity of a utility is also a 
18 reasonable goal. The deferral of costs to maintain current 
19 financial integrity, though, is of questionable benefit. If a 
20 utility's financial integrity is threatened by high costs so that its 
21 ability to provide service is threatened, then it should seek 
22 interim rate relief. If maintaining financial integrity means 
23 sustaining a specific return on equity, this is not the purpose 
24 of regulation. It is not reasonable to defer costs to insulate 
25 shareholders from any risks. If costs are such that a utility 
26 considers its return on equity unreasonably low, the proper 
27 approach is to file a rate case so that a new revenue 
28 requirement can be developed which allows the company 
29 the opportunity to earn its authorized rate of return. 
30 Deferral of costs just to support the current financial picture 
31 distorts the balancing process used by the Commission to 
32 establish just and reasonable rates. Rates are set to recover 
33 ongoing operating expenses plus a reasonable return on 
34 investment. Only when an extraordinary event occurs should 

15 2014 Great Plains Energy Incorporated Annual Report, page 7. 
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Q. 

A. 

this balance be adjusted and costs deferred for consideration in 
a later period. 16 

[emphasis added] 

Are utilities like KCPL guaranteed a return? 

The Commission authorizes utility companies such as KCPL a specific level of 

6 I profit, known as its authorized return on equity. This represents an opportunity for KCPL to 

7 I earn this return through rates charged its customers, but it does not mean KCPL will actually 

8 ! earn this level. KCPL, and all other regulated utilities that fall under the jurisdiction of the 

9 I Commission, are not guaranteed return levels. 

10 Q. Has the Commission addressed the concept of "guarantee of profit" before? 

II A. Yes. In the recent Union Electric Company, d/b/a Arneren Missouri's 

12 I ("Arneren Missouri") 2015 rate case, Case No. ER-2014-0258, the Commission addressed 

13 I earning levels of a utility in its April29, 2015 Report and Order. The Commission stated: 

14 The Commission sets rates in a forward looking process using a 
15 test year to evaluate the amount of revenue the utility needs to 
16 earn to recover its costs and to have a reasonable opportunity to 
17 earn a profit. The utility is not guaranteed a profit, just an 
18 opportunity to earn that profit. Sometimes, circumstances 
19 · make it difficult for the utility to earn that profit. Perhaps the 
20 summer is cooler than normal and people do not use their air 
21 conditioners so the utility does not sell as much electricity as 
22 anticipated. Or, perhaps, a generating plant goes down, 
23 resulting in unanticipated capital expenditures for the utility. 
24 Sometimes, circumstances favor the utility and it is able to earn 
25 more revenue than was anticipated when its rates were set. 
26 Whether the utility earns more or less revenue than was 
27 anticipated when the Commission set its rates does not 
28 necessarily indicate over- or under-earnings such that the 
29 utility's rate are no longer just and reasonable, though that can 
30 be one relevant factor of many to consider when setting new 
31 rates. Thus, in most cases, mention of over- or under-earnings 
32 is just a shorthand way of discussing whether the Commission 

16 MPSCvoll,3d207. 
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1 should examine a utility's existing rates to determine if they are 
2 still just and reasonable. 17 

3 [emphasis added] 

4 i The Commission concluded that "if the utility looks at its earnings and finds it is not earning 

5 I what it believes is should, it can begin the rate review process by filing a tariff to start the rate 

6 I case process."18 

7 Q. Did the Commission recognize times when utilities will not earn authorized 

8 I returns? 

9 A. Yes. In the same Order, the Commission stated: 

10 The Commission only sets the rates that Ameren Missouri, or 
11 any other utility, may charge its customers. It does not 
12 determine a maximum or minimum return the utility may earn 
13 from those rates. Sometimes, the established rate will allow 
14 the utility to earn more than was anticipated when the rate 
15 was established. Sometimes,· the utility will earn less than 
16 anticipated. But the rate remains in effect until it is 
17 changed by the Commission, and so long as the utility has 
18 charged the authorized rate, it cannot be made to refund any 
19 "over-earnings," nor can it be allowed to collect any "under-
20 earnings" from its customers. 19 

21 [emphasis added] 

22 I So clearly the Commission recognized in its Ameren Missouri Order utilities like KCPL will 

23 I earn a return that fluctuates, at times earning above and at times earning less. At such time a 

24 I utility like KCPL believes it is not earning the proper return, it has the responsibility to seek a 

25 I rate increase by filing a rate case. 

26 Q. Please summarize your surrebuttal relating to regulatory lag. 

17 Commission's Report and Order in Union Electric Company's Case No. ER-2014-0258, page 32. 
18 Commission's Report and Order in Union Electric Company's Case No. ER-2014-0258, page 32. 
19 Commission's Report and Order in Union Electric Company's Case No. ER-2014-0258, page 30- footnote 64: 
Straube v. Bowling Green Gas Co., 227 S.W.2d 666 (Mo. 1950). 
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A. KCPL presented direct and rebuttal testimony on the subject of regulatory lag. 

2 I Staff disputes KCPL's view that the model used to dete1mine rates in Missouri is broken and 

3 I does not allow for KCPL to have an opportunity to earn a fair and reasonable return. Staff 

4 I could not disagree more with KCPL's witnesses on this topic. If KCPL believes it is not 

5 I earning at an appropriate level, it should file for a rate increase. A rate case, while costly and 

6 I time consuming, provides opportunity for all elements of the cost of service calculation to be 

7 I examined and recommended levels for revenues, expenses and capital expenditures be 

8 I properly reflected in rates. 

9 I KCPL's OPPORTUNITY TO EARN AUTHORIZED RETURNS 

10 Q. Did KCPL discuss its ability to earn authorized returns in its rebuttal 

II I testimony? 

12 A. Yes. KCPL witness Overcast devotes considerable effort in his rebuttal 

13 I testimony discussing utilities like KCPL's ability to earn authorized returns?0 Dr. Overcast's 

14 I rebuttal at page 17 states that " ... earned return on equity is a residual after all operating 

15 I expenses and debt payments have been made ... " 

16 I Other KCPL witnesses discuss the Company's earnings as well. KCPL witness Ives 

17 I states at page 9 of his rebuttal that "the historical record unambiguously shows that changes in 

18 I these cost of service items have caused material earnings shmtfalls for KCP&L since current 

19 I rates took effect in January 2013." KCPL witness Rush also discusses " ... significant 

20 I earnings shortfalls ... "at page 21 of his rebuttal testimony. 

2° KCPL Overcast rebuttal, pages 13-15; p.16, lines 20-22; page 17-18; page 38, lines 16-17. 
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Q. Has KCPL identified the recent earnings shortfall for its Missouri operations? 

A. Yes. KCPL witness Rush claims at page 30 of his rebuttal, KCPL' s actual 

3 I Missouri jurisdictional return on equity for 2013 was 6.5% and for 2014 was 5.9%. KCPL 

4 II witness Ives also references those same retums on equity levels in his rebuttal testimony at 

5 I page 13. KCPL witness Overcast also addresses difficulties in KCPL's ability to earn 

6 I authorized returns throughout his rebuttal testimony, but specifically, at pages 21, 22 and 44 

7 I of his rebuttal testimony. 

8 Q. What are the reasons KCPL believes it has not earned its authorized returns 

9 I in Missouri? 

10 A. KCPL argues in testimony that it is the fault of the Commission and Missouri's 

I 1 I poor regulatory climate. KCPL takes no responsibility with any earnings shortfall, simply 

12 I concluding that the lower earnings are from high costs that KCPL cannot control and an 

13 I inability to get adequate and timely rate recovery. The fact is there are many factors that 

14 I cause a utility like KCPL not to earn at authorized levels. 

15 Q. What are the reasons KCPL has not eamed authorized returns on equity in 

16 I Missouri? 

17 A. There are many reasons that a utility like KCPL does not earn at authorized 

I 8 I levels. Those include: 

19 I • Actual costs incurred greater than those included in rates 

20 

21 

22 
23 

• Costs incurred but not allowed in rate recovery 

• Costs incurred for which the Company does not seek rate recovery 

• Weather related events causing higher or lower results on earnings
authorized returns are based on normalized weather 
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• Differences of allocations of costs among the jurisdictions. KCPL does not 
seek proper cost recovery from its Kansas jurisdiction resulting in earned 
returns being understated in Missouri 

• Lost revenue opportunities 

Q. What are the costs KCPL incurred over levels set in rates? 

A. KCPL incurred some costs above and below those levels included in its last 

7 I rate case. Those cost increases not fully recovered in rates cause a deterioration of earnings. 

8 I Transmission costs and property taxes are higher than levels included in rates. However, at 

9 I page 20 in my rebuttal testimony, I also referenced many costs savings for KCPL resulting 

10 I from reductions from the cost levels included in rates. 

11 Q. Does KCPL incur costs that it does not recover in rates? 

12 A. Yes. The Commission can disallow costs for rate treatment that KCPL incurs. 

13 I Those disallowed costs will have an adverse impact on KCPL's ability to earn authorized 

14 !levels going forward if KCPL continues to incur them. Also, cost amount that are 

15 I compromised in value through negotiated settlements but that KCPL still incurs fully will 

16 I adversely affect earnings. For example, the Commission approved Stipulations in the 2013 

17 I rate case (Case No. ER-2012-0174) agreed to by KCPL, various parties, and Staff resulted in 

18 I cost differences from those stipulated and those actually incurred by the Company. While 

19 I KCPL agreed to the terms of the Stipulations, the difference between the costs included in 

20 I rates and the costs incurred affected the earnings level of the Company. One such example 

21 I would be the agreement reached in the treatment for the Iatan 2 Tax Credits, but there are 

22 I many other such differences in cost treatments found in the 2013 Stipulation in Case No. 

23 I ER-2012-0174. 
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I I In the I a tan 2 Tax Credit matter, KCPL and Staff reached an agreement with respect to 

2 I that issue where KCPL may see an adverse impact on earnings as result of the way in which 

3 ~ that issue was resolved. A compromise was reached between the parties to solve a problem 

4 I relating to the Iatan Tax Credits being assigned to its affiliate KCP&L Greater Missouri 

5 I Operations. 

6 I Furthermore, in the 2010 KCPL rate case, the Commission disallowed certain costs 

7 I relating to Iatan 2 construction costs. Those disallowances also affect authorized returns. 

8 Q. What are examples of costs KCPL incurs but for which it does not seek 

9 I rate treatment? 

10 A. KCPL removed several expense items from its rate request that it actually 

II I incurs costs but for which it is not seeking rate recovery, thus putting downward pressure on 

12 I Missouri's earned returns. KCPL removed costs relating to long-term incentive plans paid to 

13 I its officers and executives. Other examples of costs KCPL incurs but does not seek rate 

14 I treatment are: 

15 

16 

17 
18 

19 
20 

• charitable contributions incurred 

• certain advertising costs incurred 

• costs incurred by officers and executives, including officers expense reports, 
that KCPL voluntarily removed from rate recovery 

• costs incurred by the Board of Directors that KCPL voluntarily removed from 
rate recovery 

21 I KCPL still incurred these expenses, adversely impacting the authorized rate of returns for a 

22 I given period because no balancing revenue recovery is received in rates. 

23 I Another example would be costs KCPL removed from its rate request to hold the 

24 I request to a certain percentage level. When KCPL does not include costs it incurs in its rate 
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1 I request because the Company wants to maintain a certain level of rates, those instances will 

2 I cause pressure on the ability of the entity to earn authorized returns. 

3 Q. How does weather affect KCPL' s ability to earn an authorized return 

4 I on equity? 

5 A. Rates are set on the basis of normalized costs and normalized sales. The 

6 I normalized weather loads determine sales levels for revenues and costs to develop rates that 

7 I the Commission will authorize in this case. Those normalized costs and sales are different 

8 I than those actually incurred by KCPL in its yearly operations. Therefore, the actual earned 

9 I returns will be different as well. 

10 Q. How do differences in allocation methods affect KCPL's ability to earn its 

11 I authorized return levels in Missouri? 

12 A. KCPL uses different allocation methods in Missouri and Kansas, and has for a 

13 I number of years. It has been unsuccessful in getting Kansas to use the correct allocation 

14 I methodology for both its demand factor and energy factor. Several years ago, KCPL agreed 

15 I to a demand factor in Kansas based on the 12 CP method. However, it presented in testimony 

16 I in both jurisdictions that the 4 CP method is the proper basis for the demand allocation factor. 

17 I KCPL also agreed to a methodology in Kansas to develop an energy factor to allocate 

18 l variable fuel and purchased power costs and margin costs for off-system sales. This 

19 I allocation methodology is referred to as an "unused energy" allocation factor. KCPL 

20 I attempted to use this factor in Missouri but the Commission rejected such an approach in 

21 I KCPL's 2006 rate case, Case No. ER-2006-0314. 

22 I Every dollar KCPL fails to properly collect from its respective jurisdictions causes an 

23 I understatement of costs and an overstatement of revenues affecting its ability to earn at or 
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1 I near authorized levels. KCPL is already on record indicating that it is using the correct 

2 I allocation methodology in Missouri but Kansas has not followed in using the correct 

3 I allocation methods. 

4 I However, KCPL uses allocation factors in the Missouri surveillance reporting that 

5 I affects the earned returns reported for Missouri. KCPL has used at various times and recently 

6 I for its 2013 and 2014 earned results allocation factors that are not correct for Missouri's 

7 I jurisdictional operations. If the allocations for the Missouri jurisdiction were correct the 

8 I actual earned returns would be closer to the authorized levels in this state. 

9 I I will discuss in more detail the impact of KCPL using the incorrect allocation 

10 I methodology in Kansas on its ability to earn at or near its authorized levels in Missouri later 

11 I in my testimony. 

12 Q. What lost revenues cause KCPL from earning its authorized returns? 

13 A. KCPL has complained of rising transmission costs and declining or flat 

14 I revenue growth. KCPL has had some small increases in revenues but nothing like it 

15 I experienced a few years ago. KCPL has had opportunities in the past to maintain some 

16 I revenue increases that it chose to transfer to another affiliated subsidiary called Transource. 

17 I Transource Missouri is a wholly owned subsidiary of Transource Energy, LLC 

18 I ("Transource"). Transource is owned jointly by Great Plains who has a 13.5 % ownership 

19 I share and American Electric Power Company, Inc. ("AEP" or "American Electric") who has 

20 I an 86.5% ownership share. 

21 I KCPL had the opportunity to mitigate its increased transmission expense with 

22 I transmission revenue. KCPL management had the opportunity to construct two regional 

23 I transmission projects, but instead transferred the right to construct these regional transmission 
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1 i projects to Transource Missouri, an affiliate of KCPL and KCP&L Greater Missouri 

2 I Operations ("GMO") pursuant to a Stipulation and Agreement in File Nos. EA-2013-0098 

3 I and E0-2012-0367 .. 

4 Q. Does Staff dispute KCPL' s claim returns on equity for 2013 and 2014? 

5 A. Yes. The most recent year of reported earnings for KCPL' s Missouri 

6 I operations is 2014. Both Mr. Ives and Mr. Rust indicate the earned return on equity for its 

7 I Missouri operations is 5.9% for 2014. However, Staff has been unable to verifY this level for 

8 12014 since KCPL has not submitted its annual surveillance reporting to Staff. 

9 Q. What is the annual surveillance reporting? 

10 A. After the Wolf Creek rate case concluded with the issuance of the 

II I Commission's Report and Order in Case Nos. E0-85-185 and E0-85-224 on April 23, 1986, 

12 I the Commission directed KCPL to file certain automatic phase-in tariffs for the Missouri 

13 I retail electric service to be effective over an 8-year phase-in period. (Section 393.155 RSMo. 

14 I 2000) The Commission on April I, 1987 by Order accepted the Stipulation and Agreement 

15 I in Case Nos. E0-85-185, E0-85-224 and A0-87-4821 which reduced future phase-in tariffs 

16 I and extended the phase-in to 9-years in recognition of the Tax Reform Act of 1986 upon 

17 I KCPL's operations. 

18 I On November 6, 1987, KCPL, the other parties22 and Staff filed a Joint 

19 I Recommendation of Alterations to Kansas City Power & Light Company's Phase-In Plan 

20 I Rates. The Joint Recommendation stated that the Staff had engaged in an examination of 

21 I KCPL's books and records and the parties had reached certain agreements. The parties 

21 In the Matter of the Investigation of the revenue effects upon Missouri utilities ofthe Tax Reform Act of 1986. 
22 Public Counsel, Department ofEnergy, The Kansas Power & Light Co., the City ofKansas City, Missouri, 
Armco, Inc., General Motors, Ford Motor Co., Missouri Portland Cement Co., Reynolds Minerals Corporation, 
and Missouri Retailers Association. 
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I I agreed that the phase-in accrual of deferred revenues net of taxes as authorized and approved 

2 l by the Commission would end as of September 30, 1987, and, among other things, there 

3 I would be no additional phase-in accrual of deferred revenues net of taxes after that date. 

4 ~ The Joint Recommendation also stated, in part: 

5 4. KCPL and Staff agree that KCPL should cease 
6 submitting to the Staff monthly surveillance reports, and in their 
7 stead provide semiannual cost of service reports based on 
8 twelve months' data ending June and December of each year, to 
9 be provided to the Staff and Public Counsel on the following 

I 0 September 30 and April 30, respectively. The first such 
II semiannual cost of service report applicable to the twelve month 
12 period ending December 1987 will be provided by June 30, 
13 1988, to enable the Staff and KCPL to develop the form and 
14 contents of those cost of service reports, which shall be 
15 mutually agreed upon by KCPL and Staff. The cost of service 
16 reports shall be based upon the Commission's Report and Order 
17 in the most recent rate or complaint case respecting KCPL. 
18 Public Counsel, DOE, KPL, Kansas City, Armco, GM, MRA, 
19 and their designated consultants, if any shall also be furnished 
20 with a copy of each of these cost of service reports upon 
21 execution and faithful observance of the nondisclosure 
22 agreement attached hereto as Attachment B. 

23 I On November 23, 1987 in an Order Approving Joint Recommendation in Case Nos. 

24 I E0-85-185 and E0-85-224, the Commission, among other things, "ORDERED: 5. That 

25 I Kansas City Power & Light Company shall cease submitting to the Staff monthly surveillance 

26 I reports, and in their stead shall provide reports as set forth in paragraph 4 of the Joint 

27 I Recommendation." (Schedule CGF-s8) 

28 I On October 27, 1992, in Case No. E0-93-143, KCPL filed a Motion To Approve 

29 I Modification To Joint Recommendation. (Schedule CGF-s9) KCPL stated that it had 
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I ! proposed and Staff and the other parties23 agreed have agreed to modify the Joint 

2 I Recommendation previously approved by the Commission as set forth in the attached 

3 I Modification To Joint Recommendation. 

4 I The Modification To Joint Recommendation was also filed on October 27, 1992 in 

5 I Case No. E0-93-143. (Schedule CGF-s8) It modified the prior Joint Recommendation in a 

6 I very material way. It provided for a single annual cost of service report instead of the two 

7 I semiannual reports that were then being prepared and provided by KCPL. The single cost of 

8 i service report would be based on 12-months' data ending December and the report would be 

9 I provided by the following April 30. If any of the signatories to the Modification indicate a 

I 0 I valid need for additional cost of service data, other than what is contained in the cost of 

II I service reports, KCPL agreed it would attempt to meet that need utilizing any additional cost 

12 I of service data that might be readily available. 

13 I On November 6, 1992, the Commission issued in Case No. E0-93-143 an Order 

14 I Modifying Joint Recommendation as requested by the signatories to the Modification To Joint 

15 I Recommendation. (Schedule CGF-s!O) 

16 Q. Who made the request to modify KCPL's previously monthly surveillance 

17 I reporting? 

18 A. KCPL approached Staff to modify the monthly ·surveillance reporting KCPL 

19 I was making to the Commission. Like every other utility regulated by the Commission, KCPL 

20 I was providing monthly surveillance information 'regarding its earnings on a quarterly basis. 

21 I KCPL proposed to provide substantially more detailed information regarding its operations on 

22 I an actual basis. 

23 Public Counsel, Department of Energy, The Kansas Power & Light Co.(now Western Resources, Inc.), the 
City of Kansas City, Missouri, Annco, Inc., General Motors, Ford Motor Co., Missouri Portland Cement Co., 
Reynolds Minerals Corporation, and Missouri Retailers Association. 
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I I Originally, the agreement reached with the parties required KCPL to provide this 

2 I new detailed surveillance reporting twice a year based on 12-months ending June 30 

3 I and December 31 of each year. As noted above, in 1993, KCPL and Staff entered into an 

4 I agreement to amend the reporting requirements to just once a year based on calendar 

5 I year results. 

6 I Both of these agreements were part of earnings reviews conducted by Staff as part of 

7 I cases. The original agreement was reached in a Stipulation in Case Nos. E0-85-185 and 

8 I E0-85-224 and the amended agreement was reached in a Stipulation in Case No. E0-93-143. 

9 Q. When was the annual surveillance reporting due? 

10 A. The calendar year 2014 surveillance reporting was due April 30, 2015. 

II I Typically, Staff receives this reporting the first of May of each year after the close of the 

12 I calendar year. 

13 Q. Does Staff believe KCPL is violating the terms of the Stipulation made in 

14 I Case Nos. E0-85-185 and E0-85-224 and the amended agreement reached in Case No. 

15 I E0-93-143? 

16 A. Yes. KCPL is not complying with a Commission approving the Stipulation. 

17 I The agreements were straightforward. KCPL has been providing this reporting for almost 

18 I 30 years. KCPL unilaterally, without notification, made a decision not to comply with either 

19 I of the Stipulations reached many years ago. KCPL made this decision without any 

20 I notification to Staff personnel. In particular, at a time when KCPL is proposing substantive 

21 I changes to the way its rates are determined by the Commission, and making rate case 

22 I proposals for deferral mechanisms for fuel clauses and tracker requests. These proposed 

23 I changes require more detailed information to monitor KCPL's operating results. KCPL has 
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detailed information about its earnings level for 2014 and has chosen not to provide the 

2 I Annual Surveillance Report, in noncompliance with a Commission order and an agreement 

3 I with Staff. 

4 Q. When was the last annual surveillance report made? 

5 A. The last annual surveillance report received by Staff was for 2013 made in a 

6 I transmittal dated April 30, 2014, attached as Schedule CGF -s II. 

7 Q. What is provided to Staff relating to the annual surveillance reporting 

8 I requirement? 

9 A. Historically, Staff received the Annual Surveillance Report along with several 

I 0 I other signatory parties to agreements reached with KCPL. In addition to the surveillance 

II I report, Staff received a full set of work papers supporting the surveillance report. 

12 Q. Was Staff told it was going to receive the Annual Surveillance Report 

13 lfor2014? 

14 A. Yes. In a meeting held in late April, KCPL witness Rush indicated a need to 

15 I discuss the surveillance reporting requirements with Staff since KCPL was preparing a report 

16 I associated with the Missouri Energy Efficiency Investment Act (MEEIA). Mr. Rush 

17 I indicated at .this meeting that KCPL had made its first quarterly filing under its new MEEIA 

18 I reporting requirements. Mr. Rush said KCPL was going to provide the Annual Surveillance 

19 I Report for this year which would be for 2014, but wanted to further discuss this reporting 

20 I requirement in the future given the MEEIA reporting requirement. Mr. Rush gave no 

21 I indication that KCPL did not intend on providing Annual Surveillance Report for 2014 at this, 

22 I or any other meeting with Staff. 
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I I When informed of KCPL's desire to discuss the reporting requirements of the 

2 I Company, I told Mr. Rush we could discuss this at the prehearing conference schedule for this 

3 I proceeding which was April 29~ 2015. I told the Company that it would be necessary to 

4 I involve others at the Commission for this discussion, and being in Jefferson City for the 

5 I prehearing conference would be good opportunity to get those needed for the discussion. 

6 Q. Was another Staff member present for this discussion at the meeting? 

7 A. Yes. Staff member Keith Majors, who is a witness in this case. Mr. Majors 

8 I can confirm the understanding by Staff that KCPL was going to provide the 2014 Annual 

9 I Surveillance Report from KCPL. 

10 I I also immediately informed Mr. Robert E. Schallenberg, the Commission's Division 

II I Director of the Services Department, of the discussion relating to the surveillance reporting. 

12 I Mr. Schallenberg was instrumental in developing the surveillance reporting KCPL has used 

13 I since 1987. I told Mr. Schallenberg that KCPL wanted to discuss future reporting 

14 I requirements, but we were to receive the 2014 Annual Surveillance Report. 

15 Q. Did KCPL bring up the surveillance reporting at the prehearing conference on 

16 I April29, 2015? 

17 A. No. At no time did KCPL discuss the surveillance reporting matter either at 

18 I the April 29th pre hearing conference or any other time since. The last discussion Staff had on 

19 I this subject was at the late April meeting in Kansas City when Mr. Rush indicated the need to 

20 I discuss the surveillance reporting. 

21 Q. Did Staff bring up the annual surveillance report to KCPL? 

22 A. During the preparation of this testimony, I informed KCPL in an email that 

23 I Staff had not received the 2014 Annual Surveillance Report and inquired about its status. 
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1 I That started a series of email exchanges between KCPL and several Staff members. The 

2 I emails are attached as Schedule CGF-s12. 

3 Q. Was there any further indication KCPL planned on providing the 2014 Annual 

4 I Surveillance Report? 

5 A. Yes. In KCPL's Febmary 10, 2015, response to Data Request 25, KCPL 

6 I stated with respect to the surveillance report for 2014, it was not going to be available until 

7 I the time it normally was provided, late April. The response stated: 

8 There is no update at this time. The 2014 Annual Surveillance 
9 report for the period ending December 31, 2014 is not available 

10 until April30, 2015. 

11 [Data Request 25, Febmary 10, 2015 response-attached as 
12 Schedule CGF-sl3] 

13 I This April 30 time frame is consistent with when the 2014 Annual Surveillance Report would 

14 I have been provided, based on previously years' experience. The MEEIA report is due much 

15 I earlier than this April 30 date. Staff had no reason to believe after almost 30 years of prior 

16 I compliance, the data request response and Mr. Rush's own words, that KCPL had no 

17 I intentions of complying with the Stipulations and the Commission's Orders regarding this 

18 I matter. 

19 Q. What is the difference between the annual surveillance reporting KCPL has 

20 I submitted since 1987 and the quarterly reporting it is making relating to MEEIA? 

21 A. There is no relationship between the annual surveillance repot1ing and 

22 I KCPL' s MEEIA report. The two reports are completely different and are prepared for 

23 I different purposes. 

24 I The annual surveillance reporting made on a calendar year is based on the actual 

25 I Missouri financial results incorporating certain ratemaking adjustments like allocations, cash 
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I I working capital, and advertising disallowances, as examples. The Annual Surveillance 

2 I Report is intended to reflect KCPL's earnings on more of a regulated basis using ratemaking 

3 i concepts. The surveillance reporting was originally set up to look at what actual earnings 

4 I results might look like on a ratemaking basis. In addition to the actual reporting, KCPL 

5 I provided detailed information regarding the adjustments it was making, actual results of 

6 I operations, selected financial information from the Company's books and records, and a host 

7 I of information on a variety of topics including capital structure and jurisdictional allocations. 

8 I Essentially, the surveillance reporting KCPL agreed to was to provide an actual scaled 

9 I down cost of service calculation very similar to what is developed for a rate case. In fact, 

I 0 I KCPL' s surveillance report filed in the past relied on its revenue requirement model which is 

II I very similar to Staffs Exhibit Modeling System (EMS) run filed as Accounting Schedules in 

12 I evety rate case. 

13 Q. What is the MEEIA reporting used by KCPL? 

14 A. This reporting is made up of six pages. I have attached as Schedule CGF -s 14, 

15 I a copy of the quarterly report ending December 31, 2014. 

16 Q. Have you included the last annual surveillance report in your surrebuttal? 

17 A. Yes. But I only included the 2013 report itself as Schedule CGF-sll. 

18 I The supplemental information and detailed work papers are too voluminous to include as 

19 I a schedule attachment, containing several hundred pages of information. Along with the 

20 I report, supplemental schedules and detailed supporting work papers, the package is 2 inches 

21 I of material. 
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Q. Why is the surveillance reporting important? 

A. The Commission lias relied on surveillance reports for over 30 years that I am 

3 I aware of. The surveillance reporting is a way to monitor the earnings levels of utilities under 

4 I the jurisdiction of the Commission to see how well or not they are doing. Staff used this 

5 I surveillance during the late 1980s and 1990s when utilities were doing very well financially to 

6 I see if an earnings review was necessmy. 

7 Q. Why do you dispute the 2013 and 2014 earning levels asserted by KCPL in its 

8 I rebuttal testimony? 

9 A. As referred to above, KCPL has presented in testimony its view the return on 

10 I equity for 2013 is 6.5% and for 2014 is 5.9%?4 Staff believes KCPL is understating the 

11 I return on equity levels for these two years identified in the Company's direct and rebuttal 

12 I testimonies, and likely to do so in its surrebuttal testimony. Further, Staff believes KCPL is 

13 I misrepresenting the earned returns by using allocations to understate the actual earnings for 

14 I the years 2013 and 2014. I will address each of these years separately. 

15 I As stated above, the 2014 Annual Surveillance Report cannot be verified since 

16 I it wasn't provided to Staff as per the Stipulation reached in Case Nos. E0-85-185 and 

17 I E0-85-224 and Case No. E0-93-143. Although KCPL did not provide the 2014 Annual 

18 I Surveillance Report, after I requested the report, KCPL indicated it had prepared a rate model 

19 I for 2014 it could provide but it was not Annual Surveillance Report Staff had received in the 

20 I past. I reviewed this model's results and found: 

24 Rush rebuttal page 30 and Ives rebuttal page 13. 
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• It was not consistent with stated 2014 return on equity identified in KCPL' s 
rebuttal of 5.9%.25 The model for 2014 showed a 5.0% 

• The model used the wrong demand allocation factor-it used the demand 
factor determined for 2013, which is questionable in its own right (discussed 
later), and not the demand factor for 2014 

• No supporting work papers or supplemental schedules were included. 

Q. What demand allocation factor was included in the 2014 rate model KCPL 

8 I provided in the model given to you? 

9 A. The demand allocation factor used was 54.6841%. This is the same factor 

10 I KCPL calculated for 2013. This factor used in the earnings is over ]50 basis points higher 

II I than the 53.17% demand allocation factor Staff determined for 2014 and is using in this case. 

12 I Staff believes this is the wrong demand allocation factor to use to allocate fixed costs and 

13 1 expenses. 

14 Q. What is the effect of using the higher 2013 demand factor for 2014 results? 

15 A. This demand factor overstates the costs allocated to Missouri and causes its 

16 I return on equity to be understated, a favorable outcome for KCPL' s rate case presentation to 

17 I support its position it cannot earn authorized returns. 

18 Q. What problem existed with 2013 surveiilance results? 

19 A. KCPL identified in its direct testimony a problem with the month of June 2013 

20 I as an abnormal month relating to its monthly peak demands, in particular in the Kansas 

21 I jurisdiction26
• KCPL removed the June 2013 in its calculation of the demand allocation factor 

22 I used for the rate case. 

25 Rush rebuttal page 30 and Ives rebuttal page 13. 
26 KCPL witness Klote direct page 7; Bass direct, pages 3-4. 
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I i The 2013 Annual Surveillance Report, the last one received by Staff, uses the demand 

2 I allocation factor based on the abnormal June 2013 Kansas peak problem, an abnormality so 

3 I significant KCPL made a ratemaking decision to replace that month with June 2014. Even 

4 I though KCPL believed June 2013 had to be removed for the rate case, did not remove it for 

5 I surveillance reporting purposes. 

6 Q. What impact did the abnormal month of June 2013 Kansas peak have on the 

7 I Missouri 2013 Annual Surveillance Report? 

8 A. The abnormal June 2013 peak understated the return on equity for the 2013 

9 I Missouri operations. KCPL determined the demand allocation factor based on the abnormal 

10 I month ofJune 2013 to be 54.6841%. This 54.6841% demand factor from 2013 was used by 

II I KCPL for the 2013 Annual Surveillance Report and the 2014 model provided recently. 

12 I KCPL now argues to apply a demand factor containing the abnormality to the 2014 model. 

13 I If this demand factor was wrong to use in KCPL' s direct rate case because of the 

14 I abnormality found in the Kansas peak, it certainly is wrong to rely on the 54.6841% demand 

15 I factory for either of the 2013 or 2014 surveillance results. 

16 I This demand factor overstated allocation of costs to Missouri's operations and resulted 

17 I in an understatement of the actual return on equity reported for Missouri. 

18 Q. What is the understatement to KCPL's actual earned return on equity for 

19 I Missouri? 

20 A. At this time Staff does not know, it only knows that it is likely substantial. 

21 I At this time, KCPL is not complying with the Stipulation approved by the Commission. The 

22 I 2014 Annual Surveillance Report is over a month past due from its April30 due date and 

23 I Staff intends on pursuing this annual surveillance report. Once the surveillance report is 
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1 I obtained, the demand factors will have to be reviewed and revised if necessary. Staff is 

2 I requesting that KCPL update the 2013 Annual Surveillance Report using a revised demand 

3 I factor that does not include the abnormal month of June 2013. Further, Staff will request that 

4 I the 2014 Annual Surveillance Report use a properly calculated demand factor based on the 

5 I actual2014 four-summer months. This should result in a demand factor of 53.17%, the same 

6 I factor computed by Staff and used in this case. 

7 Q. Does KCPL rely on return on equity results for Missouri? 

8 A. Yes. Several KCPL witnesses report in direct and rebuttal testimonies that 

9 I KCPL is not earning its authorized returns. Mr. Rush relies on the 2013 Annual Surveillance 

10 I Report to present that year's return on equity of 6.5% for Missouri in his rebuttal testimony at 

11 I page 30. Mr. Rush also states that Missouri's 2014 return on equity is 5.9% in his rebuttal 

12 I even though the return identified in the MEEIA reporting is 5.69%. Mr. Ives also relies on 

13 I these returns on equity in his testimony (page 13). But with the problems relating to 

14 I allocations causing increase costs to Missouri for both 2013 and 2014, those returns on equity 

15 i for both those years are understated. It is likely the return on equity is significantly 

16 I understated, perhaps as much as a 100 basis points. 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

Q. How many return on equity levels have you received for 2014? 

A. KCPL has provided three different return on equities for 2014 as follows: 

Rush Rebuttal MEEIA Reporting 2014 KCPL Cost 
of Service Model 

Year 2014 5.9% 5.69% 5.50% 

Source: Rush Rebuttal page 30 and Ives Rebuttal page 7; MEEIA Reporting (email from 
Linda Nunn dated May 21, 2015); 2014 KCPL Cost of Service Model (email from Ron Klote 
dated May 29, 20 15) 
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Q. Has KCPL manipulated the allocation factors used in the surveillance report in 

2 i the past? 

3 A. Yes. In the 2005 Annual Surveillance Report, KCPL changed the 

4 I methodology previously agreed to in the surveillance reporting relating to the demand 

5 I allocation factor. In the 2005 Report, KCPL used a 12 CP instead of the 4 CP method to 

6 I determine the demand factor. In so doing it was able to show a significant reduction to its 

7 I Missouri return on equity reported in the 2005 surveillance report. KCPL reported a 9.321% 

8 I return on equity for 2005 but revising for the correct demand factor, the actual .return on 

9 I equity for that year was 10.328%. The table summarizes the revision made to the 2005 

I 0 I Annual Surveillance Report, comparing it to the original reported level: 

11 
Year 2005 I REVISED I Original Reported I Difference 

ReturnonEquity 110.328% 19.321% 11.007% 

Demand Factor I 53.4582% based on 4 CP I 53.9296% based on 12 CP I (0.4714%) 

12 I Source: 2013 Annual Surveillance Report- Exhibit A- 2013 and 2005 Annual Surveillance 
13 Report- original and revised Data Request 519 and 519.1 in Case No. ER-2006-0314 

14 I As can be seen from the above, a small change in the demand allocation factor can 

15 I have a significant impact on the return on equity result. Changing the demand allocation 

16 I factor 47 basis points has caused a 100 basis point increase in the return on equity. 

17 I Also, in the 2006 Annual Surveillance Report, the allocation factors had issues that 

18 I affected that year's Missouri earned return on equity. The Missouri actual earned return on 

19 I equity for 2006 was revised to 8.793% from the 7.671% at Staffs request when it was 

20 I discovered a wrong allocation factor was applied. The table summarizes the revision made to 

21 I the 2005 Annual Surveillance Report, comparing it to the original reported level: 
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Year 2006 REVISED 

Return on Equity 8.793% 

Demand Factor 53.771% based on 4 CP 

Original Reported Difference 

7.671% 1.122% 

56.0621% based on 4 CP (2.2911%) 

--· _I 
Source: 2013 Annual Surveillance Report- Exhibit A- 2013 and original and revised 2006 
Annual Surveillance Report and 516 in Case No. ER-2009-0089 

JURISDICTIONAL ALLOCATIONS 

Q. Please summarize KCPL's concerns regarding jurisdictional allocations. 

A. KCPL witness Klote indicates in his rebuttal testimony that the Company does 

7 I not agree with the period of time used by Staff to develop its demand allocation factor-the 

8 I "demand factor." KCPL believes Staff went outside the test year to base its demand factor. 

9 I KCPL also believes allocation factors used for distribution plant and expenses should be 

10 I updated for two FERC accounts for the newly installed meters. 

11 Q. Mr. Klote's rebuttal identifies concerns KCPL has using the demand allocation 

12 I factor based on four summer months of2014. Should this be a concern? 

13 A. No. The demand allocation factor supported by Staff uses the 4 summer 

14 I months of June, July, August and September 2014, because this is the most current summer 

15 I months available in this case. 

16 I KCPL's position is that the use of these four summer months in 2014 is inconsistent 

17 I with the way in which the energy allocation factor is determined. Staff determined the energy 

18 I allocation factor based on the twelve months ending March 31,2014, the test year in this case. 

19 Q. Does Staff agree that the bases for these two allocation factors are 

20 I inconsistent? 
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A. No. The energy allocation factor allocates variable costs, such as fuel and 

2 I purchased power, while the demand allocation factor allocates fixed costs, such as the 

3 I production and transmission costs. The energy allocation factor is applied to fuel costs 

4 I developed with a fuel model using a variety of inputs, one of which is weather normalized net 

5 I system input ("NSI") that are typically based on a test year, in this case the twelve months 

6 I ending March 31, 2014. Using the weather normalized NSI as an input in the fuel model 

7 I results in weather normalized fuel costs, consistent with the kilowatt sales levels used to 

8 I develop the annualized and normalized retail sales, the weather normalized revenues found in 

9 I both KCPL' s and Staffs respective cost of service results. While it is important for the 

I 0 I revenues and fuel costs to be weather normalized consistent with the energy factor that is 

II I weather normalized, the demand factor is developed and used for an entirely different set of 

12 I fixed costs and expenses. Thus, the fixed demand factor does not need to be weather 

13 I normalized, nor does it necessarily need to be the same time period as the energy allocator. 

14 I In Staffs case, the demand allocation factor was developed using the four summer 

15 I months of June through September 2014, while the energy allocation factor used weather 

16 I normalized sales for the test year period ending March 31, 2014. 

17 Q. Did KCPL go outside the test year to develop the demand factor used in its 

18 I direct filing? 

19 A. Yes. KCPL initially calculated the demand factor using the 12 CP method 

20 I without what it termed an abnormal June 2013, using June 2014 in its place. In Mr. Klote's 

21 I direct testimonl7
, KCPL identifies the need to exclude June 2013 month from its calculation 

22 I for the demand factor because June 2013 had abnormal results, stating " ... an adjustment 

27 KCPL witness Klote direct, page 7, line 18. 
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I l was necessary for the month of June 2013 coincident peak weather normalized statistics in 

2 I order to properly reflect a more historic normalized level for that month used in the 

3 1 development of the 12-month average." KCPL replaced the month of June 2013 with the 

4 I month of June 201428
, which is the first month of the four summer months Staff used to base 

5 I its demand factor. 

6 Q. Why did KCPL adjust the month of June 2013 for the demand factor? 

7 A. KCPL witness Albert R. Bass, Jr., stated that replacing June 2013 with 

8 I June 2014 was necessary because the "20 13 Kansas peaks did not respond as their 

9 I historical trend would suggest."29 Further, Mr. Bass stated "since the June 2014 values 

10 I returned to normal trend it was concluded that June 2013 was an anomaly and it was adjusted 

11 I to reflect the Kansas June 2014 peak value resulting in a peak allocation of Missouri- 53% 

12 I and Kansas- 47%." 

13 Q. How does Staff address the anomalous information from June 2013 in its 

14 I demand allocation factor calculation? 

15 A. By using the most recent summer months of June through September 2014, 

16 I Staff excludes abnormal month of June 2013. Further, Staffs calculation is based on the 

17 I complete and most recent information available. While Staff agrees measures to address June 

18 12013 are necessary, Staff does not believe it is appropriate to use the summer months of2013 

19 I when a more recent set of summer months are available. Staff also recognizes problems 

20 I replacing particular increments of information like what KCPL did in its original filing using 

21 I replacing the abnormal June 2013 with June 2014 while still using the remaining months of 

22 12013. Staffs solution to base the data set on the summer months of2014 avoids any debate 

28 KCPL witness Albert R. Bass, Jr. direct, page 3, line 19-22 and page 4, lines 1-17. 
29 KCPL witness Albert R. Bass, Jr. direct, page 4. 
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about the appropriateness of a replacement month for summer 2013 because it is a complete 

data set. 

Q. Was there another difference that Staff observed regarding allocations? 

A. Yes. The annual peak loads for Missouri and Kansas occurred in different 

months the past two years. Normally, the annual peaks occur in the same summer month for 

both jurisdictions. KCPL's peak always occurs in the summer and typically, occurs in either 

July or August. In 2013, the summer peak for Missouri occurred in August while the summer 

peak for Kansas occurred in July. 2013's annual system peak occurred with identical peaks in 

both July and August. In 2014, the Missouri annual peak occurred in July while the annual 

peak for Kansas and annual system peak occurred in August. 

Q. What demand factor did Staff use in its cost of service calculation? 

A. Staff used a 53.17% demand factor. The following table shows the differences 

between KCPL's original direct filing made on October 30, 2014, using a 12 CP method and 

Staffs direct filing using a 4 CP: 

Staff KCPL KCPL 
Missouri Rate Case-- Missouri Rate Case-- Kansas Rate Case--

Jurisdiction filed April3, 2015 filed October 30,2014 filed January 2, 2015 
ER-2014-0370 based ER-2014-0370 based 15-KCPE-116-RTS 

on June to September on Apri12013 to based on July 2013 
2014 March2014 to June 2014 

Allocation 4 Coincident Peak 12 Coincident Peak 12 Coincident Peak 
Method 

Missouri 53.17% 53.5748% 53.5494% 

Kansas 46.59% 46.2047% 46.2293% 
Whole Sale 0.24% 0.2204% 0.2213% 

Total 100% 100% 100% 
Source: KCPL work paper D 1 Allocator forKCPL's Missouri and Kansas 2015 rate cases and Staff Cost of 
Service Report, page 181 
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Q. What demand factor does KCPL now believe is appropriate for the Missouri 

2 I jurisdiction? 

3 A. Mr. Klote identifies a 54.8121% demand factor based on test year coincident 

4 I peaks ending March 31,2014, calculated using the 4 CP allocation method consisting of the 

5 I summer months of June through September of 2013. The test year in this case is the 

6 112 month period April 1, 2013, through March 31, 2014. The month of June 2013-the 

7 I abnormal month KCPL sought to exclude in its original filing- is included KCPL' s new 

8 I calculation using the 4 CP method identified in Mr. Klote's rebuttal.30 

9 Q. Is this a new position presented in KCPL's rebuttal testimony? 

10 A. Yes. KCPL original direct filing supported the use of the 12 CP method for 

II I determining the demand allocation factor. KCPL is now advocating the use of the 4 CP 

12 I method but using the 2013 summer months that contained the abnormal June 2013 resulting 

13 I in a much higher demand allocation factor of 54.8121%, even when to compared to KCPL's 

14 I originally supported 53.5748%. 

15 I KCPL has provided no support in any of its testimony for this new position using 

16 I abnormal information the Company concluded could not be relied on. Although KCPL now 

17 I states it supports the use of the 4 CP method to determine the demand allocation factor, it is 

18 I doing so using the very data the Company initially argued should not be used, namely the 

19 i abnormal June 2013 monthly peak. 

20 Q. Does Staff agree with Mr. Klote's calculation of 4 CP method finding 

21 I 54.8121 %? 

3° Klote rebuttal, page 53. 
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A. No. For the same reason KCPL believed June 2013 was abnormal and should 

2 I be excluded from of its allocation factor calculation, Staff believes the use of the four summer 

3 I months of June through September 2013 should not be the basis of the 4 CP calculation. The 

4 I use of the summer months of2013 using the 4 CP method, including the abnormal June 2013, 

5 I results in an inflated demand factor greater than KCPL's original request using the 12 CP 

6 I method- 54.8121% instead of the original 53.5748%. KCPL's new proposal for the 

7 ,1 54.8121% demand factor is significantly higher than previous KCPL Missouri rate cases. In 

8 I the 2012 KCPL rate case, the demand factor was 52.70%31 and in the 2010 KCPL rate case it 

9 I was 53.50%.32 Staff's calculation using the 4 CP based on the summer months of 2014 

10 I results in a 53.17% demand factor, which is much more in line with past cases and is based on 

II I the most recent available information. 

12 i Based on supporting information from the Annual Surveillance Report, KCPL's 

13 I demand factor of 54.8121% is higher than any of the past ten years. Over time there has been 

14 I a shift of KCPL's jurisdictional loads to Kansas causing a downward trend in the demand 

15 I factor over many years (Schedule CGF-s7). The 54.8121% demand factor does not reflect 

16 I those shifts over the past decade. This demand factor should not be used to determine rates in 

17 I this case as it is inconsistent with recent levels because it contains abnormal information as 

18 I the basis for its development. 

19 I Staff agrees with KCPL's reasoning for excluding June 2013 from its initial filing, and 

20 I opposes KCPL' s attempt to now include the abnormal data in its proposed demand factor 

31 KCPL ER-2012-0174, EFIS 353 Staff Accounting Schedule for True-up filed November 8, 2012-- Schedule 3, 
page I. 
32 KCPL ER-2010-0355 EFIS 1071 Accounting Schedule based on Commission's Report and Ordered filed 
April14, 2011-Schedule 3, page I. 
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1 l calculation. Staff witness Bax also addresses the improper use of the 2013 4 CP allocation 

2 I factor for this case in his surrebuttal. 

3 Q. What is Staff's recommendation concerning calculation of the jurisdictional 

4 I demand allocation factor? 

5 A. Staff recommends its 53.17% demand factor based on the 4 CP method using 

6 I the four summer months of2014. Staff believes the 4 CP method is the proper method to use. 

7 I for the demand factor and results in the most appropriate allocation method for a summer 

8 I peaking utility like KCPL. Further, the 4 CP method is consistent with prior Commission 

9 I orders, prior Staff's recommendations for KCPL' s past rate cases and consistent with previous 

10 I KCPL's recommendations in past KCPL's rate cases. KCPL is willing to accept the use of 

11 I the 4 CP method. However, Staff opposes KCPL's calculations based on four summer 

12 I months of 2013. Just as KCPL replaced the month of June 2013 from its demand factor 

13 I calculation in its original direct filing for the 12 CP method, it is equally necessary to exclude 

14 I June 2013 results for the 4 CP method. Using the four summer months of June through 

15 I September 2014 avoids the abnormal results of June 2013 for the summer months of2013. 

16 Q. What concerns has KCPL raised with regard to the allocation factor for 

17 I meters? 

18 A. Mr. Klote identifies concerns KCPL has using what is referred to as situs 

19 I allocation factor for FERC Accounts 370.000 and 370.002.33 These accounts capture the 

20 I costs for updating the meters that KCPL is installing in Missouri. The existing meters-

21 I called automatic meter reading meters ("AMR meters") - are currently being replaced in 

22 I Missouri. The new meters are called advanced metering infrastructure ("AMI meters"). 

33 KCPL's witness Klote rebuttal, page 54, lines 14-23. 
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I I KCPL installed these meters in Kansas during 20 I 4 and is installing them in Missouri during 

2 I 20 I 5. Since the AMI meters were installed in Kansas during 2014, the plant balances at 

3 I December 31, 2014, used to determine the allocation factors for meters on what is referred to 

4 I on a situs basis is not reflective of actual jurisdictional assigned to each state for these plant 

5 I additions. Because there is a disproportionate amount of meters replacements that occurred in 

6 I Kansas compared to those installed in Missouri as of December 31, 2014, the allocation 

7 I factors are skewed. 

8 Q. Does Staff have an issue updating the allocation factor for meters? 

9 A. No. Staff agrees with KCPL that the FERC Accounts 370.000 and 370.002 

I 0 I relating to meter accounts should be allocated based on updated information through May 31, 

11 12015, which is the end of the true-up period in this case. The circumstance of the installation 

12 I of the meters in Missouri occurring primarily the first of 2015 dictates that an update for 

13 I this allocation factor is warranted. Therefore, Staff will use the latest information it can 

14 I obtain through the true-up to allocate these two FERC accounts for the AMI meter 

15 I upgrades-Accounts 370.000 and 370.002. 

16 Q. What is the jurisdictional factor used for meter accounts in this case? 

17 A. For KCPL's Missouri jurisdiction, Staff used a 75.2499% factor for Account 

18 I 370.000 and a 23.5810%34 factor for the new AMI meters' Account 370.002. 

19 Q. What are the historic jurisdictional factors used for the meter accounts? 

20 A. In the 2012 rate case, the factor used for the FERC Account 370.000 meter 

21 I account was 54.2104%35 and in the 2010 rate case it was 54.3485%.36 Account 370.002 is a 

34 KCPL ER-2014-0370 EFIS 129- Staff Accounting Schedule filed April3, 2015 -Schedule 3, page 6. 
"KCPL ER-2012-0174 EFIS 353-True·up Staff Accounting Schedule filed November 8, 2012 -Schedule 3, 
page 6. 
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1 I new account for the AMI meters so that account did not exist in past KCPL rate cases. It is 

2 I apparent the allocation factors for the meter accounts contained in the direct filing are not 

3 I indicative of past Missouri jurisdictional factors for the meter account and need to be updated. 

4 Q. Are the other distribution accounts allocation factors planned to be updated? 

5 A. No. KCPL has not indicated the need to update any other allocation factors for 

6 I the distribution accounts other than the two FERC accounts for the AMI meters. Therefore, it 

7 I may not be necessary to update any other distribution accounts. However, Staff will 

8 I review the other distribution accounts and update those on a situs basis for the true-up as of 

9 I May 31, 2015. 

10 Q. Does the use of the most current information to allocate the meter accounts 

11 I identify an inconsistency in KCPL's approach to allocations? 

12 A. It is interesting to note that KCPL wants to go outside the test year to update 

13 I the meter allocation factors for the FERC meter accounts, yet takes issue with using the latest 

14 I information available for the four summer months to develop the demand allocation factor. 

15 I Staff believes the latest information should be used for the 4 CP method of allocation-that is 

16 I the four summer months of 20 14--and the latest information for the meter accounts-the 

17 I May 31,2015 true-up. 

18 

19 

Q. Does this conclude your surrebuttal testimony? 

A. Yes. 

36 KCPL ER-2010-0355 EFIS 1071-Commission's Ordered Staff Accounting Schedule filed April14, 2011-
Schedule 3, page 6. 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 

Case No. ER-2014-0370 

Electric Rate Comparisons 
The following tables are based on infonnation from the Edison Electric Institute's Typical 
Bills and Average Rates Report Winter 2015 publication. An update to the analysis presented 
in the Cost of Service Report for 2014 appears below for overall rates: 

Utility 
. 

Company 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

MISSOURI RETAIL AVERAGE RATES 
KCPL- 8.89 8.78 8.23 8.01· 7.69 6.88 6.51 6.14 5.66 5.65 

Missouri cents/kwh Jan 26,2013 
ER-2012- May4, Sept~ Feb 1 Feb 1 · 

0174 ·. 2011 ER- .ER- ER" 
ER-2010' 2009- 2007- 2006-

0355 0089 0291 0314 
.. 

MPS 9.56 9.51 9.48 9.31 9.09 8.36 7.79 7.33 6.85 6.45 

L&P 9.14 9.10 8.49 7.34 6.75 6.34 5.93 5.63 5.30 5.20 

Ameren 8.02 8.12 7.36 7.16 6.48 5.95 5.43 5.46 5.43 5.49 
Missouri 
Empire- 11.00 10.65 10.35 10,07 8.96 8.45 8.18 8.03 7.33 7.09 
Missouri 
Missouri 8.56 8.58 7.96 7.72 7.11 6.55 6.04 5.93 5.74 5.71 
Average 

KANSAS RETAIL AVERAGE RATES 
KCPL- 10.40 10,42 9.87 9.43 8.57 8.06 7.46 6.73 6.35 6.32 

Kansas 

Empire- 10.39 10.15 10.48 10.11 9.25 8.41 8.69 8.61 8.06 6.54 
Kansas 
Westar 9.54 8.87 8.42 7.90 7.46 7.13 6.32 5.73 6.04 6.03 

Energy--
KGE 

Westar 10.17 9.42 8.99 8.28 8.15 7.82 6.92 6.06 6.25 5.58 
Energy--

KPL 
Kansas 9.99 9.46 9.00 8.43 8.00 7.62 6.84 6.12 6.35 6.14 

Average 

West 8.70 8.56 8.06 7.82 7.53 7.14 6.81 6.51 6.38 6.17 
North 

Central 
United 10.72 10.37 10.09 10.09 9.97 9.83 9.77 9.20 8.89 8.22 
States 

Average 
Source: EEl Winter 2010 Report, page 180 provided Data Request 380- ER-2010-0355 

EEl Winter 2012 Report, page 180 provided Data Request 241- ER-2012-0174 
EEl Winter 2014 Report, page 179; EEl Winter 2015 Report, page 178 
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The following table shows such a comparison of KCPL's actual residential customer rates as of 
January 1, 2015: 

MISSOURI AND KANSAS RESIDENTIAL RATES - in cents per 
kilowatt hour 

Utility 
Company 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

MISSOURI RESIDENTIAL RATES 
KCPL- ... 10.99 10.82 10.30 9.90 9.53 8.51 8.14 7.61 6.90 6.88 

Missouri cents/kwh 
:MPS 11.20 11.17 11.21 10.81 10.52 9.67 9.10 8.64 8.08 7.45 

L&P 10.80 10.81 10.24 8.64 7.97 7.43 7.03 6.78 6.31 5.97 

Ameren 9.97 10.11 9.30 8.80 7.82 7.03 6.53 6.60 6.60 6.52 
Missouri 
Empire- 12.27 11.90 11.74 11.22 9.95 9.75 9.19 9.10 8.35 7.98 
Missouri 
Missouri 10.47 10.50 9.89 9.39 8.54 7.77 7.27 7.18 6.96 6.77 
Avera2e 

KANSAS RESIDENTIAL RATES 
KCPL- 11.58 11.57 11.09 10.58 9.67 9.07 8.43 7.43 6.92 6.88 
Kansas 

Empire- 10.58 10.72 11.03 10.53 9.65 8.97 9.26 9.20 8.69 7.11 
Kansas 
Westar 12.04 11.16 10.68 9.92 9.46 8.84 7.84 7.29 7.72 7.74 

Energy--
KGE 

Westar 12.08 11.18 10.70 9.93 9.55 9.17 8.07 7.16 7.36 6.69 
Energy--

KPL 
Kansas 11.90 11.29 10.81 10.12 9.56 9.03 8.12 7.31 7.51 7.27 
Average 

West 11.01 10.82 10.35 9.91 9.40 8.79 8.37 8.13 7.99 7.70 
North 

Central 
United 12.70 12.43 12.20 12.07 12.01 11.72 11.53 10.95 10.62 9.60 
States 

Average 
Source: EEl Winter 2010 Report, page 212 provided Data Request 380- ER-2010-0355 

EEl Winter 2012 Report, page 212 provided Data Request 241- ER-2012-0174 
EEl Winter 2014 Report, page 212 
EEl Winter 2015 Report, page 212 
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The following table shows such a comparison ofKCPL's actual commercial customer rates as of 
January 1, 2015: 

MISSOURI AND KANSAS COMMERCIAL RATES- in cents per 
kilowatt hour 

Utility 
Company 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

MISSOURI COMMERCIAL RATES 
KCPL- 8.51 8.37 7.79 7.62 7.31 6.56 6.22 5.92 5.49 5.48 

Missouri cents/kwh I . ·. 

MPS 8.63 8.57 8.49 8.45 8.25 7.62 7.08 6.59 6.16 5.94 

L&P 9.21 9.12 8.46 7.36 6.69 6.26 5.86 5.51 5.26 5.37 

Ameren 7.72 7.81 7.02 6.92 6.29 5.71 5.34 5.34 5.32 5.29 
Missouri 
Empire- 10.93 10.58 10.25 9.94 8.82 8.60 8.13 7.96 7.32 7.08 
Missouri 
Missouri 8.21 8.20 7.55 7.40 6.85 6.26 5.87 5.74 5.56 5.50 . 
Average 

I 

KANSAS COMMERCIAL RATES 
KCPL- 9.40 9.44 8.93 8.38 7.57 7.20 6.62 6.13 5.90 5.87 I 

Kansas 
I 

Empire w 11.44 11.18 11.59 11.21 10.27 9.48 9.62 9.61 9.19 7.64 
Kansas 
Westar 9.73 8.95 8.46 7.97 7.57 7.31 6.66 6.03 6.38 6.29 

Energy--
KGE 

Westar 9.64 8.90 8.45 7.99 7.64 7.33 6.54 5.68 5.89 5.22 
Energy--

KPL 
Kansas 9.60 9.08 8.61 8.12 7.61 7.30 6.61 5.93 6.24 5.96 
Average 

West 8.80 8.60 8.o7 7.83 7.50 7.01 6.75 6.51 6.38 6.17 
North 

Central 
United 10.94 10.52 10.19 10.20 10.21 10.03 10.05 9.53 9.33 8.54 
States 

Average 
Source: EEl Winter 2010 Report, page 246 provided Data Request 380· ER-2010-0355 

EEl Winter 2012 Report, page 244 provided Data Request 241- ER-2012-0174 
EEl Winter 2014 Report, page 245 
EEl Winter 2015 Report, page 244 
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The following table shows such a comparison of KCPL's actual industrial customer rates as of 
January I, 2015: 

MISSOURI AND KANSAS INDUSTRIAL-in cents per kilowatt 
hour 

Utility 
Company 2014 2013 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 

MISSOURI INDUSTRIAL RATES 
KCPL- 6.44 6.46 5.99 5.83 . 5.57 5.13 4.77 4.47 4.21 4.23 

Missouri cents/kwh . 

MPS 6.47 6.40 6.27 6.28 6.26 5.82 5.34 4.89 4.58 4.49 

L&P 6.98 6.96 6.47 5.61 5.16 4.96 4.60 4.26 3.98 3.97 

Ameren 5.34 5.45 4.85 4.87 4.46 4.30 3.87 3.89 3.96 4.05 
Missouri 
Empire- 8.33 8.07 7.72 7.72 6.89 6.60 6.19 6.08 5.51 5.41 
Missouri 
Missouri 5.83 5.88 5.35 5.30 4.90 4.73 4.26 4.18 4.14 4.61 
Average 

KANSAS INDUSTRIAL RATES 
KCPL- 8.79 8.16 6.65 7.95 7.06 6.73 6.15 5.50 5.15 5.15 
Kansas 

Empire· 8.20 7.92 8.25 8.26 7.42 7.01 6.97 6.94 6.32 5.02 
Kansas 
Westar 7.04 6.63 6.30 5.89 5.47 5.34 4.78 4.17 4.36 4.32 

Energy·· 
KGE 

Westar 8.02 7.45 7.14 6.84 6.50 6.31 5.62 4.83 5.01 4.40 
Energy·· 

KPL 
Kansas 7.49 7.00 6.62 6.34 5.91 5.75 5.15 4.49 4.77 4.65 
Average 

West 6.20 6.10 5.68 5.62 5.48 5.38 5.21 4.83 4.76. 4.52 
North 

Central 
United 7.21 6.91 6.60 6.64 6.71 6.63 6.66 6.15 6.00 5.62 
States 

Average 
Source: EEl Winter 2010 Report, page 278 provided Data Request 380- ER-2010-0355 

EEl Winter 2012 Report, page 276 provided Data Request 241· ER-2012·0174 
EEl Winter 2014 Report, page 278 
EEl Winter 2015 Report, page 276 
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0 Swth carotna Pill:( .co SeNe& Col!i'nls.s!on of SO!Ith AveRgo/1 1m1t!!m! 0 ' Cerotl\t 

0 SWJ\Dakota So!l.h Dst!Xa P'Ub!:c Ullilles Avernge(3 W28n0f2 3 3 
Corrmlnfon 

0 TIMIHOI TeMt!SSU Regli~!ocy AWlod:j AvcrPgel1 OIIOIIIS92 2 2 

0 Te)!Q! PublcU~Co~WOoOlTuas SdowAvt~o/1 05/11fl001 1 ' 
0 Te~~:.u Rdroad Comf!"iss».1 of Tens Awtage/3 Ollfo(/20U 1 3 

0 utoh PubfcSer.oko:l Comm.lu»n ofUl£h Averog&/2 07/1:1912010 0 3 

0 Ve/11\onl Vennonl Pvb!c Se<'of«! ~ard AvertOe/3 01~007 0 1 

0 1/irg~ta Vitgnla Stalo CorpGrat-on C«rJniWon Abova Averege /2 OOIM012 s ,. 
0 Y.'a~!M \\'a-~g\on UIIEI!e.s 11r.d Tra('ISpcftat·on 

Ccmmls.sb, 
Avemge/2 0711512013 f to 

0 WtstVJrgWa PubSc:SeMc.e Co.TI!IlS.S:QI\ ofW\'lSI Bdow Ave,.,ge I 1 011161l013 2 2 
VlfOhlct 

0 '11.\seontln PIJW<: Sor--ice CO.T.tnls.s:on o£~\l»::ffltn l>.bovOAWt~a/2 07li)2}\002 0 27 

0 """"""' 
Wjomlng PubifcS~ Cornl'N.~!!'on AVtfOi!0/2 06/131l007 f • ------

RRA ma:Jnlalrn IM!o prlndp.!l re!lng tal~odes, ~ Ave~e. Avuage, MIS B~i<:W Awngo, wllhAl:<Jve Averaoe lodati!Yla rrJaMtJ m«e c:on5W¢1..iW, l~r-rl1!< 
regult\DIY enVI'OMien\from en lnvuloc-AIPVo'Polll\ rOO Bekrw Average IJ'Hkatsog a Ius c::oM\Uetivit, tMer·tbk~a!ort dr'IHIIe ftom en lnYulor-&wpol;'ll, Y.~thln 
lhe uno PfV>e\lal ra.fng cate-QOC!u, '" nu:nbcB 1, 2, and 3: hdk:ateRla!Ne po~Hlon. Th• de~l!on 1 .,dlcales a s!foopor(moro c:o.,Wuclh'l!} rotlng: 2. a mldrar.ge 
rating; and, 3, 11 weaker (Ius c:ons1ructlw) m!lng.. V.'a CftdU\I:)(lo m:illlal.'lan appro:4mat~}fetrJal nunborol ra:\t'lgs obovo U;e awta~ and b.!'mllhe avtrage. 

li DIM' .II t«ll~ ll'.tl • U'IIV:lllt.lt,u • b ~U• ~ tuTIIIlr,.,r<!';t~ ... Ta h;We •toi.C c•'rll>i -nlo ~\'I C')rUl\1, p/Uit e«i.ll:l0'$1>1\i 1 ~91tlmtf'J11! ((61.1} ~10 ocr/an llphr 
llrlrt 

News Research Companies &As5els Ma1kels & Deals Jndusllles Ooograpltlos Book To Top 

~ 
Us•go Clf lhl• prod !let If govuned b)' the MIM"'r Subscrtpl!on Aqreermnf. 
.Sh Uof\IU,JJ{l(l de.59fl COJ))'I\)~t 0 201 S, S!il FimntUilC 
SM. Frtt11!thllC, O;u SNLf1u,, 
POf!.l.o:212(. C~MUUU',tfe, \"ro"ni.t22t-);! \IBA,-t1.~3U11.10.00 

For~trpco:c-c()on, yo\J"IP ad' dross Ms b.! en bgged: 
1&$.166.67.-4 

~;'leMHI E,!RSSFU<I$ 
Ht!p At>c.rtSm. 

Cllurl 
OaliiFUdl 

O~IJP.~II~r.J 
Mwrtil.!fl9 
FfOOlnU 

https://www.snl.com/interactivex/CommissionProfiles.aspx 
Schedule CGF·s3 Page 2 of 2 

1/21/2015 



SNL: Missouri Public Service Commission Page I ofS 

~ 
Ajips: Nows 
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U.S. Demographics 

Country Risk 

Jnduslry Tttnds & 
SlaUsUcs 

Ia"" search SUL 

Rosouch Compantos &Assets Marko!& & 011als 

Missouri Public Service Commission 
Go II) Soeton: jGenerallri<mnallon 

Genarallnfoun,l!on 
Contact lnfonnlllon 200 Mad'~ 'on Stroel 

PO Box3W 
Jetrenon Ot)', fr\065102-0360 
(573) 751-3234 
tlttp:J/ff,\"H.psc.mo.go-.1 

No. ofCornmJssfonou: 5 ofS 

/-.f;'nnud 

lnduslrles Goograpt'llos 

v! 

JelfKe~l-1 C• 1•·- •& 0.) 
TWM o!Ua 1 ': 'c,:J •.1;;; \''j 
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Method at Seloellon co.-nmJuJor"~ers: G~tor!::.lapt:olO!tneol, Senate o:rn~mmcn 
ChalrpllrKtO:: AppoWed by and s.ems A\lho pfeasuto 0/0\e Go~mor 

Term orOffieg Commls~r.«s:8years 
Ch<irperson: lnde~,ri~e 

Chairperson Robt:rt KW~~e.y 

Deputy Chairperson NA 
Govemor Jay tr..:on (D)- elededln J;unr.uy, 2009 

Sarvlee~ Regulaled Eledrlccoopeta!lws,. E~etJfcutlitlas, Gastl!frdes, S~scot:~p~n!Ds, S&.¥erU'J1ifi.es, Stearn u1iif:es, Teleco.1U1Wn:cat"oru ~T1l&S. 
YlalertrtWe! 

RRARankJng Averagel2: (1/8J2008) 

Commission Budget $15.0 1rH:cn 

Comm!sslontt Salalits Comrni$Sloners: $105,100 
Chalrpers.on: $105,100 

SLto of SlaH :W5 
R1te Cases 
Research Noles 
RRAConlacl 

Mlssovn PIIM-c Serl.eo ConvrltsiM's Rate case I{TsJory 
RRAM:Ies 

Commtsslontts 

S!ephcn$!0{1 

BtlKanMr 
Daroel HaU 
Sco!f.Rupp 

Pl.fsuno1neous Issues 

Russen Ems! 
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R 
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1212017 
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O'J/2019 
00202<1 

Cornmb!loner SeJe Gl!on ctaerla-M~ party reJl(esenTalon Is prs.cr:eed, bul ncl rt~qlll'Hi 

SeMcas Roguf.a\ecl-ln ecmJon to regtllaling ok!drlc, gas, s!eaon. waiet, and sewulln"u,ll\e PSC has eul.lledl)' werru1111 eteclliccoope!'i&r·es (onlyv.Th reg!lld 
to uft1y), and mawf&ctl.n'lf houslng (with regard' lo btM.llg rode compflance), IUld has LnTkd aulholiy over rela11e:ecommUO'(at;ons.. · 

Slafi'Ca\l.act KsY'.n Kelly, Pubic lnl'cnna!Son A.dmin"stnlor(S73) 751 9300 (Stdlon upd'nd 10116/14) 

RRA E'lalunJicll 
M!5.soUr\ r~:atonls re~PY,:Y bataneedfrom ankwastorpellp«!Nt.. Rale ea~o !Sodsfo."IS!Ut.lecl cwrtha pancovp!e ol yeua tllve geMralyl!een ntullal aM 
the authollzed equity rohlm5 have eMor approdnalallor't\'i!t'O aightjbolow prevalhg lrrd..l~ty avrrn;uat thelma o$~bli$Md. fltarlt a I OFIIle eledlieutmes 
hevo fuel edjo.n\mtl\1 da\150$ (FACs) In plato !hal a~lo a pM>on offlli)J and pi.K'C:hau-d paNCHe!aled ~t w.rlalons lo sharehol~e~: lhe orlY romp my 
CUTert\!'J VrllhO\.ian·FAC, Gtual PW.nt En«gy aubs1dis.y KMu s Crl)' PewH & Ught, ll e:q>e-ded to rcq.Jerl o.·.o In a forihconing nit ease. Sta/ulas penN\ (he 
PSC to •PPI'CW env'.m!'lll'.enla! and tentwablll fesoutce oo.sl re-ocwery me-chaMms fer 1M u:rn~s: howtvu, no wch mC'dtanl$mS havo bcM au\horizeO ta d3!e. In 
a recent ded5loo. tho Ccm/1\lss!Ofl ~)eded a requS-51 'ttl a W"" Industrial OJstomu Ill~\~ haVe elfcc:th-ely pro'&ied roc e nd!JCN' olcctlt.l rate for ll'.o «nlo:nu 
ovtra muJt'.yurporlod. YNJJ lh8 relat~ revenuo•hortfdlf« lho U!Jit)' bettlp alocatecllolhe otller cuslomer Ws~ The proc.ee>tfn~ oameRdconskfmNc 
atlel!llonfrom ~rta'n c:mtomen; lh<ltwoold Mw boen alfe-cted by !he proposal 11\d da~edlh~t appramlof such a rl!qve.sl\\'tiUdhMJ.ul Ule &lag& f«a 
"tfippel)' s,tope• 1« s:mliY requesTs lo bo made. In ll'.o Q» a1ena, lM stJto•s lotal o·u d'~uUcn tcmparl.ea {lDCs) ero pemnte-d to s.c!iJ$1 raTes lo relkct 
®ngn \'1 IIi'$ oommotfiy r.t)sls on a tnteybas&. Mr:llheComnmslonhn apprO'red lhe use ot swcharqes for raQ';M'()' ctlnl'raln.oc.tlxe lmprowmonlto.lts 
bet-Hun ban ~ale cas&!. Ovorlhn pa~ ~~~ ctyeut, 1M PSC hu ~pfOWd ~~~s~r~ lOC WlQH' Proposals wJ.hout lrrpcsbg cniHWS restrrcfc.u. 
Rewooe de-couptng metlunlsms ruw nol boen1rnp'ttr.nrlcdto tho s!t!o. Wo CMiir#ll !o aeeord Ul&sourl teQiiatlco anAveragV.Zra!l'~. (SK!Ion updalcd 
1011!1114) 

RRA Ranking History 

D.tto orR~n;;i~0C~;;g~T .- .. - ···--ru:zm RRAmaht:lil'.s ~'vee pt'l\dpal rel!nge&tag~>r~u ror~gul$t0l)'el:'IU!es:J.b.o.WI 
--·-.- -... -- A\'el'a!l&, A~e, and Belew A\'•mllle. 'M'J'Ih !he ~nc:ij»l ra!lng eategorles,lhe 

ff812006 Awrago/2 nvmbers I, 2, &lid 31ndulo rela~ve pos:li«<. The dos)gnallon f\ndlcatu a 
i5110flo)ern~: 2, a rnl<k'a'lge rating; and,~. 11 wutsr raliniJ, Ttl& aw!wtiOM eC'l!l 
a~ooed ff'MI an Ime.slor penpedNe ond !ncfea\e lhe rela\MI rogutat-oty risJ:. 
a~!Odaled v.fh lllo owr.ershlp ct 15ecuril!es Issued by tho ).rrl!d!cilon's v.tf~». Th!l 
cmhul!onretects OUI mes.smenl ol the pt®ablt kwl andqu.alif1 or tile earrk!Qs 
to b.\ roahedb)' lho sl,le's u!iillo1 no resiJtol reo\Micry,leg!sla\1\oo,lrd court .-.. 

101131199l Ayeroag&/3 

11111993 ~~cwAwroge/1 

1k.i!ll89 AVI/'1111112 

1Q'511087 Average/3 

S/le/1888 DelowAverega/1 

2/111934 Awrap.e/3 
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L .. ·--·~H· 7nl1982 fkWNA.~r;tge/21 
Consumer lnterut 
Retprosen!!XIby \ho Ollieool' \he Pul>'lcCou:~sa\ & dM.slon of lhe Depalfm~lltofEcono.Tie 00\"'!opnwnt(OED). The Public Covnsef Is ;ppo'fll~ by the Drectoror 
1/)Q OED (OC"M 1.1Mpedfie<llellll. (Se=ton updEicd 10/IGJfol) 

Rate Cost Tlmlnglfnlorlm ProcaduNs 
Uh'Rin serll"lg to IM:t'C3$tl rtta: must ~e tariffs 30 days prl¢tlo thtt propo.sed offt:et:;ye date. Tha proposed tanll's may !hen he s\lspen~ t1J lhe PSC f0f1D 
monO». II !he comrrils~«~has nettltW&d a fi1al dtdslonvt.lh'.n 1111'l¢1"1lhs ollllO IMIOII fi&l(l, the proposed ratos WOI.~ btMXh'lltl effrdNe e.s Ned pr.dwould not be 
aLAY.e« lorefmd. 1M PSCmay a\111\o(ize an Wertm lrlefease, s~&ct to relu!ld, if a t.omp2ny can demotulntle <Ill emergency, oro~~ e<Mrpenq !iitu&too. 
Interim h<:roasos havo raroljboeo sough! oravthorlttld. (Socllon updated 1011511~) 

Rolum on Equity 
Tho most rea;.nt e!edrlc ra~ dedabo that~ a return oo ei!ulty {ROE) was Issued lnJanuaJJ 2013, v.ften lhe PSC 111ihorized G~al F1a'ns EnerOY 
StJbl:ldl;fY subU:li'2l'!es Kansas CJf)' Pt111er & ~ (I(CPP.t) and KCP!t...GluterMls.souil Op!lrab"ons{GMO) u 9.7% ROE. Tl\8 rr.ostrecenl oledricrato ded~n 
fO( ~nm Corp. subskli~ Unlon Eledfk. (\)E), d/bliiAmell!n Mlssoo11, msl~ed In 2012, Yrtlen lho F'SC es\a~l.sM<J 11 9.8% ROE.lll! most ret:en!Eiedrlc 
dedllon (or Empire Olslrltt Elcarl¢(Emp!fe)lhatspec:i1~ an ROE was b~ln 2008, 'a'd'l~ lhe PSC estaMshed a IO.S% RO!O. 

The moslte~nloas rate ded!lol\ lhQISpecihd an ROE waslssood!n D«ember2014, mK!nthe PSC au!loc'luul Ubetty UliRies {1/.khl.alu tlatural Gas), dlbla 
Ub!rtj Unti"~. a 10% ROE. Ubolfy U~sv.-a.s ro.meilj known as AlmO$ Erlergy.ln0clobet'2014, lhe PSC aulho.1~ed Summll NallllaJGn of M;s.sou1 a 10.8fo 
ROE. For the o1Mr95s urnios, ra.lo ded~onslue-cenl. yuershavo b<i&rt £ilet'11UI~611; oothorlle:f ROE's fGrlhelrcw.:!ra!'l opera-Sons. Howswr, n eetl~!tl 
drcum~s,lhoso vbWe s have Mers ln p'.ate lhet tetec.l PSC..appr01.-ed ~ ll!!Ums (seelho M,usi"JMnl Clat~ses .soeGon}. The rr.osllte$nt gn ralo 
dec:Won that ~td en ROE ror ladede Group subs.l.d'MJJ..IIS$0ttrl Gas Er.!:f'IIY (MGE)w.u l»t~e:d 1n2<110, \'oilen lh<l PSC;uthoriz~ o tOY. ROE; ~er, 
!I.GE uses o 9.7$%pce.taxwvlghted a~&OO$\OI capllallo t;a}etla\c talo &tf.J.Sl1\Mis U!lderl\! lnfras!nxtUre ey!letrl replaeetnMI sufthup~~ (ISRS). A 2013 
PSC-!ppcovetJ rafe c.aso utlMlenl sJ)edl!~s lhalludedo Group subsl<fttyle.ded& Gas (lCG) !J to 1,1~e a a.n~ ROE!oeafrula:<J prospedi'to rate at:ttulmMls 
undertne wmp3ny's tSRS ch<Y.g~. UE Is penr.kfedlo utrae a lOY• ROii: In !he context or rts ISRS ll®r. (S~upd.atetJ 1fl/f5) 

Rate Bau and Tnt Perlod 
The PSC gmerelly renn ooa year.eml orlghaJ.o»lrate base, bll1, by law, mu~t CZ)(Id:lerfik'~. Ra~ reque'ts e:rctypll:.'lly Hed Ns~ on l;lstorlee.l wpartly 
foreca~&<l t&st podod data, Milch 2n1 vpdaled duJ\'lg lht w.:rs.a otllto p~llll to reDed. &dualll!lMtiS. Th6 adopted te.slperlodt at a Nmrlc:al at the tmo of 
PSCdedsloo$; tw ... -&vor, imittXI 'lCoOWn-and.meaStKeble• chati9&S beyotld the end or the le-5\pelk>d maybe re<:ognll.ed. a7 !w, the psc Is prohib'.lN rrorn 
frdiJdll'-9 eli t1r1c co.,stnK:too-worfWI.progres.s In rate bas e. (Soetklrl updated 10116114) 

Accounting 
Urloo Elediic (UE) and fW\sas Cit)' Power & Ughl (KCP.U);ro ponn.'tt~ \o ooOectfrom ra\epayors arnouflls to food tne evenlual daeomn'Jsslontn:~ oflM 
Callo1Waj' and\'lol!Ctef<nudurfaefii!ler, re~p«MIJ; thnefurtds ue p!ac.od In qurtfied e:rlt(na! deeorr.m!sslonlrog trusts. (UE DHnS 100%ofCilil~yand 
KCP&LI:I'I'i'M 47o/o o(Wol!Ctnk.) 

UE, KCP!~ KCP&tGA!aln YJWluliOpera!ions {GPlO), EJJ1$Wo DI~J\"t{ Eleeuk (Etl\*e),lackde Gas, Mlnourl G.ls EMfQ'/ (MGEJ and 1Jb.erty EnNgf 
(M:".f~cs),tomcdy knownu Al.!nos Energy, are pe~m!lledto track, u ~WI~ us!MaNI!iu,lnetii<Tlmlal varbio.1sln~ns..lon-Riale<J costs and other pol\. 
emplo)melll be no~!~. UE, KCP&t, GMO, Emp'n, Missouri Gas Eno~gy aoo Ln:>elt)' Enerv1 (M~~lotes) ere penn"M ~roco:d, as regulalctyauets, costs related 
to eMfVY elli~ney prograrns. Emp'te and U E umte VII gelaE«l management &nd lrltasii\Jdure buped.lco Vaddog m«:hannsms, ~reby oosts os.sochlod \~'Ul 
!mise a~M~n that \'ar'f from a base bvet oro ddtmd lotMIKo roC>:IYCtykef\K'od ar,d a~c to 1:-e ~eo:! h subuQllel'l1 r8tec.ases. (Sedo:\updeled 10/16/14) 

Allemat\~e Regulallon 
Emp\'OO:slllt{ EleciJ1.c, KCP&L Greater Mls.sotri Operalklns, end Urfon El«fttcutfa.e tuel a~UWnent dausu Utalp«m[t shs.llng, on a 95%/S% b:al.sby 
ra1ep1yers llo'ld thacehcld'~a, ofloctementa! fu&Kost VillltliOM (see !he A(~s!mel\1 Cla.U$OS &~on). f/.i$$0lll1 Gas Enef1T/ (MGE) has in pbe:e a rtamewo:k lhat 
pro'J'ides ror shaJSng of o pMilon of off·S)'slem ~u (OSS) r•uflllns arod capatfty mane (CR) tevenues, specifJe:i}j: forth! !Irs! $1.2rrill:>not0SS mug'Jls and 
CR tevtntl!s, 15% b to be etoeatod Jo the co.T.pany end" e5%1o (:1.11-tomen.: fOflhO noA$1.2 rr.troo, 20% ls to be e~oeahtd to 1M Wl!p.an'(and"BI»'•to 
wMome11; forl.'te l'r!Jdl1.2m!lkm, 25¥../a tc be aloeated to the C:OI1PMJ u.:$75% !o(:UstO!l\ttS:; and, lbo'.'B $3.& mJIIm, 30% b to be aloealtd to lho company 
l.lld7~ lo o.Jl:omers. 

U!decle Gn (lCG) Is p~~nn:l!ed fo retdn 10% of My o.n·costsavtngs reiWto tc at1 estatt:sMdbelrlw11111t In elkfi{Of\ lCG &h~UCS \'1\lh ratepzyen, (o wl)i:lg 
degree$, OSS maflins and CR revenue,. Spcdt!ca:ly; tM ftrsl S2 mriOR OfOSS matoln.s and CRrcwnaes ue to bo t:n'Jret)'Jioc:ated to retepayen; lncnmt:olal 
mug/Ju bdNaen$2 mnonand .S4 m:£k>n are to be shared 60W20%;trr:xernentalmi(QIM be meet~ $4 m.iloo end $811\ilion 1011o W Wred76%!25%; 1100, 
iol:umenlal ma.-glns ab<We .ss mmon are to be shnd 70%13~ {SedJon upda!ed 10116114) 

CourtAcUone 
PSC raleonhnrnay be epp9J:td CittlCUy lo Jhe Mluourl Courlof/o.ppeafs(OOA), and th.lmate:)'lo lh&SuJ:(une Court of MJssollli {SCfA). Rates tusentaiy 
cannot be stayed by lho MCk.. however.tllo Court has 1M a~ to roq1/n!Jl0 PSC toe. mOd a COOlpanfs rates Nsed on \he Co'.JrfS ruing. Tile governor 
lniUalt appolnts.jUdg:' to 1M SCM allcllhG MCA ftomnoll'ir..:lllons :wbmltled b'f Judltial &elCY.:t011 eomrrt:ss:ons. Suprt~ne and-'We;ls eoutjudge.s muM. run ror 
retel"l!on ol oflk:e ollhll end of a 12 ye81term tlo ma;or Ulli~J related easuhaw been bef«< th.o eo<nhrmf !he past roVPie ofyu!rt. (SG-dien updatod 10/\~J1.4) 

Legislation 
Tha Ml$S60rl GellC1tl AsstmNt b a bk:ameralliod"Jiha\lli(lels liMllally be\li'lnho tn JaiYJaq Md eontlr,u"f\9 Into May. Mllu~ ve!o MSS'.ons rue held In 
SepWmb«, ~flt-rebybtls w!ood by !he gowmoro'uri"ng 1M priOrregtiar s:ess:oo lt'e e:onsJ:1ereclby the ~~~~~s:-atvre lorpo~slble CMnlde. CUreltly U!ere sro110 
Repv~M, 52 Dtmo~u. and ono ~h 1M House oi'Roprestrb!iVes; tMre are 23 R~pub1Jearn, Q DB~W.fl\$, and two\-a~s In lho Senate. ThO 
General A»embl)'h lo rec.onvene on Jan. 7,2015. 

Hotno Bil 1631, enacted b Juty 2014, eliows 100 J,I/$$0UriAA Conurwt'onCornml~on \odawlop leu-slf4)genltatbon-redUctlon sta."''dM!sl.tlan those lneruded 
In tho EPA'41 ptOPOsed 111(d) Me (see tho Em'$#M$ ~}, (Scc5eo opdlled 10116/loi) 

Corporate Govtmanu 
BBy taw, !he PSC h.ts authori"J over mef'O\!f! MdJ&erpanlz.e!JOns tnwWr.o fl!l ub~e.s ltteollle!u, e:ertah llnand:ng arratll)etnenb, m<f at: hie ~sws.. Tl\0 PSC 
hn,ln JOmllinslanees, !clopled rlr19-fendng ~~ens In the conlerl otepp(e\(ng pctopo$ed mer~rs {s-ee Rio Muruer Adivil)' section). 

Reorg•n!UtlonJ-!n2.001, !he PSC condi'tlon1'1y aU'JlortzMJ<ansas C(lyPo-.ver& Ugh\ (KCP!l)tores!.n.ldure ils ope.tal!oos toto a. hc!d'IIQ oompany, Grea\Piaiu 
Energy, Wilh sl.lbshhdes 11\a\ lndude4KCP&L and Its r&g\lated operaUon5. Tho PSChlpoud the r~•.ng COIMfJ!ioru; KCP&L'.s wmmonP.xX c.a.'VlO\b-11 pJeWed 
as oo1aterallor(;(NI Piahs EJ\ug'/s deb! v.ilhWt PSC !p~l; KCP&L caMOl gt.~arnntn !he note I, dllb«<lures, debtob~a\lon.s, orolhtruwd:lcs or Great 
PlabsCOIJfUtor.lts wb~cllries WithOut PSC 11\Ahorlzallon; Great Pfa!/1~ FnorgyJs lo mUll a~ o 0).-nmon equllyre!!O olel5e.ul30o/., an:l KCPtL's c.oovnon equ;ty 
mtro m~l be allou\35%;i<CP&L's t~l r~enn deb\15 noi(O tiX¢00d ttl a baso, and mustremaln separalv from.lhohoi:O\ol.g c:ompany; and, J<CP&lls to 
mah!.sl:l at~ln\-estmMI.grade aelfR ra&'lg. 

In 2001, tho pSC ec~ai:Y euthorlled Ledede G&sto roMJdllroi\s oporat:ooslnlo al'.<Jl!fn; eomPM'J, L.adedo Group, v.W\wbsffiarlu !hal lnduded tadeda 
Gas 100 its reglia!ed opera'Joru. (Se~ updal«f 1CJI6/14) 
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M~rgtr Aetivily 
In appnw!ng a propose~ n:orgar,UJe PSC must detomwo JhallhotrMsaeti~ ~"not delmlcntalto tho p~lctnloresl"Thero 1~ l'iostaltt..otylime~me\\Wlln 
y,flkh VJO Comm!s~loo rr.t.~St reMer decisions on propos!d n:ergers.. 

SinO' tho ~te1!190s, !ho PSC hu M!d on o r.um.bero{ me(Otrs and asselllansl'ers.l, 1997, the PSC approm 1M m~rgHof Union EledJie{UE} andCen\rSJ 
UJMis PubfeS&I\iro (CIPS)to fonnArnollln. The me*'r dose-d 11'11997. 11'1 2005, lho PSC etftmeod a pre<Joos d~don lnwhkh 1t coM!IIe>na'}J eppn~Wd 
hncron'& ptoposnl to lrm!ret UE',s, II hob e!et:Ufo tnd gas cf~.Stooo.F.on osR!s to CIPS :tt ~»ole w)Je (S138 mUM). iht PSC'~; to11dijoo' pe/lW!rd to lhe ltoa\nanl 
oftolia!tl pro-lraml'er ll!blffiis antS t>.'f·sy&em e~nls!Ue,.Atelo!td Ur/M lerril«y lroMierwas compk!td le!uln 2005, endUE rn11 oper.l!U soletj Ill 
!Aimuri Tho PSC d'dnc.t have) .. ulsdiction o\'er Mmeo'$2000 lltld 200( e~uhlt;M' of trmls u~tlfesCetltralt~.ob Ugh! emf l~lnols rowu, rll~\'lily, as 
lheie w.u 1'10 chango In conlrol of a WHy nt.;eet tons own~l!l. 

In 1999,1he PSC approved he me~ror hnuk;an E~ P<morend Cenllel end SoW! \\'estfOIIowl~~g a S&t!lem~ntlhat resot.'ed 100 Comrnl5!i'on'.s Cl)f\c:ems 
reQ2!dino thD effect Of the m~rgeron n~lall oom~~lk>nin P.!.'s,oul1 Alated to lhe c.omp~n!es" eepacit)' ros.eNalitm on Nneron'i lrilnsmls$!oney~ecn.. Thomerou 
0Qsedln2000. 

ln2000, UB":Cctp Un!!td($ubsequ~llyJ<m.vn as Ac:Uila) anciSL Joteph Ught& PCfflorrneroed tolow"t~; PSO approval. However, lhe ~mlsslorl re~cled a 
related t.v&-)'11:11"a-lamalt..e reo lila lion plan. fn2004, tne PSC deterrn.ne<~lhst umcorp shodd OOI!l'lalawe<S to reCil;-er 1M '~SlliM premium from tU$lO!Ile~ 
lha Cm.mln!on staled that /Illes ccnsbten\ly e.ppl:ed 1M net origi'laJ..eostelar.d~tdwhM pladfl2 a va.'tte oo &ssets1« PUfJlOS!s ol estabtsNng a utT'Iy'&rate~. 

Jn 2008, KCP&l p~rent Greil Plains Enervrt!Cqllred Aqula, folktMno conditional approval by lhe PSC. The former Aqlila umliu h f,'.IDwl1 BtU nO'H Moo.rnas 
KCPl.LGrealotf>'.:ssouliOpern~ns.. 1b9 rondit:ons lndude 1M follct.W!g: GreatPim..! Y.'Dn'l be perrrJiled to rett:Nfrfrom ratepayers anylnln$.k.l!on costs 
OM«iale<l'hllhlhe mer~r; lhe compOO:es tue to tradcmerper-<etated synerotnlodu.on.stralewMtherltdUal syrm(lles excetd lhllltan~Con rost~ ar.sot:ia!ed 
Wi\!llhe m&rger(UlG corr.pany uttized re~Uia\0()' lag tore\<~;l'\!ls lhartt or S)'Mr91n, enlfr;!.epayers Mate ol1he syner~·es have be~n tefteeted b rate~ !lv~ 1'i1\o 
e;.ue~ l'i!od 5UNOCO"JMI to lht eorn¢!tion c.l' the lti1M.ac(on); any post·MIIftler"Mandaleffetr ol a ueC!IdOWTI\lta<f' ofGfta\Piains, KCP&I., encVor Aqlila,lhil 
O«lJt; i'IS tl tosull of tho morgorftlo b-e"bome by lM sh:!reM\dm"; t~.1d,IM PSC"teums the Tighllo eonslder oey rntem~ lreatmer.t•to bi o~d lllo 
!ttnsad"ons Ina r./.l.!re p;ooeedi'IIJ. ~, lho tQitlpMy's 2011 rate aue de CiS. !on, lh' PSC de!ermlned that ectvat syrmgies ~xece<fed\he mergefSl'lnsf!ion tolls 
and allowe-d tlu company toaJl'l«iite !hUll ros\$ over a 11\-e.yearperiod. 

In 1997, Altnos Energy oeqWedUfll&d Ciio:~Gas (oilwlfl2 PSC 8PPfOY<II, In 2004, Altnos ~1-ed f«mUlXU Inc. aub!ldiarylXU Ga,. foJoW.r.g PSC apprO'nl 
of a se~mentsp«Jrylng lmt: tho aeq~sitJon premNmmay not be ~'Ired h'Orll rale))a)'&ts; comp~tl)' b<lo$:5 and re~s co.1lilluo tobo avaBableforta\iew by 
lhe PSC Steff ~1d\he QMc:eol ~ Counsef; Md, Atlr.OSY.'OU!d Issue a\ least $300 rr&EioO olnMeqli.tylo pirtla:Jjfund tho a~U!~fon(Aimos' eQIAI)'I»vance 
la:erln 2004 g!netale-d $235 mflonln nel proc:ceds). Tho ttarnact.on dosed In 2004. 

ln2012,Almos so:d Its t.li$SOtJrt.:urWJktional l.'lll!y auels to Uberty Eneror {Midslales) C«p., an alfrule ol A1goR~:,uh Pwmr & utrues COtp., rok~W.ng PSC 
GPj)C'O\'alof a r'l!lahd ut:tm!nt The lt~ns.2ct!<ln ~1$0 \rtvot.~d the sa:e of AlmO$' !l~n«"s :Md Iowa \hlt)' assets to Uberty EMtgy, The ap,ct"owd ultlement 
pto-.{do; lox lJbertj lo mi&ltJin.Aitnl» eldstng tef/fs. TM l!aJI!~n doud Ja!erln 2012, ar.dth! n'I'Wtn~tyls kr!O'"n as Uberty Enrrgy (W.chlalU) C4fp, ~~ 
L»orty Ublfos. . 

ln2006,lhe PSC 1ulhortle~ Empla D;l!tkl. Gas (EOO) to tt.qtlro A.q\111a's Ulssooriju~~!CtiOoal gu utltJoperation~ f@W\t!g .alt!tl.~!'llM\ !hlltl,po$ed a lhrn· 
yettba.$e rnte free:r:e. 

tll20f2, Enetut TranslerEqJllf(E:TE) acq•Jired Sott.Mm IJtl.lon fO'J()'A~II PSC epp(ovdoJ a related seWemenl Tha a~provett ~e1Uement.spedlln, IIIJ)C{l9 other 
fhhgs, !hat SW\hem Urlonls lo beprohlt:aod from gu&~ant1leing certaL1 debtslfiC1lncli:!J ETE af6aa!e Enerw Tr-.:Ill!'er Partners In CGriunc;r.,n"'ilh the 
lttllsaello!t; IJ'le dtbtola.Tf t!~ltHo ts !o be non·r&eOtXso to SW!Mm Urlo."'; Soolhem UMo's ~ ls milo bo ~edged as eol!a!er.al lorll'.o d!btof ell)' s.rrtia\eor 
nro-affi!i.att; Se.uthem umn Is to mtJnbln rocorc!s up1r.tte1tom ltl211lllltn; SoulhemUfll.on Is to be p!Ctiblted fto:ncomml~ Rs utrf.)'s:f:$1em Wl'.h lti'J other 
err'JI)'orma~t-*1 is &)'$ltm wdi thalllwoutd bo "CO$!J;' or~Bftt.•r lo sopmlo ns assets rro-n thole of an affi.'lale; SouUlem Union Is lo con'lnu&IO bo $\bf&d to 
urteln cu~omer serv.c.e porformaf'IO) measures atKI malnta~ certa~ cperaEI1o proeedl!fes,; Sottllem Ur.lon eocees to eruurtt Uutlhe eornpan)"sroleilgas 
dh!ribu!!on rales. do nolhttcaso a sa resul. olthe merver, lltrJ alfve(se L,paet oflhe l'lll'l~ron Sclllhtm Unloo's cted'Jt.rnfms ~detervos 00i1$.kkta1hn" by f1u) 
PSCJn Muro proeee4J'Igs Y!hcn a 'l'drendce;sonob!o• rel\rnls auU)Oritll'd; U,o acqu\IAAJn pcem!um eM the: lt'allSilttJ.on end flanslllon costs assodate<lw.1h IJ'lo 
mu;er era noUo be re~rabla 1ntelil tf!Siribufoo roles; ~d,Sotfhem lJrOOrt 11\o COO(inue ls smire..fna end mal.n ~plaeemMI prcg.•atru:. 

lnStp!ember 2013-, Southem U~JO(I dMslon Missouri Gas Enecgy (MGE) was eoo,ulr~dby o S!Jbsld!ary of !he Ladede GroLJP.In Jlt)' 2013.1ha PSC had8pp(llved 
a relaled sell.lem&nt .spedf)irog, amoog olhu lh~s, that MGE ls to ~cord a $125 millen "tale base offset" andwillba !)Oflllitli!d fo smocfile lhis amotMlcvera U:n 
-Yutpcrtod; 1M companylsprohlbi"..ed from reea.oemo, fre.n Its relal di~Uoncmltmeis., ony acqWKon premh.rn and lransdon-tt'.a:~ c;osts; LG and MGE 
v.il not seol!. anlnc:rouedeosl of ~tal as a resu!l of lhe lr.lnsae~n; LG Is protibll!d lrM p~~tng lis eqtJttJ., cohlllr.~lf«lht debt of 'nyeffialo \'o'iliXXitf!lst 
retASMrog PSC a~v::r.llot toJdl•c:!i«'o: and, tfLedede's ~~~e~oper~lioos were to be lhe cause of a dO'HTI9fQde In LG's ~ r.~lin~s to bGICTNifi\'I!Sln\er!t· 
grado, tGwou!d J)o roqUttdlo po.m.u& edd:!Jonal ,eoal aM sliUOOYal nparallcn"fto;nlh& panr.llo ensue IJ'lat tG has ~aceoss lo (.;lplJteta rauooable cosL" 

In De corn bee 2013,\h• PSCiei1T'IInaledftsu\~awcle I'Jlopo$1ld tnmutlon lhal had eaT!td for En!ergyCorp.'s ut:rf.)'opora'tin~ C001p.ar.!es ~spln off lhe:Je.leetrl~< 
lt8n$i/Tlls.si«< cmc!s, ~ilhPrwe usets subnquenUy lob-e ac.qvYed by lTC Hokl"fl9$. The CQm~bs hed prtMou~r~slod lhallheTtPfOpcnalbow!lhdt~ In 
!!"'tor lhcltlnmbl~ tooV.alil regula~!)' opprovallorlho dc.a\ln eoc-'.!wrj'uliS<fl¢tion. (Std.:on updalt'd 10/16114) 

ElettrTe Regulalory Reformnndustry Restructuring 
CC."flProhenslva relelt~Uion ha not bcun l~r.plemenled. lic"He~-er, a luge ifdLJs!l.al aJstomer, No!enda IWm'rMn, Is permlll.ed to cor.lrad lei' tho ptrdlaseof 
eledtldly Md W:Miry s£rueeS" OU'Id:le or lhe PSC'.s JutiSdlct'<>.'\. N~aMa oxrer.'ij mcem1 seMco tm, UI'I.'On Eledrio. (Sedknupdaled 10116114) 

G~s ReJ)ulalory Reronn!~t~dustry Rostructurlng 
lOW o~s lhtroutionc:ompillllu (LOC5) have clfOfOd tran'POf1aSon-otlly seCV.eo 8lf'!Ctlll& lal~HSf\1,_ MiSso\..d Gas Enc!W (MGE) onw~ lrllnspor\ol!~ly 
seMeo to cuslromsm"Uloes U!liOtl olaf lta$\2,000 MCFinany one mon:h or aMJaluuge (I{ atloul3ti,OOO CCF.l&ded~ Gas oUatS a lrans;mtat"on rate to 
wslomeiS !MihlWO DMI.!d ;as usa-,e of &t\e.ast30,000 MCF, Un'M Elec:lricoliers tNO ltanspotfa~on nrles: a "stand.ttd rate~ 101 c::ertmOJslotners wilh anr.ual 
ln!90 or les.s than 60,000 MCF; and, a ,aroe·VO:~.me rata• IM a~l other roMonms. Errplte OWsk:t Gas (EDG) orrers transpotlallorHinl"/ uMca to eusfomfs IM!h 
11\"l(t;'Jt gasusao)a of etlmt fS,OOOMCF. U~rtyEMIO)' (M!dslaln)o!l'ea transpodafoll«iyuMco tocustomus v.ilh gas \lUge Cfal/eni1,S50 MCFtn a 
dr~!e mot~!h. JJI of the sl~lo':s tDCscll'er ftaMporte~on-or;.'y urvlee lo sehools en an egoreg~!ed bub. NO 11c:tion has beM la\en "ilhreg,a.'d Jorela.1 thoke foe 
une'"vo!orno cuslcmots_ (SI!dlon ~ated 1011Glf4) 

AdJustment Clauses 
Stalt sletu!es perrritlho ~edrlcW"'lie.s torequMt PSC BP9roval ofmedl~J~ms !hal elowforlh& e~tl'drOOWGI)' Of cos!$ r&!<ld lo M!landp\KChase<l 
powtt, ooWoM!Olllo.l COI!'¢'lnce, n:.newaNe Mergy, nn c:ommodlty«»ts and eertalnollierlleru. 

F1.oel,64us1tnent <'James{FACs}-A.cGortflng lo the PSC'.e rules: en appica~n f>XIIpprowl olen FAC most be rubmltled oMI!in lho cofield of a ptn!rnl rale caso 
or C001p:-alt'll p!OU!dV\Q; m FAC sho'.ld p~c!e Pile ufllly en oppoou.11ty to eam a 'fait 111Jum en oqU1y"; lho Ccmm~km mav ac!'psta attnts a~!d tlllum on 
~It/In tulure rate prO(.t!lfngslftltl4\errrklts lhel rnp:emenravon or tn FAC WOU'd a.::tulha uti~ blnlneu ris}:;lneenliw fettu1os maybe lncorporn!M tr.to an 
FACto l11J:«<W \he eMc.knct and .,_n.effrdlwnusof lliRrt/stuv\ ntld porch:uad pQWtrpcocurem&r~tat!M1ies; an FAC l11o be wbjK'tlo true-ups for ~dtr· 
ond over-(>)'Jodlor.$.1fle1.olfrog Interest; an FN; may rer.&etlncremtrtlalvalfeblslo clh)'!{Ml u!ss (OSS) rown~l; ~ FAC may remah ~ pla~;t~ tor; mWmU'!1 
IOU"·)'eartenn,llnleM \ha PSC eulhcdZn m ultMklnormtiOio'leet.'onollhe FA01n ilu t«l~Jdot a genen~l Mlo easo (f.c., Dlo ll.lly ll'tlnt flo a rate t:ol~wi!h;ll 
fot.tyeat:~ enetilr4lletr.enUllon, exltnsfM, ormoO!IicSt'on of •n F....C}; erxt, eucll meetmsnn ete lobe w~eetlo a pntdetiCO rrMew no len INqJen~tha.n ovey 
1Bmooti'IS. 

Kcp&L Greatel fr'.lWJIJTi~m!ioni FAC, rnp:emented ln2007, and wbseqo~~fl'l(ldlf,eci,Js l!dilnled s~onnudy, tlas 12.rr.onlh~omry pelfods end 
prov'.de-s for the ccmparrt lo recover lr«J'\\t<N~ to ratepayers SS% of lnaemenlal v~rtallonsln. "pruden!.o'y lnrum~tr 1\nl and pordl~ power W$\S, net emlulons 
allo'-Nantc:~ O»b, Md OSSravomos rwn t.o levels ~td!J\bne rales. 

ElliWu Di~llld Eledric (Empire) utiitn en. FAC.Implemuted 1n 2008, end wbse,uen!lymod'll'led,lhatpwtklesforlho comparrJtoreco~~rroll'II:WHlo 
ra!tpayers, en a semHrn.~al ba$1'-S over :r.br:·moolh ~covery p!llocb, 95% of inaemenW \"affillonsln fud and pucd!Mod PQ\'IVf cosh, netel!lls-S!Ms t&wanea 
cos is, and'OSS nrronuos fl't:m ll!6 lewJs JncJUIJ&dln bl-lo ra\&s, 

Uroon Eledtic (UE)u[(zu M FAC, h!p!e-IMilled1n20W,l!lrld wbsequenU,m(X(Ifled.lhalpru-.fdes foc lhO company lttrec:twl!tfromll'.aw to ralepaySB 95% or 
Jnenrr.ental variations In rueJsndpurtNsed JXM'Ucosls, ntlerris.sloru ~nees. aM OSS reV!fluMfrom the le<o~ls !nWded 1nba.sl rates. UE'a FAC 
Mrpora\e 1 uuoe ati)J.S'mG~ por Vf!lt and ot~hl-«~cnth·long rtx:tmry poriods. 
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A eomptehiH»l'I'B Jrlr:l$1.~\~ehrre elq)lnrion prcgN~m appro..«! bylhe PSC h :ZOOS prohlb:b KRMII$CllyPcmtr & ~~ (KCP&t) fromue~g implementation cl M 
FAC bel oro June 1. 2015. H"""ovvr, the eompan.rl' pctl!lmcdlo reqooMD?provalof en htffi'Jl energycMroo (!EC) lllaty,'CIJd pro\fcfeforl~r.Hed r&eaveJ)' Olfuel 
and purch:ued pt:~Heteoru, priorlo lila! d'ale, 

El'l'honmMlal Cost R~ 1</.ecl\nrJsm~ (ECIUJ'}-~ PSC'& nAes ~11sirlnrl lo ECRMJ rue slTI~iYto \hose h place tot FACs, aJidt9oei{y lhat the 
Comm!ssbn may con5/de!Ule magrlt\xSe ofcwls dg'ble for~du~Dnln &1 ECRM aM !he ebi"-Y d'tlle lillty lom1111ag.B JJ:.tso costs, Yottcn dll!Cflll:tllng y,tJdl 
eos\t.oroponants lo h:h1de hen ECRM: a portiooof 1M U!JT1y'$ 0(1;110f\'11tf1!al costs maybe reoowted U...ouQhe.1 ECRM ar.d a po~onmaybe recovered ~h 
base rates.lho enmraJ RltoWIY ofenWon'Jlent~ comfila~iteco!ls Is tot:e capped et2.5V~ollho utift.(s Mlssovrl gross Jo.m".sdiclionaiN~venues,leu oerten ti!XO$; 
a ttlllt)' LMttJsc~an ECRM must file foratleastone, Md no morslh.sn tt.'O, ar.nlr.dlld)Ullmen!slons ECRM rnte:ed;ustmtnts milS I b!mado !o a tAlllty"s ECRM 
rat~sy,ith't\ set d:rjslrom lh~ lime ol fllh!l, Kwth &<I)UWn~r.ts adhorc lostalo st.alll!.es; VI ECRM mayrflllain In~ for a ma.dmvmfotlr.yearle/Jll, l.rles.s !he 
PSC llllhortzes-an eJdens:on n 1M eo~t&XI 01 a gen~r&l rate easo (tho ttliilym,~slfrlo a ~aJrate c.asevl.thln IC'Jryeats 1ner lr!lpl!menta~ o1 m ECRM); 11nd, 
sudlmecha!)lsms aro to bo .svbjedlo a prudenu re\i"ew ewry 18monlhs &1'\d Qfl IMI.t"J true.upform<f.tr- sMwar-w!le«'«<s-, ~ tntere5l.None oflh.e 
UbT!W$ (lt(Ot\U)' h.aVD =tl ECRM In place. 

Ren!Wilb.,. En«g(-Th& PSC'$ rules spedfi 0\allhe e.:eclticuflruu mayfla, h au context or araltl etse otln a penericp;-0>2~11g, rx a Rent•l•ablo Enemy 
Stllndards rate ~ustrnent m~Mlm (RES RAM) lh&l wou"' ll!>m (I)( t'lllt ad"p5tmMis Jo pro-Me for~ ot prud enuJ ltlcurrro W~ls or a pus-through or 
beia~tt received, ate resvt: oleompllar,eo \\WI lho &I:IV:SIU)()W;1ble Cllt'fVY standards. The RESRAM lslo btl eap,ood ill a 1o/. Sftlll>alrale lmp4<:l Nona ot tho 
uOOIJes runn\lyhave a RESfW.-\ In p:t~Ce. ' 

Pvrchased GasAquslmenl (f>GA) CIM~s-L«:al gn diWibu'.ioneompu.lcs (LOCs) aro a:.r!h«<zed to re~clehUI9fsln g.n eo$1& lhroogh a pll'dla'od pn 
adjus\n~nl (PGA) dause, v.fOI up IOfwra(jjult!Mrb f'\!nn."tted eaehye,r. Oill'etMees llet.l'ecn acluafc:(lsts lnru:red ond wsls rer~ In rates aro deTerreO and 
reowerid !rom, or ue~ed lo, aulemers ovrr a wbs~-enl12·rt!OO'h perlod, lhe c:ompu~uece pennnted lo U!t f.nandtJ hcdg~ lr,slnlmen!sto mJfpate tho 
effects 0( gas-pckt.l YO!amt, and !he PSChas lrn,ttemmhd a rule thatlc!enlilits lhll Wet of hedgt1g rnethani»N tNt &OO.W be COIU.'dered. 1M LOG! rnay 
requestPSC appro-nt 01 a mtatanl.sm to rel'!edlhe Impact ofthangn., wstomerusapo d-Jo to vartaOOns lnwe~lherend.loreoo.serva~on; hO'.vtvef, ncn~ of tho 
u1)1'.JU axren!lyhava sud!,~~ mectl~nl.Sm In plaee.lad!Oe Gas (lCG) andJ.Ihsoori Gas EneiP'J (MGE) shaRI OSS margin' and eapatrt,t re!e,ll51l revem~Wih 
ratepa-,oers-, W11h !he tela led lnpaels T~f~c:led In !he PGA d!\M (see lllaAllamaM ReQU!aConsectlorl), 

O!huGu~lCG, Union EI8Wic, MGE 9nd Lbl'fl:f Efl«V)' (IJ;dslates) utra:e oo t'llrallructv!t &)~tam repJ..aoamtt~l surchUQ~Jio re~roosh nrodaledwMI 
eartm di1'1iluUon s}'3tem rep/a«mant pltljed~.(Sedion updated IDitB/14} 

Integrated Resource Planning 
The statO'$ (ovr latgest eJe ctrfe ut"'i'Jes (Unlon Eletltle., Ksnsas O:t)' Powu &. lJgh1 {KCPAL), KCP&l-G!U.IH Mlmvfi Ope~~ons (GMO), ntld Etr.plre O:slriet 
ElecMc) a1e roqWed by th! Commission's Cha,Wlr 22nJes !Ofilo 20-yurreSOUieo plam r:wry Uvaay!arsv.ilh tnrr~l up:lale.s.ln Om.e Mri!IS, th~ unty musl 
oonsMerdtman~s!je meuwes on M equlw::ent basb w\Lh£Upply !ldo111femalives, aM anatyz& ;and qv~niJfy 1M Ms &MOd a ted \'o\1\ such factors a~Muta 
enwonmenlal regu!aOons; INd gra.vlh; ~I priCes Atld ava.hN'ity; ~on ou:ts arrl ww.:fu(!ls; snd, tSemtfd-~o proy.un load \'!!pads. 

The Ms.soo.n1 EMrgy Effideoey lnwsimeniAct, ..\W<hnqutreslh~ PSC loallcm the elce!tletrt.'ii'Ses to rnp~e:nentenetQy ert:d:ency programs andreeowrlha 
rei Ill~ CO$tS, bee.)fi'IO I min 2009 Mel lho PSC'sre!aled Nle.s beeame effe(:(h-e h2011.1n 2012, lho Comm!'-!!o!lnppnwed a unanl:nc.u1 $1ptl~!!on and 
egret111ent spproY.t)9lhe foiO"n"110 f"r Unlon Eletllic: (1) aiM! e·)'ellr demam..slde·mant-gomer.t p!Dn for re.slden~ and eommerdal c:us!omors, begiMII>] h 
Januasy 2013, {2)arelated ltat*.erlo prO\'Ide foe $60 muon In rewnue (\llinlato:yreneded In UE'.s 2012 genel'il!tale proue(fng)fQf~t'f ol prc.gt'llm costs 
and r«avery otlo1tf\xed ros!s 11nd lhatm'D aJowlhe Company lo eam e 1\.Jturv perfc.m..I'ICO IJ'l¢Cn!i\10b3sed onefter·lh&-fad Yerll'ied enoiV)' MV'ngs rro:n the 
p~rnns; and, (3) 2ttnuaJ e-va/Ualloo, mea nnmenl a.'!d wrlk.al!on of Stldl progrems' ptOO!SWI end energy e~ demand uvlngs pe~ by en lndepe-ndenl 
con~o1 Mh repcrted ruttls au!Red by the Commh51on'IS Independent elllft.or. ThO ltolder y,u subsequei\Gy ~~pia t:i!!d' tr( a Jl!larln Jarmry 20 14. 

In 2<112,1h0 PSC awroW<t a 111tt1emrnl forGMO 11\atPfO'>'kleslor. Uj a ~~lit dtmW.SJ<Se.managemenl pbnfor ro!Mential andecmtn~~JI ru$(o:nels, that 
beeeme elfe<:I.Ne lrtJanwry 2013, (2') a rcla!lh:l Vatter to prov:do ror 16 mi£ootnreverno (ult'mlllaly re~ed lnGII.O'; 2012QffiefiJ ~ale pr~X:e&c!lng) :Jnd 
reo)Veryollostlb:ed cosh, andv.NthW.n stew Jho Comparqlo c;m a MUie pelfonnl!l'lee Incentive a"l•'.'mfb~se-;1 on af\ot.tho·fact. wffied energ)' sa\i"I'I'}S IT om 
1\0 progra:~n; mil, (3} 8lli'I'Jal eval:mtion. m~aru-ementandvarifita!ion of tut:h prograrm' J:"ffCeSSU cn6j!nergyend dcm&.'td sa Wigs performed by an 
lndepeodent con~orw?JJ reponed 1es~ts ~uo;!ed hyUl& CO>.M'IIs.s!M's ltldcpo/Y.k!M 2\KA.or. 

In 201<4,\M PSG approved a.;e11/emenl (orKCP&llhalPf'IYI."du for: (1) M 18 month d8mar!d·s.ldc-mtro.t~ment pian, for~s!dcnl!~u.d rommudal mslomcrs, 
llal Nt:amo effetllw rn Jll)' 2014, (2) a reta!ed hws1ment nlto'o'ef)' medlanlun I~ o'ktir teroWIY ol ~af pcojlltm outs tind lost fixed ~Is. Md v.tlleh y,fl all em 
lhe Company to eam a Mvra perfoananco lnce/tlw St{aJ'd bastdon ~er.\he-fact wrt:ka!lon ol eM/g)' savings tom the ~rams; Md, (3) annual evahla!ion, 
meuunrr,ent Md wrtritafoo at ISlKh p.-o~ra:ns prronsu M.d en!lgy aM d!mal'ld-samgs performed b)' an k'!d-ependcnl w!ftor. (S!d7on upcJaled 1 0116/t ~) 

Renewllble Energy 
St:~te statui~ frdudt a rena-lt'i!blatnngy standard {RES) thatrllq(l!tOO MIU()IJ{j.fJihdldiomJ hves!ot-o~tned e!KIJI¢U!I11klslo oblr.n a! le:ut2Yo of \heir 
oene,.uon from renw.-nbl~ resoott:es b eaJend~r-yu1s 20111hrOLJ9li2013, w.th.lho llvt:!sl'lo!'.d rlsltlg lo5Y. h ~ndN.yel;l:n201o4 tl'lrough 2017,10 10% h 
ealeti!Jar.yeara 201811'lrou!lh 2020, endlo 1~"1t In 2021 and lhoreafler. B!gltol~ renewab'e mou:c.eslncl\ldo so: at, v.ind, Mcmus and c:ert.llbhyd!opowerf~tfilia~ 
and &tlearl2fo of eac:h year'~ flin!S"it'oJ.b~e-eno/(l'(·~!ated porloioreqv!(ement.lsto be f(0,1l solvresOUt>:~. RES-felatad ~~ Sllbs~vent:t adopte-d by the PSC: 
lndude a nlstr1tflon lh.at edhe~nce to lfle !tutdard wm.1d rosU!In a f'tllo ln<:mue ofr.o more \h.!n 1'1.: pro'lide for penaltosrcr non-coc;'lp:illnee; and, ndude 21 
pro-JsblfoUiltLJW.l'/ oltl!ide 1M oonlaxt ol a general rate caso (otlhe "pNdeMI'J bcurrt<l Ol5ts and U!epu~ ofbenelils toon!<'lmm o1 &1Y aaW!9s 
B¢hl!lved" .h COOlpV.ng Ylilh the menuro (sea lheAd;UwtiMI eta uses sec:fion). The uf!htes are pe1m~ed 1o pu-d\.asa renewable energy t:nH[1s to wUsfy\helr 
ob!l!la~s underlh! law. 

The staW:ewas sub.seq.Jtn1f mcxDI.ed to lndude a Uered approach to rro.Jdng ap_ttkabla sorarroba!e a'TlOUnlstrom $2 perwsttf«systems thai baea:ms 
opo~onal by .M".o 30, 20141ozero cents pt~walta!\er Jme 30, 2020, an6 p!CM~¢il' 1o t:owlhe e)edl!Oilfl1)'1oeease pa)'{ngm>ales In an,u:endaryeuln 
\vtl.n lh.e maxfmurn awraga retail !life mpaet Y.tl bo reat:Md. Ae a rondtlon of ~&«~Mng a JUba!D, tus!O!Ilets are reqohd to ttansru to ihe ettdlie ut!rrty Al ~l 
liae and ln\Neslh end to lhe rc/NlW\lb'o enafOYttedi\'fota pffiod of 10 yaar~ Sl;bseqVrnhe~ameots apptcVM 't:t( the PSC des.l9na>M a tol:!lol$178.4 mUOfl 
'for ~oh.r rebates In Mlwut (Settion updtlt'd 10/l61g) 

Rata Structure 
Tille mo;oreledllc utiWu l'l.lw seasonsl:y4't!er&n!laled rat~t In place, and Ul oflha eledM ll{if'lf-es hve son:afo11!1 oftlm~-da~ ra!u In elred. The PSCh!S 
. atMotll.ed dlscounted eoonOtfllc dewlopment e!tdi!eralos !Of' new or ezptn!&Jgltldvstl!al and co•Tunudal C:U5\rJmel$, 

In A!J9rn:l201<1,\he PSC relected a~ate shll'l" comp~lca~o lhal hid been ff~ by Nolilnda NttmMm w,lJ'I re~to the rates !hal Notanda pays to u,,:oo 
Etedslc (UE). (Nolande (lfl-llatos altf!lO alurn.'nu.n:;m~ling f;dJ.ly am:! is UE's largeslco5!omer.) Notv~d!l'$ request, as mod'l5ed k'lauhlerneri that wasnol 
slg,nM byUE, wotM lla.w elftc::b'rotJ p~O'o;C'edfor a reOOtt!d ele<:tOOt'lllefortM co.'T'931\Y over a mltt>.yearp61fod. wJh the &O::OI\lpatlftlO re~fl\lll :;hortf&l forUE 
be!n!l aro::ated lo lh& eofr.9111'/t- oUterwstomerdJsses (t~a Ulo RAA ~edated !12tv14). NorMd'a s.ought e dl~npll/nrata dn)011h;t y,w_o have teruGad 
lhe rate amstedlo the la~ga Trallmlss1oo SeMro Clan, Ofv.h!ehNota~da ts lh& cni}'Nslomerand....t{ch Is W'IG .,_.,.a$\.«<SII'llta dns of aDcustomeu serwd 
by Ameren 11.45ourllhe PSG ~M~Od thtt'l\tu:a lhora l'r.la subslanllalaWHnee Tnl1l8 re<:<xt1 St.'PjX'f!lng lho «..OO~c ltnpo!1ance of !\'Orand' a'$ fiiOllycn 
lhe reQI'on,lh& e\'l'dence dd nal1upp¢rllloratlda'a c:ot11piW.Ialld lho COI'I'IPll'f/(al''f'd loemy lb burden of pro« lo ~ow lila! UE't rata~shW.d ba mod'rfied, 
ct:JOl.rM'j to trndit-onal ~tor urY.c:e pMQph$. 

In 2014, \ho PSC ac!opttda setaementthal te<ttlmf NluouriGos Entrgy (MGE) lo terrrJn~to P.s atte~h!·lixrxf'niab:e (SFIJ)rote de!lgnfct"IM fl!sldenllal il!n6 
smdeomme!d'atonlomerdaSses, M:e.tebyal oflhe company's ftxed costs tlloeable to thOse wslomecduuswem recowted~h a tlxed, rnon\h.'y 
c::u~omerths.me. MGE rf.INI1!WVI!fS a porti"on ofks fixed cosls lhrouoh the wfumefsfc rate. 

L.a~GM ~~~a seas.on!Ot-o'ltferenrated note fnp/at:e. In 2010,1h$ PSC a~ed a a&ttle(nenl 11\.!!!req<.ired ll':lerty Enei9)'(M''Ifsta'M), ronnerty kooMl as. 
Almas EnefV)', klle/Jlllnale ns SFVrn~e de~n and ub?z.e a ttadllonaf~elo dOi{)(l ur,dcrwtkh a pol't«1 offi:o:td co.sU are neover~d llwVgh VI).\Jmolsic chlfliU. 
(Sectiofl upd!lte<t 10116114) 

Emlsslon! RtQ.ulrements 
leg!lbll-onenotr:ed h JIAy20fo4 ai\Ow$1ha YJuou!INr Connrvauon ConmiJ.Sfon to develop luwtMgtnlearboo-ttXIuction slandards lhM lhMe t"T~ In th-e 
EPA'~ rxoposed 11 f(d) nJe.A "unlt·by-Uit IIMI)'Sb"IS to bo rond!JC!c<f to de!enn'ne lhe IIP9l"Oj)lfr.le means O!comp!lanee bal. a:nong oUt« ll'lrtgs, CO!l-$.'dm 1h9 
cos! of lnsla::tng etmslons.redllc5on eQUipment ard the e<:OI"'IO'l''IC!rnp~tt that a dosui'G of a p/&nl oolld hll't'e on lhe reglon. {Se-ction updated 1Wt6114) 
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• 00 . 

o:• Regulatory Research Associates 

REGULATORY FOCUS 
t' ~.; 

April 10, 2015 
STATE REGULATORY EVALUATIONS 

"' Including an overview of RRA 's ranking process "' 

As part of RRA's research effort, we evaluate the regulatory climates of the jurisdictions within 
the 50 states and the District of Columbia (a total of 53 jurisdictions) on an ongoing basis. The 
evaluations are assigned from an investor perspective and indicate the relative regulatory risk 
associated with the ownership of securities Issued by each jurisdiction's electric and gas utilities. Each 
evaluation is based upon our consideration of the numerous factors affecting the regulatory process In 
the state, and Is changed as major events occur that cause us to modify our view of the regulatory risk 
accruing to the ownership of utility securities In that individual jurisdiction. 

We also review our evaluations when we update our Commission Profiles, and when we publish 
this quarterly comparative evaluations report. The majority of factors that we consider are discussed in 
Focus Notes articles, Commission Profiles, or Final Reports. We also consider information obtained from 
contacts with commission, company, and government personnel In the course of our research. The final 
evaluation reflects our assessment of the probable level and quality of the earnings to be realized by the 
state's utilities as a result of regulatory, legislative, and court actions, 

RRA maintains three principal rating categories, Above Average, Average, and Below Average, 
with· Above Average Indicating a relatively more:·constructlve, lower-risk regulatory environment from an 
Investor viewpoint, and Below Average indicating a less-constructive, higher-risk regulatory climate from 
an Investor viewpoint. Within the three principal rating categories, the numbers 1, 2, and 3 Indicate 
relative position. The designation 1 Indicates a stronger (more constructive) rating; 2, a mid-range 
rating; and, 3, a weaker (less constructive) rating. We endeavor to maintain about an equal number of 
ratings above the average and below the average. The graph below depicts the current distribution of 
our ranklngs. (A more detailed explanation' of our ratings process can be .found in the Appendix 
that begins on page 3.) · · 

RRA State Regulatory Ranklngs .. April 10,2015 
16 

14 

• 12 -====-------------------·--------------======== fi 10 - I 

~ 6 -----· ·---"' 
.ll 
~ 6 - --4 . ·-----~ 

2 

0 
M1 M2 """ A1 Kl. 

Source: Regulalory ResearchAssoclales/SNL Energy 
RRARanklng 

A3 BA1 DA2 DA3 

RRA's previous "State Regulatory Evaluations" report was published on Jan. 16, 2015, at which 
time we noted that we had made no rating changes since the prior report was published on Oct. 24, 
2014. Since Jan. 16, 2015, we have made no ranklngs changes, and we are not making any changes at 
this time. Although we are not adjusting our Average/3 rating of Arkansas regulation at this time, we 
view recently enacted legislation establishing a formula rate plan (FRP) paradigm that Includes a 
revenue-sharing mechanism as a constructive step that could address concerns regarding Arkansas' 
historical tendency to authorize below-average equity returns for the utilities. We would expect several 
utilities to file for approval of FRP mechanisms. In addition, recent changes to the composition of the 
Arkansas PSC suggest that a walt-and-see approach may be justified. For additional information 
regarding the FRP law, see the RRA Article dated 3/31/15.) 

30 Montgomery Slreet, Jersey City, NJ 07302 • Phone 201.433.5507 • Fax 201.433.6138 • rra@snl.com 

kacen.lyons@psc.mo.gov:p•inlcd 4/14/2015 
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Above Average 

1 

£ 
Alabama 
Virginia 
Wisconsin 

~ 
Florida 
Georgia 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Mississippi 

Alabama - AA/2 
Alaska- A/2 
Arizona - A/3 
Arkansas -A/3 
California - A/1 
Colorado - A/1 
Connecticut - BA/2 
Delaware - A/3 
Dist. of Col. - A/3 
Florida - AA/3 
Georgia- AA/3 
Hawaii- A/1 
Idaho- A/2 

Aye rage 

-2-

Below Average 

1 
California 
Colorado 
·Hawaii 
Kentucky 
Loulslana-PSC 
Louislana-NOCC 
Michigan 

· North Carolina 
North Dakota 
South Carolina 

.Tennessee 

1 
Alaska 
Idaho 
Kansas 
Maine 
Minnesota 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Nevada 

·~ .. 

:' 

.. 
~. ·~-

, •. -

;:.,. 

New York 
Ohio 
Oklahoma 
Utah . _ . 
Wasblrigtc;>o : .. : . . 
Wyofl)Jrig · 

' ..... · ... :· ~ . · .. --·. 
(lnzona · 

.;!.: 

Arkans.a~ .. .• . .. 
Pe!aw~r~ ·., .. :. ' 

·'District of columlila . 
'Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 
New Jersey 
Oregon· 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 

· South Dakota 
Texas RRC 

. Vermont 

ALPHABETICAL LISTING 

·-::." 

Illinois - BA/ Montana - BA/1 
Indiana:·- AA/3 Nebraska - A/2 
Iowa··'AA/3 Nevada- A/2 
Kansas - A/2 New Hampshire - A/3 
Kentucky - A/1 New Jersey - A/3 
Louisiana - A/1 New Mexico - BA/1 
Maine - A/2 New York - A/2 
Maryland - BA/2 North Carolina - A/1 
Massachusetts - A/3 North Dakota - A/1 
Michigan- A/1 Ohio - A/2 
Minnesota - A/2 Oklahoma - A/2 
Mississippi - AA/3 Oregon- A/3 
Missouri - A/2 Pennsylvania - A/3 

April 10, 2015 

1· 
Illinois 
Montana 
New Mexico 
Texas PUC 
West VIrginia 

a 
Connecticut 
Maryland 

.3. 

Rhode Island - A/3 
South Carolina - A/1 
South Dakota - A/3 
Tennessee - A/1 · 
Texas PUC • BA/1 
Texas RRC - A/3 
Utah- A/2 
Vermont - A/3 
Virginia - AA/2 
Washington - A/2 
West VIrginia - BA/1 
Wisconsin - AA/2 
Wyoming - A/2 

karen.Jyons@p.se.mo.gov;prinl~d 4114120 I S 
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Appendjx; Explanation of RRA ratings process 

As noted above, RRA maintains three principal rating categories, Above Average, Average, and Below 
Average, with Above Average indicating a relatively more constructive, lower-risk regulatory environment 
from an Investor viewpoint, and Below Average Indicating a less constructive, higher-risk regulatory climate. 
Within the three principal rating categories, the numbers 1, 2, and 3 Indicate relative position. The designation 
1 indicates a stronger (more constructive) rating; 2, a mid-range rating; and, 3, a weaker (less constructive) 
rating within each higher-level category, Hence, If you were to assign numeric values to each of the nine 
resulting categories, with a "1" being the most constructive from an Investor viewpoint and a "9" being the 
least constructive from an Investor viewpoint, then Above Average/1 would be a "1" and Below Average/3 
would be a 119." 

The ranklngs are subjective and are intended to be comparative In nature. Consequently, we do not 
use a mathematical model to determine each state's ranking. However, we endeavor to maintain a "normal 
distribution" with an approximately equal number of ranklngs above and below the average. The variables that 
RRA considers In determining each state's ranking are largely the broad Issues addressed in our State 
Regulatory Reviews/Commission Profiles and those that arise In the context of rate cases and are discussed in 
RRA Rate Case Final Reports. Keep In mind that the ranklngs reflect not only the decisions rendered by the 
state regulatory commission, but also take Into account the Impact of the actions taken by the governor, the 
legislature, the courts, and the consumer advocacy groups. The summaries below are intended to provide an 
overview of these variables and how each can Impact a given regulatory environment. 

Commissioner Selection Process/Membershjp--RRA looks at how commissioners are selected In each state. All 
else being equal, RRA attributes a greater level of investor risk to states In which commissioners are elected 
rather than appointed. Generally, energy regulatory Issues are l~ss politicized when they are not subject to 
debate In the context of an election. Realistically, a commissioner candidate who indicates sympathy for 
utllltles and appears to be amenable to rate Increases Is not likely to be popular with the voting public. Of 
course, In recent years there have been some notable Instances In which energy Issues in appointed
commission states have become gubernatorial/senatorial, election Issues, with detrimental consequences for 
the utilities (e.g., Illinois, Florida, and Maryland, all of whlch were downgraded by RRA when increased 
politlclzatlon of the regulatory process became _apparent.) 

In addition, RRA looks at the commissioners themselves.and their backgrounds. Experience In 
economics and finance and{ or energy issues is generally seen as a positive sign. Previous employment by the 
commission or a consumer advocacy group Is sometimes. viewed as a negative indicator. In some Instances, 
new commissioners have very little experience or exposure to utility Issues, and In some respects, these 
Individuals represent the highest level of risk, simply because there Is no way to foresee what they will do or 
how long It will take them to "get up to speed." 

Commission Staff/Consumer Interest--Most commissions have a staff that participates In rate proceedings. In 
some instances the Staff has a respo'nslblllty to represent the consumer Interest and In others the Staff's 
statutory role is less defined. In addition, there may or may not be: additional state-level organizations that 
are charged with representing the Interests of a certain class or classes of customers; private consortia that 
represent certain customer. groups; and/or, large-volume customers that intervene directly In rate cases. 
Generally speaking, the greater the number of consumer Intervenors, the greater the level of uncertainty for 
Investors. The level of risk for Investors also depends on the caliber and influence (political and otherwise) of 
the Intervening parties and the level of contentiousness in the rate case process. RRA's opinion on these 
Issues Is largely based on past experience and observations. 

Rate case Timfng/Jnterim Procedures--For each state commission, RRA considers whether there Is a set time 
frame within which a rate case must be decided, the length of any such statutory time frame, the degree to 
which the commission adheres to that time frame, and whether Interim Increases are permitted. Generally 
speaking, we view a set time frame as preferable, as It provides a deg~ee of certainty as to when any new 
revenue may begin to be collected. In addition, shorter time frames for a decision generally reduce the 
likelihood that the actual conditions during the first year the new rates will be In effect will vary markedly from 
the test period utilized (a discussion of test periods Is provided below) to set new rates. In addition, the ability 
to Implement all or a portion of a proposed rate Increase on an Interim basis prior to a final decision In a rate 
case Is viewed as constructive. 

Return on Equity--Return on equity (ROE) Is perhaps the single most litigated Issue In any rate ·case. There 
are two aspects RRA considers when evaluating an Individual rate case and the overall regulatory 
environment: (1) how the authorized ROE compares to the average of returns authorized for energy utilities 
nationwide over the 12 months, or so, Immediately preceding the decision; and, (2) whether the company has 
been accorded a reasonable opportunity to earn the authorized return In the first year of the new rates. (It Is 
Important to note that even if a utility Is accorded a "reasonable opportunity" to earn Its authorized ROE, there 
is no guarantee that the utility will do so.) 
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With regard to the first criteria, RRA looks at the ROEs historically authorized for utilities In a given 
state and compares them to utility industry averages (the benchmark statistics are available In RRA's Major 
Rate Case Decisions Quarterly Updates). Intuitively, authorized ROEs that meet or exceed the prevailing 
averages at the time established are viewed as more constructive than those that fall short of these averages. 

With regard to the second consideration, In the context of a rate case, a utility may be authorized a 
relatively high ROE, but factors, e.g., capital structure changes, the age or "staleness" of the test period, rate 
base and expense disallowances, the manner In which the commission chooses to calculate test year revenue, 
and other adjustments, may render It unlikely that the company will earn the authorized return on a financial 
basis. Hence, the overall decision may be negative from an Investor viewpoint, even though the authorized 
ROE is equal to or above the average. (RRA's Rate Case Final Reports provide a detailed analysis of each fully
litigated commission decision.) 

Rate Base and Test Period--As noted above, a commission's policies regarding rate base and test year can 
Impact the ability of a utility to earn Its authorized ROE. These policies are often outlined In state statutes and 
the commission usually does not have much latitude with respect to these overall policies. With regard to rate 
base, commissions employ either a year-end or average valuation (some also use a date-certain). In general, 
assuming rate bases are rising, i.e., new investment Is outpacing depreciation, a year-end valuation Is 
preferable from an Investor viewpoint. Again this relates to how well the parameters used to set rates reflect 
actual conditions that will exist during the rate-effective period; hence, the more recent the valuation, the 
more likely It Is to approximate the actual level of rate base being employed to serve customers once the new 
rates are placed Into effect. Some commissions permit post-test-year adjustments to rate base for "known 
and measurable" Items, and, In general, this practice Is beneficial to the· utilities. 

Another key consideration Is whether state law and/onlie commission generally ·permits the Inclusion 
In rate base of construction work In progress (CWIP), I.e., assets that are riot yel:, but ultimately will be, 
operational In serving customers. Generally, Investors view lncluslori of' CWlP In rate base for a cash return as 
constructive, since It helps to maintain cash flow metrlcs during a large construction phase. Alternatively, the 
utilities accrue allowance for funds used during consfruc'tlon ·(AFUDC), which Is essentially booking a return on 
the construction Investment as a regulatory asset that Is ·recoverable from·ratepayers once the project in 
question becomes operational. While this method bofshirs ·earnings, It does ·not augment cash flow. 

With regard to test periods, there. are a number of different practices employed, with the extremes 
being fully-forecasted (most constructive) ·on the one hand and fully historical (least constructive) on the 
other. Some states utilize a combination of the t'!l(i;·Jn _which a utility Is permitted to file a rate case that is 
based on data that Is fully or partially forecast at th'e time of filing, and Is later updated to reflect actual data 
that becomes known during the course of the ·proceedl~g; · 

Accountinq--RRA looks at whether a state commission. has permitted unique or innovative accounting practices 
designed to bolster earnings. Such treatment may be approved In response to extraordinary events such as 
storms, or for volatile expenses sucli as pension costs. Generally, such treatment Involves deferral of 
expenditures that exceed the level-of such costs reflected in base rates. In some Instances the commission 
may approve an accounting adjustment to temporarily bolster certain financial metrlcs during the construction 
of new generation capacity. From tirne·to-tlme commissions have approved frameworks under which 
companies were permitted to, at'ihelrown discretion, adjust depreciation In order to mitigate under-earnings 
or eliminate an over-earnings situation without reducing rates. These types of practices are generally 
considered to be constructive from an Investor viewpoint. 

Alternative Regulation--Generally, R~ views as constructive the adoption of alternative regulation plans that: 
allow a company or companies to retain a portion of cost savings (e.g. fuel, purchased power, pension, etc.) 
versus benchmark levels; permit a company to retain for shareholders a portion of off-system sales revenues; 
or, provide a company an enhanced ROE for achieving operational performance and/or customer service 
me tries or for investing In certain types of projects (e.g., demand-side management programs, renewable 
resources, new traditional plant Investment). The use of ROE-based earnings sharing plans is, for the most 
part, considered to be constructive, but It depends upon the level of'the ROE benchmarks specified In the 
plan, and whether there Is symmetrical sharing of earnings outside the specified range. 

Court Actions--This aspect of state regulation is particularly difficult to evaluate. Common sense would dictate 
that a court action that overturns restrictive commission rulings is a positive. However, the tendency for· 
commission rulings to come before the courts, and for extensive litigation as appeals go through several 
layers of court review, may add an untenable degree of uncertainty to the regulatory process. Also, similar to 
commissioners, RRA looks at whether Judges are appointed or elected. 

Legislation--While RRA's Commission Profiles provide statistics regarding the make-up of each state 
legislature, RRA has not found there to be any specific correlation between the quality of energy legislation 
enacted and which political party controls the legislature. Of course, In a situation where the governor and 
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legislature are of the same political patty, generally speaking, It Is easier for the governor to implement key 
policy Initiatives, which may or may not be focused on energy Issues. Key considerations with respect to 
legislation include: how prescriptive newly enacted laws are; whether the bill is clear or ambiguous and open 
to varied Interpretations; whether It balances ratepayer and shareholder Interests rather than merely 
"protecting" the consumer; and, whether the legislation takes a long-term view or Is It a "knee-jerk' reaction 
to a specific set of circumstances. 

Corporate Governance--This term generally refers to a ·commission's ability to Intervene In a utility's financial 
decision-making process through required pre-approval of all securities Issuances, limitations on leverage In 
utility capital structures, dividend payout limitations, ring-fencing, and authority over mergers (discussed 
below). Corporate governance may also include oversight of affiliate transactions. In general, RRA views a 
modest level of corporate governance provisions to be the norm, and In some circumstances these provisions 
(such as ring-fencing) have protected utility Investors as well as ratepayers. However, a degree of oversight 
that would allow the commission to "micromanage" the utility's operations and limit the company's financial 
flexibility would be viewed as restrictive. 

Merger Activity--In cases where the state commission has authority over mergers, RRA reviews the 
conditions, if any, placed on the commission's approval of these transactions, speclflcally: whether the 
company will be permitted to retain a portion of any merger-related cost savings; If guaranteed rate 
reductions or credits were required; whether certain assets were required to be divested; and, whether the 
commission placed stringent limitations on capital structure and/or dividend policy, 

Electrjc Regu/atozy BeformllndustJY Restructurinq--RRA generally does not view a state's decision to 
Implement retail competition as either positive or negative from an Investor viewpoint. However, for those 
states that have Implemented retail competition, RRA considers: whether up-front guaranteed rate reductions 
were required; how stranded costs were quantified and whether the utilities were accorded a reasonable 
opportunity to recover stranded costs; the length of the transition period and whether utilities were at risk for 
power price fluctuations associated with their default service responsibilities during the transition period; how 
default service Is procured following the end of the transition period; and, how any price volatility Issue> that 
arose as the transition period expired were addressed. 

Gas Beou/atorv Beform/Industrv Restructuring--Retail competition for gas supply is more widespread than is 
electric retail competition, and the transition was far less contentious, as the magnitude of potential stranded 
asset costs was much smaller. Similar to the electric retail competition, RRA generally does not view a state's 
decision to implement retail competition for gas service as either positive or negative from an Investor 
viewpoint. RRA primarily considers the manner In which stranded costs were addressed and how. default 
service obligation-related costs are recovered. 

5ecur/tlzation--Securltlzatlon refers to the Issuance of bonds backed by a specific existing revenue stream that 
has been "guaranteed" by regulators. State commissions have used securitization to allow utilities to recover 
demand-side management costs, electric-restructuring-related stranded costs, environmental compliance 
costs, and storm costs. RRA views the use of this mechanism as generally constructive from an Investor 
viewpoint, as It virtually eliminates the recovery risk for the utility. 

Adlustment Clauses--For many years adjustment clauses have been widely utilized to allow utilities to recover 
fuel and purchased power costs outside a general rate case, as these costs are generally subject to a high 
degree of variability. In some instances a base amount Is reflected in base rates, with the clause used to 
reflect variations from the base level, and In others, the entire annual fuel/purchased power cost amount Is 
reflected In the clause. More recently, the types of costs recovered through these mechanisms has been 
expanded In some jurisdictions to Include such ltenis as pension and healthcare costs, demand-side 
management program costs, FERC-approved transmission costs, and new generation plant Investment. 
Generally, RRA views the use of these types of mechanisms as constructive, but also looks at the frequency 
with which the adjustments occur, whether there Is a true-up mechanism, and whether adjustments are 
forward-looking In nature. Other mechanisms that RRA views as constructive are weather normalization 
clauses that are designed to remove the Impact of weather on a utility's revenue and decoupling mechanisms 
that may remove not only the Impact of weather, but also the earnings Impacts of customer participation in 
energy efficiency programs. Generally, an adjustment mechanism would be viewed as less constructive If 
there are provisions that limit the utility's ability to fully Implement revenue requirement changes under 
certain circumstances, e.g., If the utility Is earning In excess of its authorized return. 

Integrated Resource Plannlng·-RRA generally considers the existence of a resource planning process. as 
q>nstructlve from an Investor viewpoint, as It may provide the utility at least some measure of protection from 
hindsight prudence reviews of Its resource acquisition decisions. In some cases, the process may also provide 
for·pre·approval of the ratemaklng parameters and/or a specific cost for the new facility. RRA views these 
types of provisions as constructive, as the utility can make more Informed decisions as to whether It will 
proceed with a proposed project. 
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Renewable Energy/Emissions Requirements--As with retail competition, RRA does not take a stand as to 
whether the existence of renewable portfolio standards or an emissioqs reduction mandate Is positive or 
negative from an Investor viewpoint. However, RRA considers whether there Is a defined pre-approval and/or 
cost-recovery mechanism for Investments in projects designed to comply with these standards. RRA also 
reviews whether there is a mechanism (e.g., a percent rate increase cap) that ensures that meeting the 
standards does not impede the utility's ability to pursue other Investments and/or recover increased costs 
related to other facets of Its business. RRA also looks at whether Incentives, such as an enhanced ROE, are 
available for these types of projects. 

Rate Structure--RRA looks at whether there are economic development or load-retention rate structures In 
place, and If so, how any associated revenue shortfall is recovered. RRA also looks at whether there have 
been steps taken over recent years to reduce/eliminate Inter-class rate subsidies, I.e., equalize rates of return 
across customer classes. In addition, RRA considers whether the commission has adopted or moved towards a 
straight-fixed-variable rate design, under which a greater portion (or all) of a company's fixed costs are 
recovered through the monthly customer charge, thus according the utility greater certainty of recovering Its 
fixed costs. 

€>2015, Regulatory Research Associates, Inc. All Rights Reserved, Conndentlal Subje<t Matter. WARNING! ThiS report contilns copyrighted subject 
matter ;md confidential Information owned so!ely by Regolatory Rese~rch Assocfates, Inc. eRRA"). Reproduction, dtstrfbullon or use of this report in 
VIolation ar this license constitutes copyright Infringement In violation of federal and state law. RRA hereby pr<lvldes consent to use the "email this story• 
feature to redistribute articles within the subscriber's company. Although the Information In this report hils been obtained frorn sources that RRA believes 
to ba reliable, RRA docs not guarantee Its accuracy. 
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April 16, 2013 

STATE REGULATORY EVALUATIONS 
"' Including an Overview of RRA 's ranking process "' 

As part of RRA's regulatory research effort, we evaluate the regulatory climates of the 50 states and 
the District of Columbia on an ongoing basis. The evaluations are assigned from an Investor perspective and 
Indicate the relative regulatory risk associated with the ownership of securities Issued by each jurisdlctlon'.s 
electric and gas utilities. Each evaluation Is based upon our consideration of the numerous factors affecting 
the regulatory process In the state, and Is changed as major events occur that cause us to modify our view of 
the regulatory risk accruing to the ownership of utJilty securities In that Individual jurisdiction. 

We also review our evaluations when we update our commission profiles, and when we publish this 
quarterly comparative evaluations report. The majority of factors that we consider are discussed In .E!1£!l;. 
Notes articles, Commission Profiles, or Final Reoorts. We also consider information obtained from contacts 
with commission, company, and government personnel In the course: or. our research. The final evaluation 
renects our assessment of the probable level and quality of the earning!{ to be realized by the state's utilities 
as a result of regulatory, legislative, and court actions. · ···· ·· · · · 

RRA maintains three principal rating categories, Ahn"~-. 
Above Average indicating a relatively more-constructive, 
viewpoint, and Below Average Indicating a less-constructive. 

_ ,., ..... ~ ......... -'tW-!~.!i'c•v.n Average, with 

viewpoint. Within the three principal rating categor!~ 
designation 1 Indicates a stronger (more construdl\1 
constructive) rating. We ehdeavor to maintain 

,uJatdry.:anv.lt!liimeof from an investor 
iK'regul~t<iN'l:limate from an Investor 
\:l/and 31\idicate relative position. The 

. .. . ... i;;Ya:ifg'iihtlngtand, 3, a weaker (less 
____ •. , ~··--· iiiii\liJe'(·ofratings •. ~bove the average and below 
J.\jdisfrlb"~m>t{.pf our rankings,:··.(A more detailed explanation the average. The graph below depicts the 

of our ratings process can be found [, ~ppend/x,Ui.at.f?eglns on. page 3,) 
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R.RA Ranking 

Our previous "State Regulatory Evaluations" report was published Jan. 16, 2013, at which time we 
noted three ratings changes. SpecJftcaiJy, we: raised our ranking of Florida regulation to Above Averaqe/3 
from Average/1; raised our rating of Hawaii regulation to Average/1 from Average/2; and, lowered our rating 
of West Vimin/a regulation to Below Average/1 from Average/3. Since then, we have made one rating change. 
In our Massachusetts Regulatorv Review dated April 9, 2013, we lowered our ranking of that jurisdiction to 
Average/3 from Average/2 In recognition of certain recent developments that we view as restrictive from an 
Investor viewpoint (see the Massachusetts Commission profile), At this time, in order to maintain a balance in 
our rankings, we are raising our ranking of New York regulation to Average/2 from Average/3 (see the New 
York commission Profile). 

30 Montgommy Street, Jersey Cily, NJ 07302 • Phone 201.433.5507 • Fax 201.433.6138 • rra@snl.com 
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Above Average 
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~ 
Alabama 
VIrginia 
Wisconsin 

;! 
Florida 
Indiana 
Iowa 
Mississippi 
North Carolina 

-~·-::,._. 
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; i"'-:: '. 

Alabama- AA/2 
Alaska- A/2 
Arizona - A/3 
Arkansas -A/3 
California - A/1 
Colorado - A/1 
Connecticut - BA/3 
Delaware - A/2 
Dlst. of Col. - A/2 

· Florida - AA/3 
Georgia - A/1 
Hawaii- A/1 
Idaho·- A/2 

-2-

Average 

1. 
California 
Colorado 
Georgia 
Hawaii 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
·Michigan 
North Dakota 
South Carolina 
Tenn.essee 

~ 
Alaska 
Delaware 
District of Columbia 
Idaho 
Kansas 
Maine 
Minnesota 
Missouri 
Nebraska 
Nevada 
New York** 
Ohio 

,..,..~:· 
•• 'l.-... 

,.,_\ <, 

~ (Yj ..... _, ... ,,_ 
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. .-
_, ... 

·:::~[:.: ~~~ 
,,_.-
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i: ,' 
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Kans~i(.:. A/2 
Kentucky - A/1 
Louisiana - A/1 
Maine· A/2 
Maryland - BA/2 
Massachusetts - A/3* 
Michigan • A/1 
Minnesota - A/2 
Mississippi • AA/3 
Missouri • A/2 

~_,.,..;;-

.;.,.~:~- _,. 

~(1 
'\--r.;.~ 
~, 

Montana- BA/1 
Nebraska - A/2 
Nevada- A/2 
New Hampshire - A/3 
New Jersey - A/3 
New Mexico - BA/1 
New York - A/2** 
North Carolina - AA/3 
North Dakota - A/1 
Ohio- A/2 
Oklahoma • A/2 
Oregon- A/3 
Pennsylvania - A/3 

* Revised downward since Jan. 16, 2013 
** Revised upward since Jan. 16, 2013 
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Below Average 

1. 
Montana 
New Mexico 
Texas 
West VIrginia 

l. 
Illinois 
Maryland 

J:-'-

~-i~·/f}:-

~ 
Connecticut 

Rhode Island - A/3 
South carolina - A/1 
south Dakota - A/3 
Tennessee- A/1 
Texas- BA/1 
Utah- A/2 
Vermont- A/3 
VIrginia - AA/2 
Washington - A/3 
West Virginia - BA/1 
Wisconsin - AA/2 
Wyoming -A/2 
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Appendix• E)(planatjon of R.RA ratlnas process 

As noted above, RR.A maintains three principal rating categories, Above Average, Average, and Below 
Average, with Above Average Indicating a relatively more constructive, lower-risk regulatory environment 
from an Investor viewpoint, and Below Average Indicating a less constructive, higher-risk regulatory climate. 
Within the three principal rating categories, the numbers 1, 2, and 3 Indicate relative position. The designation 
1 Indicates a stronger (more constructive) rating; 2, a mid-range rating; and, 3, a weaker (less constructive) 
rating within each higher-level category. Hence, If you were to assign numeric values to each of the nine 
resulting categories, with a "1" being the most constructive from an Investor viewpoint and a "9" being the 
least constructive from an Investor viewpoint, then Above Average/1 would be a "1 • and Below Average/3 
would be a 119." 

The ranklngs are subjective and are Intended to be comparative. In nature. Consequently, we do not 
use a mathematical model to determine each state's ranking. However, we endeavor to maintain a "normal 
distribution" with an approximately equal number of rankings above and below the average. The variables that 
RRA considers In determining each state's ranking are largely the broad Issues addressed in our~ 
Regulatory Reviews/Commission Profiles and those that arise In the context of rate cases and are discussed In 
RRA Rate Case Final Reports. Keep in mind that the ranklngs reflect not only the decisions rendered by the 
state regulatory commission, but also take Into account the Impact of the actions taken by the governor, the 
legislature, the courts, and the consumer advocacy groups. The summaries below are intended to provide an 
overview of these variables and how each can Impact a given reguJ.'!fii):y environment. 

"~3~~ .:~\. . . 
Commissioner Selection Process/Membershlp--RR.A looks at hoW;coriiifi(!iJ;1il'ners are sele~te~ in each state. All 
else being equal, RRA attributes a greater level of Investor riskJO'stateS:.f[J;wfJJch comril!Ssloners are elected 
rather than appointed. Generally, energy regulatory Issues are"fij~{P.Qi.iticlfij"~;WbeB:i~.War:~-not subject to 
debate in the context of an election. Realistically, a commlsslonef'~a"iidldate·Wh'oc)ndlcates)i"ympathy for 
utilities and appears to be amenable to rate increas':l~AnJl\',~~i~ely t'iii!~'~hp,uliiF)¥!iil t~fvoting public. Of 
cours~, I~ recent years there have been some no'}_!)~i.Q!j,laQ!''W!/'hl:-'.!!l~]'t.!'p~[~Y ~~~u.~s In appointed
commiSSion states have become gubernatorlal/senatorlal:e!ett'iO'n'fs&uesi\Wltli:·'detrlmental consequences for 
the utilities (e.g., Illinois, Florida, and Maryland, all'il'itr!IJ!~"Ij_ w~re~d-owl\'ghii!'~d .. bY RRA when Increased 
politicizatlon of the regulatory process be~Jlfll~t~~parei\ti'l;i.f,~;,~ .· :··"' 

cg;i:t,;;,_~~¥· }_;.t:::;:;~;:...:.. ... · .. 
In addition, RRA looks'at the cgni,fu1ssloners!hems~IX,llL1\n,!l thelr.'iiackgrounds. Experience In 

economics and finance an@/or inergy!~pes i~l!!;.tl.~J!i)Jfi~S..en'i\K~'P..?~.ltlve sign. Previous employment by the 
commission or a consumeradVocacy ~.f.;'!_\;l,R~'.~-~m_jtifn~~~~(~wed cts~a··negatlve indicator. In some instances, 
new commissioners have very little ex~.<li'i.ilnc_\i':'or exposvte-'.to utjHt9 issues, and In some respects, these 
individuals represent the.lif9-li'ilst level oHi~K simply b.e"~a.i.lse t~ere is no way to foresee what they will do or 
how long It will take them. to}get up to speed.",._,~:<"i,.('li\:'i"" ~" · 

""""'"-- . ,.;.f,::.4-II,;'P7" 0-
Comm/55/0Q staff/Consumer-.IntertiSf.~;,Most co'ffiM{f~kms{~ave a staff that participates In rate proceedings. In 
some lnstances.#1eiStaff':liii'i(a re~jjlihslbillty to repr.e_$'i!iit the consumer interest and In others the Staff's 
statutory role I~J~Wdeflh~tlt In a'aiilflon, there m<i'/?lir may not be: additional state-level organizations that 
are charged witll'fepresenting theJnterests of :t·<=ertaln class or classes of customers; private consortia that 
represent certain custor.nef~!jfOliR~~nd/or, l,ai'ge-volume customers that intervene directly In rate cases. 
Generally speaking, the gre;~ter\~H)!1humber,'of consumer intervenors, the greater the level of uncertainty for 
Investors. The level of flsk•fa·r Investors l!i>lo' depends on the. caliber and lnfiuence (political and otherwise) of 
the Intervening parties and the level of.'Cbntentiousness in the rate case process. RRA's opinion on these 
issues Is largely based on past exp<a~lifnce and observations. 

r~; 

Rate Case 7iminq/Interjm Procedures--For each state commission, RR.A considers whether there Is a set time 
frame within which a rate case must be decided, the length of any such statutory time frame, the degree to 
which the commission adheres to that tlnie frame, and whether Interim Increases are permitted. Generally · 
speaking, we view a set time frame as preferable, as it provides a degree of certainty as to when any new 
revenue may begin to be collected. In addition, shorter time frames for a decision generally reduce the 
likelihood that the actual conditions during the first year the new rates will be In effect will vary markedly from 
the test period utilized (a discussion of test periods is provided below) to set new rates. In addition, the ability 
to Implement all or a portion of a proposed rate Increase on an Interim basis prior to a final decision In a rate 
case Is viewed as constructive. 

Return on EquitynReturn on equity (ROE) Is perhaps the single most litigated Issue In any rate case. There 
are two aspects RRA considers when evaluating an Individual rate case and the overall regulatory 
environment: (1) how the authorized ROE compares to the average of returns authorized for energy utilities 
nationwide over the 12 months, or so, Immediately preceding the decision; and, (2) whether the company has 
been accorded a reasonable opportunity to earn the authorized return In the first year of the new rates. (It is 
important to note that even If a utility Is accorded a "reasonable opportunity' to earn Its authorized ROE, there 
Is no guarantee that the utility will do so.) 
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With regard to the first criteria, RRA looks at the ROEs historically authorized for utilities In a given 
state and compares them to utility industry averages (the benchmark statistics are available in RRA's Major 
Rate Case Decisions Quarterly Updates). Intuitively, authorized ROEs that meet or exceed the prevailing 
averages at the time established are viewed as more constructive than those that fall short of these averages. 

With regard to the second consideration, In the context of a rate case, a utility may be authorized a 
relatively high ROE, but factors, e.g., capital structure changes, the age or "staleness" of the test period, rate 
base and expense disallowances, the manner in which the commission chooses to calculate test year revenue, 
and other adjustments, may render It unlikely that the company will earn the authorized return on a financial 
basis. Hence, the overall decision may be negative from an Investor viewpoint, even though the authorized 
·ROE is equal to or above the average. (RRA's Rate Case Final Reports provide a detailed analysis of each fully
litigated commission decision.) 

Rate Base and Test Period--As noted above, a commission's policies regarding rate base and test year can 
Impact the ability of a utility to earn its authorized ROE. These policies are often outlined In state statutes and 
the commission usually does not have much latitude with respect to these overall policies. With regard to rate 
base, commissions employ either a year-end or average valuation (some also use a date-certain). In general, 
assuming rate bases are rising, I.e., new investment Is outpacing depreciation, a year-end valuation Is 
preferable from an investor viewpoint. Again this relates to how well the parameters used to set rates renect 
actual conditions that will exist during the rate-effective period; henc,~1 the more recent the valuation, the 
more likely It Is to approximate the actual level of rate base being ~Ufill!i.Yed to serve customers once the new 
rates are placed into effect. Some commissions permit post-test-yealt:~'djustments to rate.base for "known 
and measurable" Items, and, In general, this practice is benefjj;!!J!, 

Another key consideration Is whether state law 
In rate base of construction work In progress (CWIP), I. . , 
operational In serving customers. Generally, investor.s_yjew lncluslo 
constructive, since It helps to maintain cash flow -- -"'~""'''"''·~·---· - •· 
utilities accrue allowance for funds used during 
the construction investment as a regulatory asc _____ -,-·· 
question becomes operational. While this llJ!\tJi][(l~bolste'~ 

iSi'dn\~M~i>iiJfP<l[jnlts the Inclusion 
nofiY.liJi:b\.!t ultltiJately will be, 

P ln. rat"if basi. for a cash return as 
!tructtorhri~ase. Alternatively, the 
~)~ p:c:l,.nH~nv booking a return on 

•• _. _ _ _ J the project in 
au a ment cash flow. 

With regard to 
being fully-forecasted 
other. Some states 
based on data that is 
that becomes known 

oract)'ces employed, with the extremes 
-,., ..... ~t"orical (least constructive) on the 
Utlllei(•fs permitted to file a rate case that Is 
lno~qnd Is later updated to reflect actual data 

Acc?~ntinq--RRA looks ai Wli~ther •._state co"J11]i~J,!l'J>~nas:permltted unique or Innovative accounting practices 
des1gned_to bolst~r,earni,Qg~.,Suci!J.it.r.~atment may lie a~proved In response to extraordinary events such as 
storms, or for v9JaJI!e e~tl~ri'S:es ~}1$\\).~s pension co~!¢-Generally, such treatment involves deferral of 
expenditures that-gxceedJiie level'o( such costs reQilcted In base rates. In some Instances the commission 
may approve an'al:countlng adjust(ll~nt to temporarily bolster certain financial metrics during the construction 
of new generation capa_cltiJ;·fro(!j~\[Qle-to-thpe,'Ebmmlsslons have approved frameworks under which 
companies were perml\~ed \O, a(t[e!i· own:9fscretion, adjust depreciation In order to mitigate under-earnings 
or eliminate an over-earnings situation wJthout reducing rates. These types of practices are generally 
considered to be constructive from anAi'ivestor viewpoint . ... v ,,; ·' 
Alternative Requlatlon--Generally;,,RI\A views as constructive the adoption of alternative regulation plans that: 
allow a company or companies to retain a portion of cost savings (e.g. fuel, purchased power, pension, etc.) 
versus benchmark levels; permit a company to retain for shareholders a portion of off-system sales revenues; 
or, provide a company an enhanced ROE for achieving operational performance and/or customer service 
metrics or for Investing In certain types of projects (e.g., demand-side management programs, renewable 
resources, new traditional plant investment). The use of ROE-based earnings sharing plans is, for the most 
part, considered to be constructive, but It depends upon the level of the ROE benchmarks specified In the 
plan, and whether there Is symmetrical sharing of earnings outside the specined range. 

Court Actions--This aspect of state regulation Is particularly difficult to evaluate. Common sense would dictate 
that a court action that overturns restrictive commission rulings Is a positive. However, the tendency for 
commission rulings to come before the courts, and for extensive litigation as appeals go through several 
layers of court review, may add an untenable degree of uncertainty to the regulatory process. Also, similar to 
commissioners, RRA looks at whether judges are appointed or elected. 

Legislation--While RRA's Commission Profiles provide statistics regarding the make-up of each state 
legislature, RRA has not found there to be any speclnc correlation between the quality of energy legislation 
enacted and which pcilltlcal party controls the legislature. Of course, in a situation where the governor and 
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legislature are of the same political party, generally speaking, It is easier for the governor to implement key 
policy initiatives, which may or may not be focused on energy Issues. Key considerations with respect to 
legislation include: how prescriptive newly enacted laws are; whether the bill Is clear or ambiguous arid open 
to varied interpretations; whether It balances ratepayer and shareholder Interests rather than merely 
"protecting" the consumer; and, whether the legislation takes a long-term view or is it a "knee-jerk" reaction 
to a specific set of circumstances. 

Corporate Governance--This term generally refers to a commission's ability to intervene In a utility's financial 
decision-making process through required pre-approval of all securities issuances, limitations on leverage In 
utility capital structures, dividend payout limitations, ring-fencing, and authority over mergers (discussed 
below). Corporate governance may also Include oversight of affiliate transactions. In general, RRA views a 
modest level of corporate governance provisions to be the norm, and In some circumstances these provisions 
(such as ring·fenclng) have protected utility investors as well as ratepayers. However, a degree of oversight 
that would allow the commission to "micromanage" the utility's operations and limit the company's financial 
fiexlblllty would be viewed as restrictive. 

Merger Actlvitv·· In cases where the state commission has authority over mergers, RRA reviews the 
conditions, if any, placed on the commission's approval of these transactions, specifically: whether the 
company will be permitted to retain a portion of any merger-related cost savings; if guaranteed rate 
reductions or credits were required; whether certain assets were required to be divested; and, whether the 
commission placed stringent limitations on capital structure and/or_pl)ildend policy. 

E/ectn'c Requlatorv Reform/Industry Restructurinqw-RRA n~nPnlllv rinii¢:.nr 1 a state'o;_qi;cision to 
Mnoln~.·Hiiwever, for those 

gi\'llra'nteed rate reductions 
Implement retail competition as either positive or 
states that have Implemented retail competition, 
were required; how stranded costs were quantified 
opportunity to recover stranded costs; the length o. ~"". 
power price fluctuations associated with their def,!J}~i1i1!t 
default service is procured following the end of tnelll 
arose as the transltlop period expired were onn•o<<~-.. 

;·W(aF,i:ord_ed:'a reasonable 
. . . . . whether. utilities were at risk for 
r@i'\l~(g)Jrili!i.th~ transition period; how 
~-iidc-:li'ow anv.orice volatility issues that 

for gas_.,!>u~ply Is more widespread than is 
as:Hie magnitude of potential stranded 

...•.• ,:, RRA generally does not view a state's 
·o·. ---·~rn···--· ~qslflve or negative from an Investor 
whlchfsti'anded•costs were addressed and how default 

by a specific existing revenue stream that 
---·-·- ._ ....... ""'"""""'-used securitization to allow utilities to recover 
ltric·restructurjnfl>related stranded costs, environmental compliance 

costs, and stori1(~£sts. KllA"vlews-ffie use of this fiii!chanism as generally constructive from an Investor 
viewpoint, as it illttually eliminat~s . .Jbe recovery.-.fisk for the utility • 

. . · ._' .:.-'.!-~~~ '.It-:.·"· 

Adfustment Cfauses--F9r m~ny ;yl\'~W-adjus_!fflent clauses have been widely utilized to allow utilities to recover 
fuel and purchased power tests a·utslde a_:general rate case, as these costs are generally subject to a high 
degree of variability. In some instance~i.~ "base amount Is reflected In base rates, with the clause used to 
reflect variations from the base lev.!"l;.fa'nd In others, the entire annual fuel/purchased power cost amount Is 
reflected In the clause. More recef1SIY, the types of costs recovered through these mechanisms has been 
expanded In some jurisdictions to Include such Items as pension and healthcare costs, demand-side 
management program costs, FERC·approved transmission costs, and new generation plant Investment. 
Generally, RRA views the use of these types of mechanisms as constructive, but also looks at the frequency 
with which the adjustments occur, whether there is a true-up mechanism, and whether adjustments are 
forward-looking In nature. Other mechanisms that RRA views as constructive are weather normalization 
clauses that are designed to remove the impact of weather on a utility's revenue and decoupling mechanisms 
that may remove not only the Impact of weather, but also the earnings Impacts of customer participation in 
energy efficiency programs. Generally, an adjustment mechanism would be viewed as less constructive If 
there are provisions that limit the utility's ability to fully Implement revenue requirement changes under 
certain circumstances, e.g., If the utility Is earning in excess of Its authorized return. 

Integrated Resource Plannlng·-RRA generally considers the existence of a resource planning process as 
constructive from an Investor viewpoint, as It may provide the utility at least some measure of protection from 
hindsight prudence reviews of Its resource acquisition decisions. In some cases, the process may also provide 
for pre-approval of the ratemaking parameters and/or a specific cost for the new facility. RRA views these 
types of provisions as constructive, as the utility can make more Informed decisions as to whether it will 
proceed with a proposed project. 
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-Renewable Enerqv!Emisslons Requirements--As with retail competition, RRA does not take a stand as to 
whether the existence of renewable portfolio standards or an emissions reduction mandate Is positive or 
negative from an Investor viewpoint. However, RRA considers whether there is a defined pre-approval and/or 
cost-recovery mechanism for investments In projects designed to comply with these standards. RRA also 
reviews whether there Is a mechanism (e.g., a percent rate Increase cap) that ensures that meeting the 
standards does not Impede the utility's ability to pursue other Investments and/or recover. increased costs 
related to other facets of Its business. RRA also looks at whether Incentives, such as an enhanced ROE, are 
available for these types of projects. 

Rate Structure--RRA looks at whether there are economic development or load-retention rate structures In 
place, and If so, how any associated revenue shortfall is recovered. RRA also looks at whether there have 
been steps taken over recent years to reduce/eliminate Inter-class rate subsidies, I.e., equalize rates of return 
across customer classes. In addition, RRA considers whether the commission has adopted or moved towards a 
stralght·fixed-Variable rate design, under which a greater portion (or all) of a company's fixed costs are 
recovered through the monthly customer charge, thus according the utility greater certainty of recovering Its 
fixed costs. 

()2013, negulatory Research Associates, Inc. All Rights Reserved. Confidential Subject Mutter. WARNING! This report rontalns copyrighted subject 
matter and confidentlallnforma\lon owned solely by Regulatory Research Assor::lates, Inc. (•RM"), Reproductfon, dlstr1butlon or use of this report In 
violation of this license constitutes copyright Infringement In violation of federal and st'!!lc lnw. RRA hereby provides consent to use the •email this storys 
feature to r~lstr1bute artlr::les wlthhl the subscriber's company. Although the Information In this JCport has been obtained from sources that RRA believes 
to be reliable, RRA does not guarantee Its acruracy. · £~~~ 
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NON~:PROPRJETARY 

MISSOURI SURVEILLANCE REPORT 
MISSOURI JURISDICTION ALLOCATION FACTOR HISTORY 

Cue or Production Tranunbslon Energy 
Allonlloa . Alloeallon Alloullon Allotlllon 

Yur Factor Factor Fador Noles 

ER·8S-128 65.18 59.89 69.10 Per Commission Order 
'!. ofE!eelric Ph.nl 

1986 65.36 59.08 6&.44 'I• ofTotal Plant 

1987 63.32 56.~8 67,99 %of Total Plant 

1988 61.07 54.83 66,9.5 '!. orToW Plant 

1989 62.39 55.80 66.02 % ofTolBI PIMI 

1990 61.49 55.55 65.49 ~ ofTolal Plnnt 

1991 61.49 55.55 65.49 1990 Factors Used 

1992 62.33 56.'2S 65.03 1991 Faelors Used 

1993 61.23 55,09 64.13 %ofToiAIPIMt 

1994 59.86 54.18 ~3.42 % ofTot&I Plant 

1996 (A) 58.11 ~7.08 63.23 % ofTolal Plant 

1997 58.59 52.31 62.97 %ofTolalPiznt 

1998 57.66 51.54 62,26 % ofTolal Pltnl 

1999 57.09 S1.96 61.91 v.orTo!al Plant 

2000 56.91 52.29 60.99 y, ofTotal Plant 

2001 55.49 44.78 58.68 % ofTotal Pla.nt 

'2002 St60 49.57 57.83 % ofTo!al Plan! 

2003 54.54 47.71 57.77 % ofTotal Plant 

2004 53.62 49.35 57.50 %ofTolalPla.nt 

200.5 53.93 53.93 S7.16 % ofTot.aJ Plant 

2005 S3.11 53.77 51,20 % ofToW Piant 

2007 53.89 53.89 57.25 Y. ofToUl Plan! 

2008 53.55 53.55 57.09 % ofTol!l Plan! 

2009 53.50 53.50 57.07 % ofTotalillllll 

2010 53.81 53,81 56.87 % ofT oW PI tnt 

2011 52.49 .52..49 57,01 % ofTotal Plant 

2012 53.1.,. 63.19% 07.'20'/e % ofTol:!l Ph.nl 

2013 54.68o/• sua~~ 67.~0'~ %ofTot.d.PIMI 
(A) Allocators for 1995 were not developed due lo tho ralc design and Staff audit 

in Cue No. E0-94·199. 

EXIImTTF·20Jl .ut&el!ttf 
. P•&t Jo(l 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

·oF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

In the matter of the modification 
of the Joint Recommendation 
approved by the Commission on 
November 23,.1987 in Case Nos. 
E0-85-185 and E0-85-224. 

Case No. £0-9.:3~j-<j.,3 

MODIFICATION TO JOINT RECOMMENDATION 

COMES NOW the Kansas City Power & Light Company (KCPL), the Staff of the· 

Missouri Public Service Commission (Staff), Office of Public Counsel (Public Counsel), 

Department of Energy (DOEi, Western Resources, Inc. (formerly The Kansas Power 

· & Light Company), City of .Kansas City, Missouri (Kansas City), Armco Inc., et al. 

(Armco), General Motors, Ford Motor Co., Missouri Portland Cement Co., ·Reynolds 

Minerals Corporation (GM) and Missouri Retailers Association (MRA), and enter Into 

the following Modification to Joint Recommendation. 

On November 6, 1987, the above-referenced parties entered into_ a Joint 

R!'lcommendation of Alterations to Kansas City Power & Light Company's Phase-In 

Plan Rates (hereinafter referred to as "Joint Recommendation" and attached here.to 

as Appendix A) in Docket Nos. E0~85-185 and E0-85-224. On November 23, 1987, 

the Missouri Public Service Commission (Commission) entered an order (attached 

hereto as Appendix B) approving said Joint Recommendation. 

Paragraph 4 of the Joint Recommendation required KCPL to provide semiannual· 

cost of service reports based upon twelve months' data ending June and December 

of each year .. Said reports w·ere to be· provided to Staff and Public Counsel on the 

following September 30 and April-30, respectively. The other sirw!fJLiftiQjto the Joint 

OCT 2 7 1992 
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Recommendation, and their designated consultants, also were' to be furnished a copy 

· of ·each report contingent upon their execution and observance of a nondisclosure 

agreement attached. tci the Joint Recommendation as Attachment B. 

'The above-referenced parties have agreed to modify the Joint Recommendation 

as set forth below and wish ·to present that modification to the Commission for 

consideration and approval. Consequently, the above-referenced parties stipulate and 

agree as follows: 

1 • KCPL will prepare and provide a single annual cost of service report Instead 

of the two semiannual reports currently being prepared and provided. Specifically, 

KCPL no longer shall be required to prepare the cost of service reports based on . . . . 

twelve months' data ending June each year or to provide said reports by the following 

September 30. Thi.s obligation shall cease to exist immediately upon issuance of a 

Commission order approving this Modification to Joint Recommendation. KCPL shall 

continue to prepare the cost of service reports based on. twelve months, data ending 

December each year and to provide those reports by the following April 30. 

2. If any of the signatories to this Modification to Joint Recommendation 

indic!3te a valid need for additional cost of service data, other than what Is contained 

in the annual cost of service reports, KCPL agrees tt)at it will attempt to meet that 

. need utilizing any additional·existing cost of service data that may be readily available. 

3. With the exception of the modification described above, all provisions of the . 

Joint Recommendation will remain in full force and effect as currently written. · 

"' 
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4. If the Commission rejects this Modification to Joint Recommendation, all 

provisions of the Joint Recommendation will remain In full force and effect as 

currently written. 

5, None of the parties to this Modification to Joint Recommendation shall be 

deemed to have appro\(ed of or acquiesced In any question of Commission authority, 

ratemaking principle, valuation methodology, cost of service methodology or 

determination, depreciation principle or method, rate· design methodology, cost 

allocation, cost recovery, or prudence .. Similarly, none of the parties shall be 

prejudiced, bound, or in any.way affected by the terms of this .Modification to Joint 

Recommendation in any future proceeding, or in any proceeding currently pending . . . 

under a separate docket. 

6. The Staff shall have the right to submit to the Commission, In memorandum 

form, an explanation of Its rationale for entering into this Modification to Joint 

Recommendation and to provide the Commission whatever further explanation the 

· Commission requests. Such memorandum shall not become a part of the record of 

this proceeding and shall not bind or prejudice the Staff in any future proceeding. It 

i~ understood by the signatories hereto than any rationales advanced by the Staff in . . .· . . 

such memorandum are its own and are not acquiesced in or otherwise adopted by · 

KCPL or .any ot~er party hereto. 

Schedule CGF·s8 Page 3 of 21 
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Respectfully submitted, 

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY STAFF OF THE MISSOURI PUBLIC 

·By 1M 
OFFICE OF·PUBLIC COUNSEL 

By .d1r!k llrf/wvl{ 
CITY OF KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI 

By f2w j)/,Ur1 !wu£ 
I . 

WESTERN RESOURCES, INC. 

.By ;/IU4 ~"" / W6/ 

MISSOURI RETAILERS ASSOCIATION 

By /Jllkr;;, 4w I wM. 
I 

SERVICE COMMISSION 

By~~~---

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

By fZ fllfx /tuM 
• t l 

ARMCO, INC., et al. 

By {j;Jt{#/ /t,;4;f_ 
"' I 

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, 
et al. 

By f2;14 tJ~~,d/wvt(. 
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PPENDIX A 

BEFORE THE POBLIC SERVIC~ COYHISSION 
OP THE STAT£ OF MISSOURI 

In t:b6 ma.tt:er of the ret::a.il ) 
elect.ric service rates ot Kansas ) Ca.sa Uo. ---------
CitY Power & LJ.gbt Coropany. ) 

) 
In the ma~ter ot Kansas Cicy Power ) 
t. LJ.gln Coropany o! Kansu City, ) 
Y.issouri, for au1:horitY to !ile ) 
t:Lri:C:t:s increasing r:1tes tor ) 
elec'tric. service provided to ) 
customers in the Missouri service ) C~se No. ~o-as-185 
3.!'U. of the Corupany 1 and tbe ) 
determination ot in-service criteria ) 
for Kansas Ci 't7 Power k Light ) 
Coopany' s 1olt Ct"eek Generating ) 
St"a'Cion a.nd Walt Creek ra:ce base ) 
:!.lld related issues. ) 

) 
In the ma~~er ot ~ans~s City Po•er ) 
~Light Company, L Missouri ) Case ~o. !o~aS-224 
cor·:i)oration, tor deter~ina "Cion o: ) 
certain rates ot deprecia.'tion. ) 

JOINT RECOKME~DATION OP ALTERATIONS TO ~~!SAS CITY 
- ····-··· -··-po~El! & LIGHT COl!P.lN!'S PHASE-I!! ?LAY RATES 

This Joint Recommendal:ion is en.tered into as o! this 6 day -- . 
o::f Novet!lber 1 1987, among Kansas City Power k Li6!lt. Company' (:<C?L); 

t!le Stat! o! the· llissouri Public Servi,.e .cocission (Stat!) 1 

O!~ice ot Public Counsel {?ublic Counsel), Ccpartm~nt or £n4rgJ 

(DOE), Tbe Kansas Po~er and Light Company (I?L), Ci~y ot Kansas 

CitY 1 H1ssour1 (Xa.nsas C.L tY), .\rcco Inc., e,; a.l. (Ar.aco), General 

Motors, Ford Mo~or Co., Missouri Portland Ce~ent Co.~ Reynolds 

Minerals Corporation ·(Gil) and Yissouri Retailers. Assoo"ia.ti~n 

(YRA), 

W~1;nesse'tb: 

Whereas, by Repor~ and Order dated April 23, 

. . : .· . . . ... . r·-. 
.. . . · 

i.ss6",; in :~ase 
Nos. Eo- 85-185 &nd E0-85-224, th·a Couissiou d~rected a.nd 

~uthorized KCPL to !ile certain ~utomatic pha.se-ia tari!ts tor 

Yissouri- retail elec~ric service, to be et!ec~i?e over an a-rear 
pbase-in period; and 

'Rbereas, the Corn.a:~issioa on April 1, 1987, a.ccepted a. certain 

·s;ipula~ion and.Agreeroent in Case Hos. EQ-85-185, EQ-85-224 and 

A0-87•48 wbicb reduced · tuture phase-in tarl.Hs ud extended bhe 

phase-in period to nine years in recognition of the e!tects o! tbe 

T~x Re!orm Ae~ o! 1986 upon KCPL 1 s opera~ioas; ~nd 

"T";';'-1 ·"G'n 
~ .!. J..J .:!.:l.::J 

i!t:;: I ·:~"": ....... 

,. .. ·- -·,·1 
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Whereas 1 the Su.U ha.s engag'ed ln a.n examination o! t:C?L 1 s 

books &nd records to detercine whc~her KC?L's p~esent level ot 

ra.-~es a.nd the rates c.ur":"ently z.uthori:ed to J.UtOIU.tic:Lll:y take 

et!~~~ under the phase-in pl~n a~e just ~nd ~eason~ble; tad 

Whereas, the Staff, KCPL, Publlc Counsel, DOE, XPL, ~ansas 

Cl ~y, Armco, GU and ltRA have had e:t~ensive discussion$ rega.rdlne 

the resolution ot the various ba~te~s raised by Stat!'s 

exa::inat.ion, and baYe reached certain a.g:oe~r.!ents whicb they_ wish 

to present to the Commission !or consider~:!on and ~pproval. 

~he parties to this Joint Recommendation agree J.s 1ollovs: 

1. 'l'he phase-in' acc:-ual ot. det.er:-ed reYenues ne~ ot "ta~es a.S 

autho~ized and approved. by the Commission i~ CAse Nos. Eo-SS-185, 

t0-85-224 anij A0-87-48 shall end ~so! S•?t•~ber JO, l987, •nd 

~he~e shall be no Lddltional phase-in-~c.c~u~l·O! dete~red revenues . .. . . . -. .. . -· . 
net of taxes ~!ter that d~te. 

2. The phase-in acerual shall accUDulate c~rrying charges at 

. the. rac.e ot. return on iovest::len~ authorized l!l C:z.se Nos: ·Eo-85-185 · 

~nd E0-85-224 during the period o! Septe~ber JO, 1987, through 

OeceQber 31, 1988, 'l'hereU:oon &.11 carry1.ag ~J:!.g,rge·5 oc ~!Ji= ac:.:"::~!.. 

shall cease The balance ot the phase-in 1ceru~l &nd carrring 

charges &s of Jaouar:y l, 19891 shall e&rn L re~urn througb rate 

base inelusion &nd be recovered ln revenues through &mortization 

over ~ tive-ye'r period from that date. Attachment A hereto 

contains L east de!err:z.l Lnd recovery sc3edule under~ying ~CPL 1 s 

aut.bori.zed automa.tie p~-a.se-in p1a.n, ts aod!!i~d·by th!s.-joint:.· · 

Recommend:a.tion. 
.. . . ·. -~ ·.-; 

3. ICPL sh~ll withdr~Y &11 o! its liled~pb~se-ln tari!!s 

which b~ve proposed e!!ective da~es subsequent to WLy 5, 1988. 

All ot the par~ies here""o a.gree not to aeek 1:be suspeasioll ct "the 

1:ari!~s to be effective on l!a.y 5, 1988 .(designed to recover a. 

2.21~ overall revenue increase) a.ppUca.bl.e to the "t--hird year o! 

tCPL's phase~in (contained in Actach~ent A), These Yay 5, 1988 

~ari!:fs reflect the r&te deslgn ordered by the Co~lssion in Case 

Nos. EO-BS-185 &nd EQ-85-224. 

4. KCPL ud Statt &gree chat tCPL should ~·~se •ub~it:rns tc 

the Stat! monthly surveillance· reports, and i:~ their ste&d ;Rrovide 

2 
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semiannual cost. ot service reports '9a.sed on twelve months' data. 

ending June Lnd December ot each year, to be provided to the Scat( 

a.~d Public ·Counsel on the lollo't'i.a.g Septeober 30 a.Qd April 30, 

respec;ively. ·The t lrst such semh.l\nu:t.l cost ot service repor'C 

4pplic~ble co the twelve-month period.endln~ December 1987 Ylll be 

provided by June 30 1 1988, to eo~ble the St~!t and KCPL ~o develoP 

the term and contents o! these cost ot se~vtee reports, vhlch 

shall be lllutually agreed upon by KC?L z.~d. su.tt. The cos-c. ot 

ser•tice reports shal~ be based upon the C~::.":\ission's Report anrl 

Order in the most recent rate or complai~t c~se respecting KCPL. 

Public Counsel, DOE, KPL, Kansas City, Ar~co,.GH, URA, Lnd their 

design~ted consulc~nts, 1! :a.ny, shall a.lso be tur:tlshed with a. 

copy o! each oC these cos~ o( service repor:s upon e~ecut!on Lnd 

:ta.ithtul .observance o.t the nondisclosure a.g:-ee:r.~.ent a.tucbed here't.O 
-• -·••- " •' - --•••t ••' ' • • -••• -• •' •·• • __ .,, •••w-•.,-• _,., •• __ _,_ 

a.s At"tachc.ent B. 

5. This Joint Reco~~enda.tion is pr~~icated upon Commission 

a.pprova.l ot ~ll the ter~s a.cd conditions herein. Should . this . . 
condition not be sa.t!stled, · tbcn this Joi~t Recommendation shall 

' not be binding in any respect upor the pa.rt!es hereto. 

6. E~oept a.s they ~y conflict with the terms lnd conditions 

o! this JOint Recommend1tion, all ot the provisions ot the 

St~pulat.ion a.nd Agreement dated Tebru2.r7 41 1987, a.nd filed in. 

Case No. CV18G-644cc in Cole CountY, Missou~i, Circuit Court, ~re 
•. 

lncorporated herein by reterence by the parties co tbl~ Join~ . . -~ . 
Recornrnenda.tion who' en1:ered iftto tba.t Stipuh.tion. a.~d · A'g~i"~inen.'t.·,~: ·~ 
and aU of tbe provisions o! the Stlpubtion ud··~gree~~~t·do.t_!ld :: .;.; .. : . ·: 
!larc~ 25, 1987, and fl.! ed in Case Nos. Eo-as:ISS, · Eo-85-224 and 

A0-87-48 be!ore this CoMiSsion tre iocorpora ted be rein by 

reference by the parties to ;his Joia~ Reco~erid~tion who 

into that Stipulation ~nd Agree~ent. 

tat.ered 

7, The parties heretO shall not be dee~ed to have ~ppraved 

ot or acqu.lesc.ed ln a.ny ra.temaking princil)le, . valua. tian betb.od, 

cost ot service method or ra.ce design proposal, &nd lDY number 

used in ·this Joint Reco~Meodation shall not prejudice, blnd or 

a!!ect ~ny par~y hereco, except to the ex:ent necess~r7 to give 

et!ect to the lntent and.ter~s ot this Joint Recommendation. 

3 
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s. In the e~en~ the Commission tccepts the specl!lc ter~s o! 

r,his Jnint Recommendation, the parties ~aive thOi: respective 

rights to present oral' argument or 'lr'ri·tten. hrie:ts, pu rsua.n t to 

se~cion 536.080(1), RSNo 1986, 

Section 386.510, RSMo 1986. 

a.nd to jud Lc;ial review pu:rs.uan t · to 

9. Thnt the parties ~ereto jol~ i~ ~ecommending thac the 

Commission accep~ this Joint Recom~end1tio~ as presented£ 

IN WIT~ESS WREP.£0F, the pa:oties ~:1.ve signed th!.s Joint 

Recommendation by their authorized represe~:~tives as of the date 

fi~st above ~ritten. 

KANSAS CITY PO~ER & LIGH'i: COliPANY STAH o; ::;~ MISSOURI PUSI.IC 
SERV!C~ CCMIU SS !OM 

'"' By- Yh--ldJ fL.(;:(' n ' ' 

\ ' \ 
- n , ' ' V 0 

0£? . .\?..T!·IE:-IT OF EN'&RG'l 

Br ·-~,.'?,z=- ·· ---·-· · --

OFFIC::: 0:' PUBLIC COU,NSEL 

.· 

...... --By- f,;j f\Jk:fs / Mi £ 
·- ~L- . - --.:..: .. "".:~ .. 

CITY nr KANSAS CITY, M'SSOURI 

By W b#-,!. .• rr · 

THE KANSAS PO«ER t. LIGHT COMPAll~ 

By !A,.,:Jb.. 6 ~ 
MISSOURI RETAILERS A550CIATIOII 

ay2-;tJ4J dl(._,_,1 
By L rn..J.tf-']...,,t&IL 

- I J 

4 

·,r/1~ 
7 

By~ 
7 . 
ARYCO T't'C,. et a 1. 

;;:;2 
' 

By_ b..i (,....;..~_//..,,_,~ 
1 

GE~E?..U. MOTORS CORPORATIOll, 
et al. 

By IV~ ..)...L,,._ 'Ill";, . 
. l '. i"~-. 

.. : ·. 
: ' 

' . .. . .... -, 
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ATnCIIMENT A 

:- De:J::erred 
% nate 

: Initial % Rate Revenues Deferred Amortization 
Phase- Changes Changes\ Net of Carrying of the 

Phase- In nate Authorized Recommended Ta:xes Cost Deferral 
in Year Increases in TRA Case Herein : ($000) ($000) ($000) 

' 
1 7% 7% 7% . $23·, 730 $1,394 
2 5 2 2 :: 4,240 3,450 
3 3.5 2.21 2.21 '-- 2,546 $2,403 
4 3.5 2.21 -- . -- -- 7,072 
5 3-5 2.21 --· . -- -- 7,072 

' 6 3.5 2.21 -- . -- -- 7,072 
7· 3.5 2.21 

:. 
7,072 -- --

8 (12.43) (9.12) -- . -- -- 4,669 
9 -- (0.54) 

Note; Each phase-i.'n year .is a twelve-month period comme'ncing on May 5; the flrst 
phase-in year began on. May 5, 1966. 

-. 

·~ .• . 
~-~-. 

., ... 

. :-. . . 
~i .. . .. 

. .. 
' 
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•! 

,. 

~ 

....--



( . .: \ .· 
1._ 

·~ 
ATTACHMENT B 

NONDISCLOSURE AGREEME~! 

This Nondisclosure Agreement (Agree~ent) is made as of thls 
day of 

Light Company - '"-'->-'-'J 
-~~~~-· 1987, by and between Kansas City Power & 

'"~~· ~ and· 
(Requestor). 

WIT~ESSETH: 

Whereas, Staff, KCPL and Requestor, among others, 
Recommendation 

modifications to 
entered into a certain Joint 
~--------------~--· concerning certain 
phase-in rate plan, and 

have 
dated 

KCPL's 

Whereas, said Joint Recommendation further· provided that KCPL 
is to file a semiannual cost of service report (Report) with Staff 

.' ... - ____ .in_lieu_of.monthly.sur.veillance.reports, -and ····- ···-·-----···- ·······-···-- · 

Whereas, KCPL is willing to furnish a cppy of said Report 
upon request to Requestor, upon the terms and condi tionl'l contained 
' . h. A t ' l.n ~ l.S ·- gr.~e.men , . . . . .. . . . . .. _ .. . .. ·-· .. _.. , . ~ .. , ... ---·· -· , ..... · 

. . 
Now, "therefore, in · consideration of KCPL 1 s agreement to 

provide said ~Pnort to ~eauestor, the parties ag~ee as folio~~: 

1. Except as provided in this Agreement, the Requestor, its 
counsel, agents and employees, shall not use, copy or disclose to 
any person who is not a signatory to this Ag~eement or is not a 
person described in Section 386.480, RSMo 1986 any information 
contained in the Report. · 

2. Paragraph 1 above shall not apply to or. be '. d·~·emed: .to·· 
include any information or document contained in'the.pUblic·files ·
of the Commission or of any other Federal or state age[lcy, ·whe.t.her. · -
oz: not such information or d«;~cument is. afso ·C"ontainee\ ·in' the · 
Report, nor shall it apply to or include documents or information 
which at the time of, or prior to, disclosure to Requestor 
pursuant to this Agreement, is or .was public knowledge, or 
subsequently becomes public knowledge as a result ot publication 
or disclosure by KCPL. Material which would be subject to 
nondisclosure is all documents and/or information or portions 
thereof (1) which contain or disclose confidential or proprietary 
information, and (2) which are designated, in good faith, as 
confidential and subject to nondisclosure by KCPL. 

3. In the event that the Requestor intends to use all or a 
part· of the Report ,that has been denominated subject to 
nondisclosure in ·any proceeding before the MissciurJ. Public Service 

Schedule CGF·sS Page 10 of 21 
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CASE NO. E0-85-185 

In· the matter of Kansas City 
Power & Light Company of Kansas 
City, Missouri, for authority to 
file tariffs increasing rates· 
for electric service provided to 
customers in the Missouri service 
area of the Company, and the 
"determination of in-service 
criteria for Kansas City Power & 
Light Company's Wolf Creek 
Generating Station and Wolf. Creek 
rate base and related issues, 

CASE NO. E0-85-224 

In" the"matter of Kansas City 
Power & Light Company, a 
Missouri corporation, for 
determination of certain 
rates of depreciation. 

~ ,t' .k' .l!!l~J.J .LA D 

STATE OF MISSOURI 
PUllLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

At a Session of the Public Service 
Co~ssion held at it$ orflc~ 
in Jefferson City ~n the 23rd 
day of November, 1987. 

... ~. 

ORDER APPROVING JOINT RECOMMENDATION 

On November 6, 1987, a Joint Recommendation was exec.~ ted· -li)>··~~~~~s. ., 
. :.:. . ··..... . ...... ~~:.~~· .. 

City Power & Light Company (KCPL), Staff of the Missouri Pu.bli.c Senrice Co1J!Iltission· 

(Staff), Office of the Public Counsel (Public Counsel), Department of Energy (DOE), 

the City of Kansas C:!.ty, Missouri·, Armco Inc.; et al, The Kansas Power and "Light 

Company, General·Motors Corporation, at al., and Missouri Retailers Association. The 

Joint Recommendation involves a proposed alteration to KCPL's phase-in plan which the 

Commission established by Report and Order issued April 23, 1986, and modified by 

~ession Order issued April 1, 1987. 

Schedule CGF·s8 Page 12 of 21 
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( . ~ 
The Joint Recommendation adequately sets forth all procedural and factual 

matters in this case and is se·t forth in Appendix A attached hereto and incorporated 
'c 

herein by rderence. 

KCPL is a.public utiiity subject to the jurisdiction of this Commission 

pursuant to Chapters 386 and 393, RSMo 1986. For ratema~ng purposes, the Commission 

may accept a Joint Recommendation in settlement of any matters submitted by the 

parties. The Commission is of the opinion that the mati:·ers of agreement be tween the 

parties in this case are reasonable and proper and shoulc be adopted. 

It is, therefore, 

ORDERED: 1. That the Joint Recommendation referred to herein is 

approved and adopted and Kansas City Power & Light Compa~y's phase-in plan is hereby 

modified pursua!'t to t.he terms of the Joint Recommendation. 

·ORDERED: 2. That the phase-in accrual of deferred revenues net of taxes 

as authorized and approved by this Commission in_~h~_ins;:ant case shall end _as of 

September 30, 1987, end there shall be no additional phase-in accrual of defeTred 

revenues net of taxeil after that date. 

ORDERED: 3. That the phase-in·accrual shall accumulate carrying·charges 

at the rate of return on investment as authorized in the instant case during the 

period September 30, 1987 through December 31, 1988, 'whereupon ~ll.carrying charges 
·. . .· 

on this accrual shall cease. The balance of the phase-in accru~l ·and''·ca.:ryin:~ 
·.·:. . ··. . . . .:-:··-i ... -

charges as of January 1, 1989, shall earn a return through rate. has e.: inclusi?n and be 

recove1:ed in revenues through amortiz-ation over a five-:tear period from that· date. 

ORDERED: 4. That Kansas City. Power & Light Company shall withdraw all of 
.. 

its·filed phase-in tariffs which have proposed effectives dates ·subsequent to May 5, 

.1988. 

ORDERED: 5. That Kansas City Power & Light Company shall cease· submitting 

to the Staff monthly sutveillance reports, and in their stead shall provide repo-rts 

as set forth in paragraph 4 of 'the Join·t Recallllllendation, 

2 Schedule CGF·s8 Page 13 of 21 
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ORDERED: o. That this Order shall become effective on the date hereof. 

"' 

(S E A L) 

Steinmeier, C~m., Musgrave, Mueller, 
Hendren and Fischer, CC., Concur, 

BY THE COMH!SSION 

1{7~~~~ 
Harvey G. Hubbs 
Secretary · 

.. ·. 
... ~-... 

•' .. 

·.: .. • 
.· ... .. . . 

.-:, .. : 
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IU'PEtiD~X 'A 

BEFORE TilE PUBLIC SERVICE COMHISSIO!l 
OP THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

In cbe . .t.nat:ter o! tbe retail ) 
elec~ric"service r~~es ot Kansas ) case No. 
City Power & Light Company, ) 

) 
In the ma~ter o! Kansas Ci~y PoYer ) 
~ Light Company of Kansas CitY 1 ) 

Missouri, !or authority ~o !ile ) 
tariffs incre&sing rates tor ) 
electric servi~e provided ~o ) 
customers in the Missouri service ) Case No. E0-85-185 
~rea ot the Company, and the ) 
determination a! ~n-service criteria ) 
!or Kansas City Power & Light ) 
Company's Walt Creek Generating ) 
Station and Wol! Creek rate base ) 
and related issues. ) 

) 
In the matter o! Kansas City Power ) 
& Ligh~ Compaoy. a Missouri ) C~se Ho. E0-85-224 
corporation, tor detormina~ion of ) 
certain rates o! depreciation. ) 

JOINT RECOMMENDATIO!l OF ALTERATIONS TO ~~~SAS CITY 
.POWER & LIGHT COliP.~ll!' S PHASE-Ill PLAll RATES 

This Join~ Reeommend~~ion is entered in~o as at this ~ ~ay 

ot November, 1987, a.m.ong K.anSa'S City Paver t.t; Ligh1: CotDpani (KCPL) ,' 

1:he S1:a:!! o! the· Missouri PubUc Servi\.e CoCltlission (Sta:!f), 

O!:ice o! Public Counsel l?.ublio Counsei), Capartro~nL,ol En~rgy 

(DOE), The Kansas Power and Light Company (XPL), C~~y o! Kansas 

Ci1:y, Yissouri (Kansas City), Arceo Inc., e1: al. (Armco), General 

~o1:ors, Ford Mo~or Co., Missouri Portland Ceman~ Co., Reynolds 

Minerals Corporation ·(Gil) and Yissouri Retailers . Associati.on 

(l!RA). ·• ' :" 

. .l ...... 
Wi"\;nesse-eh: .. . 

. ·. . ··. 
'ifhereas, by Repor~ and Order ds.ted April 23, ~1;986,: in ·-case 

Nos.- EO- 85-185 and E0-85-224, the CommiSsion direCted and 

authorized KCPL to tile certain automatic pbase-in tari!fs for 

Missouri retail electric service, to be effec~ive over an 8-year 

phase-in period·; and 

Wberea.s, the Commission on April ·1, 1.987, accepted ~ cert:a.in 

Stipulation and Agreemeo~ in Case Hos, EQ-85-185, ~Q-65-224 and 

A0-87-48 wbicn reduced !uture phase-in tari!!s and e<tended the 

ph•se-in period to nine yeors in recognition o! the e!!eets o! the 

Taz Retor~ Ac~ o! 1986 upon KCPL's operations; and 

-nt- '7""'7i\ 
i.:..L~v 

i~r~;; ~ 
-~~-:" ...... 

' . 
·.-· 
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trbereLs, tbe Stat! h~s engaged ln ~n examination ot KCPL's 

books ~ad records to determine whether KCPL's present tevel or 

ra·tes and ~he rates currentlY a.ut.horized r.o .. utoma.tiea:Ur t.ake 

e!t~ct under the phase-in pl~n are just lDd reasonable: lnd 

Whereas, the Sta!f, XCPL, Public Counsel, DOE, KPL, Kansas 

City. Arrnco, GM a.nd ~UU have had e,;:censive discussions regardine; 

the resolution ot the various oa tte:-s ra.l-sed by Stat t' s 

ehamination, and have reached certain agree~ents which tbey wish 

co present tO the Commission Cor consider~tlon and approval. 

The parties to this Joint Recommendation 2gree ls tollOYSl 

1. The phase-in accrual o! deter:-ed revenues nat ot t~xes lS 

au~horized and kpproved by the Commission in Case Nos, EQ-85-185, 

E0-85-224 and A0-87-48 shall .end ~• o! Sep<ember 30, 1987, •nd 

there shall be no ~ddi~ional phase~in acc~ual ot deferred revenues 

net ot taxes a!ter tba~ date. 

2. The phase-in accrual sh~ll &ccu~ulate· carrying charges at 

the rate ot return on invest=en~ Lu~horized in Case Uos. EQ-85-185 

and E0-85-224 during the period of S~ptenber 30 1 1987' througb. 

DeceClber 31, 1988, vhereu·Don a.ll ca.t"rytng ~ba.rgefl cc ;~i.7 a.e:':"~:t.!. 

shall cease The balance ot the phase-in ~ccru~l tad carrying 

charges as o! Ja.uua.ry 1, 198~, shall e~rn a return through rate 

base inclusion and be recovered in revenues through amortiz~~iQn 

over a five-ye~r period from that date. Attachment A bere~o 

contains a. cos-,;; de!erra.l 11.nd recovery se!ledtile underl.Ying ·.K:CPL's ·. ..... 
authorized a U'toma tic ph~se-!n plan, •• modHied by th!s "joib< · · . : 

RecotD.lUendation. 
.... 

3. KCPL sball withdr•w all ot its tiled pbase7in tari!!s 

·which have proposed ef!ecti'le dates subsequent to W:ay 5, 1988. 

All o! the p~rties hereto ~gree not 'to seek the suspension ot the 

tari!!s to be ef1ectlve on Y~y 5. 1988 (designed ~o recover a 

2.21~ overall revenue incre&se) applicable to the third rear ot 

KCPL's phase-in (contained in Attachmen~ A).· These ~ay 5 1 1988 

tari!!s re!lect the rate design ordered by the Commission in C&se 

Nos. E0-85-185 and EQ-85-224. 

4. KCPL &nd Stat! agree that KCP~ should ~e~se sub~it;!~g tQ 

obe Sta!! ~onthly surveillance reports, •nd in their stead provide 

2 

. ·rt 
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seroiannu~l cost oi servlca reports based on ~velve monthsr data 

ending June and December of each year, to be provided to the Stat! 

and Public Counsel on the !ollowiog Septe~ber 30 Lad APril 30, 

respectively. The tlrst such seBl~nnual cost o! service repor~ 

applicable to the twelve month period ending December 1987 ~ill be 

provided by June 30, 1988, to en~ble the Sta!! and KCPL to develop 

the form and contents ot these cost ot service reports, which 

shall be mutualiy agreed upon by KCPL ~nd Statf. The COS't Of 

service reports shall be based upon the Co~ission•s Report ~nrl 

Order in the ~ost recent rate or complaint e~se respecting KCPL. 

Public Counsel, DOE, KPL, ~•nsas City, Ar~co, GH, MRA, aod their 

dP.si&nated eonsu!~~nts, lt lny, shall Llso be turnlshed Yith a 

copy o! ea.ch ot these cos; o! service reports upon executl_on 1.nd 

!aithtul observance o! the nondisclosUre agree~ent attLCbed hereto 

as Attachment B. 

5. This Joint Recom~endacion is predicated ·upon Commission 

approv~l ot ~ll the ter~s a~d conditions herein. Should this 

condition not be satlstled, then this Joint Recommend~tion shall 

' not .be binding ln any respec~ upo~ the parties hereto. 

6. E:cept as they nay contllct with the terms ~nd conditions 

o! this Join't Reco!'lll1lendatioa, ·all ot the provisions ot [he 

Stipula.t.ion a.nd Agreeme~t. dated February 4, 1987, a.nd !iled in 

Case No. CV186-644cc in Cole County, Missouri, Circuit Court, are 

incorpor~ted hereln by reference by the parties to thl~ JOint 

Recommenda.tioo who: entered lnto tba't Stipulation. a.~d · A·a)e-~~~~.~-::: ·, ·~ 
and all ot the provisions of. the Stipulation Lnd'.Agree~6~t·clated. :~.~-t . .: . . ·: -
March 25, 1987, ~•d tiled in Case Nos. ED-BS:lSS,· EQ-85•224 and 

A0-87-48 be!ore t~is Commission are i~corporated herein by 

re!erence by ~he parties to this Joint Reco~enda~ion.Ybo 

into that Stipul~tion and Agreement. 

entered 

7. The parties heretO shall no~ be deemed to bave tpproved 

ot or acqu!esced ln any ratemaking principle, v~lu~tion method, 

cost ot service method or r~te design propos~l, a.nd a.oy. number 

used in this Joi~t Recommendation shall not prejudice, bind or 
' 

a!tect any pa.rtY .hereto, except co the ext'eat necessa.ry to glve 

et!ect to the intent and terms ot this Joint Recommendation4 

3 
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8. In ~he event the Commission accepts the specltlc ~er~s o! 

this Jn!nt Recommeridation, the parties valve their respec~ive 

rights co presenc oral argument or written briefs, pursuant. to 

Set:tion 536 .080( 1), RS~to 1986, a.o.d to judicial revie'lt pursuant· to 

Sectlon 36S.sio, RSI!o 1986. 

9. That the parties ~ereto join iil recommending that the 

Commission accept. this Joint Recommendation as presented. 

IN VITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have signed thls Joint 

Recommendation by their au~hori~ed represent~tives as of the date 

first above wrl~ten. 

KA~SAS CITY POITER !. LIGHT COIIPANY 

By rt w!L.6:& 
I Q 

DEPM\'f:.IE:-IT OF ENERGY 

By PJ fU~s Jw . .: 
r.ITY np KANSAS CITY, M' SSOURl 

W ~A •• rr By I 

'l'H! KANSAS POWER ·I< LIGHT COMPANY 

By ltl,.n:.._ ~ • I "'4<!" 
I I 

MISSOURI RETAILERS ASSOCIATION 

By!Jd~..)~ 
By~""" en ~:J.t;...,, t&&... 

I d 

4 

ST.\Fr OF ':'~E MISSOURI PUBLlC 
SEi\VIC:: COltM!SSIOll 

By At;::::,.# .,;z:-= -

OFFIC?: OF PUBLIC COUNSEL . 

-~~ ::3 By I !-'<·< - I 

7 
AR~tCO ''lC • . et; a 1. 

By b,.x (r........,l J,...ul! 
j 

GE~ERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, 
et al, 

ByQ../~ :11- CA., l'M!J ~ ' . z . : . . 
• ! .. . .. 

. •:. ·. 
.: ·, 

' . .. . . ;-: 
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ATTf,CIIMENT A 

Deferred 
Initial % Rate % nate Revenues Deferred Amortization 
Phase- Changes Changes· Net of Carrying of t11e 

Phase- In Rate Authorized Recommended Taxes Cost Deferral 
in Year Increases in 'fRA Case Herein {:jiOOO) {$000) ($000). 

1 7% 7% 7% . $23 '730 $1,394 
2 5 2 2 .': 4 ,"240 3,450 
3 3.5 2.21. 2.21 -- 2,546 $2,403 
4 3.5 2.21 -- -- -- 7,072 
5 3.5 2.21 -·· -- -- 7,072 
6 3.5 2.21 -- -- -- 7,072 
7· 3-5 2.21 -- -- 7,072 
s (12.43) ,(9.12) -- -- -- 4,669 
9 -- (0·. 54) 

Note: Each phase-in year .ls a twelve-month perio.cl commencing on'May 5; the .flrst 
phase-in year began on May 5, 1986. 
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'~ ATTACHMENT B 

NONDISCLOSURE AGREEMENr 

This Nondisclosure Agreement (Agreementl is made as of this 
day of , 1987, by and between Kansas City Power & 

.Ll.ght Conipa·ny (KCPL) and . 
(Requestor). 

WITNESSETH: 

Whereas, Staff, KCPL and 
entered into a certain 

, concerning 
-p""h"'a,..s-e~..:."'i_n_r_a_l:_e_"'p'l--:-a n , and 

Requestor, among others, 
Join'!: _ Recommendation 

certain modifications to 

have 
dated 

KCPL's 

Whereas, said Joint Recqmmenda tion fur:cher provided that KCPL 
is to file a semiannual cost of service repor1: (Report) with Staff 
in lieu of monthly_surveillance reports, and 

Whe-reas, KCPL . is willing to furnish a copy of said Report 
upon request to Requestor, upon the terms and condition~ contained 
in this Agreement, .. _ -·-

. . 
Now, 'therefore, in consideration of KCPL's agreement to 

provide said RPUort to Requestor, the parties ag~ee as f~l1o~e: 

~. Except as provided in this Agreement, the Requestor, its 
counsel, agents and employees, shall not use, copy or disclose to 
any p_erson who is not a signa tory to this Agreement or is not a 
person described in Section 386.480, RSMo 1986 any information 
contained ·in the Report. -

2. Paragraph 1 above sl;lall not apply to or. be ·: d~'ein-ed .. to: 
include any information or document contained in- the· pUblic ··:files -
of the Commission or of any other Federal or ·state _age'.!lCY, ·l'!'hei;.her. · -
or . not such information or document is afso ·contained" in the · 
Report, nor shall it apply to or include documsnts or·information 
which at the time of, or prior to, disclosure to Requestor 
pursuant to this Agreement, is or was publia knowledge, · or 
subsequently becomes public knowledge a.s a. result of pub_lication 
or disclosure by KCPL. Material which woul'd be subject to 
nondisclosure is all documents and/or information or portions 
thereof (1) which contain or disclose confidential or proprietary 
information, an.d (2) which are designated, ·in good faith, as 
confidential and subject to nondisclosure by KCPL. 

3. In the 
part of the 
nondisclosure in 

event that the Requestor intends to use all or a 
Report that has been denominated subject .to 
any proceeding before the Missourl Public Service 
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Commission respecting KCPL, it shall notify KCPL of that intended 
use in advance. Prepared testimony of any of Requestor's 
witnesses which· contain references to or copies of the Report 
shall be filed with the Commission under seal and any . proceedinss 
in which such references or copies are proposed to be· submitted or 
introduced shall be conducted in camera. At such ·in camera 
hearing, no party shall be present· who has not signed · a 
nondisclosure agreement. If a Requestor believes that the por~:ion 
of the Report submit~:ed under seal pursuant to this Agreement is 
not entitled to confidential treatment, the Requestor may make a 
motion in the .in camera proceeding tha 1: it be· relieved of the 
obligations of this Agreement. Nothing contained herein shall be 
construed to shift the burden of · proof on the issue of 
confidentiality from KCPL should it oppose the motion referenced 
in the preceding sentence. 

4. Nothing herein shall be construed as precluding either 
KCPL or Requestor from objecting to the use of materials to which 
Paragraph 1 hereof is applicable on any legal grounds other than 
confidentiality. 

5, The Requestor agrees either· tci ·-·destroy the noncurrent 
issues of the Report and provide an affidavit of said destruction 
or· to return promptly· to KCPL all noncurrent issues of the Report 
in its possession; provided, however., that Requestor- may retain 
and use .. issues of the Report which (a) were then current when a 
rate case was fi~ed by KCPL· or complaint filed against KCPL's 
rates, or (b) were issued during the pendency of such rate case or 
complaint, so long as sue;, ra.te case ur I!Otopla.iut is pendint; 
before the Commission. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have signed 
Agreement as of the date first ~bove written • 

. KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY REQUESTOR " 
;--~ 

·'·· . ·. .. : 

this 

. ·~~ ~ 

BY~·----------------
.. 

By __ ~~--:----'-

.' 

.2 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

In the matter of the modification 
of the Joint Recommendation 
approved by the Commission on 
November 23, 1987 in Case Nos. 

· E0~85·185 and E0-85-224. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No. £()-.Cf.:?J~/.<J-3 

MOTION 'fO APPROVE MODIFICATION TO JOINT RECOMMENDATION 

COMES NOW the Kan·sas City Power & Light Company (KCPL). and requests 

the Commission approve the Modification, attached hereto, of the Joint 

Recommendation ap.proved by the Commission on November 23, 1987 in Case Nos. 

E0-85-185 and E0-85-224. In support of Its motion, KCPL'states as follows: 

1. On November 6, 1987, KCPL, the Staff of the Missouri Public Service 

Commission, the Office of Public Counsel, the Department 'of Energy, The Kansas 

Power & Light Company (now Western Resources, Inc.), the City of Kansas City, 
' ' 

Missouri, Armco Inc., et aJ .. , General Motors, Ford Motor Co., Missouri Portland 

Cement Co., Reynolds Minerals Corporation, and Missouri Retailers Association 

·entered Into a Joint Recommendation of Alterations to Kansas City Power & Light 

Company's Phase-ln·Pian Rates (Joint Recommendation) in Docket Nos. E0-85-185 

and E0-85-224. On November 23, 1987, the Commission entered an order approving 

said Joint Recommendation. 

2. KCPL has.proposed, and all of the above-referenced signatories to the Joint· 

Recommendation have agreed, to modify the Joint Recommendation as set forth in 

the attached Modification to Joint Recommendation (Modification). Said .Modification 

has been signed .by all of the signatories to the Joint Recommendation, f~\L\E.l\)) 

ocT 21 \992 
. MISSOURI 

VICE coMMISSION 
Schedule ~M9 5~age 1 of 3 
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'c 
WHEREFORE,' KCPL requests the Commission ·approve the attached 

Modification to Joint Recommendation. 

Respectfully submitted, 

. illmWG. Riggins 
12o1' Walnut St. 
Kansas City, MO 64106 
(816) 556-2645 

ATTORNEY FOR KANSAS CITY 
POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 

·Schedule CGF-s9 Page 2 of 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Motion and the attached Modification 
were mailed to the· following on this 1... ?!!!day of October, 1992; 

Martha Hagerty 
O.ffice of Public Counsel 
P.O. Box 7800 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

Steven Dottheim 
Missouri Public Service Commission 

. P.O. Box 360 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

Diana M. Schmidt . . 
Peper, Martin,. Jensen, Malchel & Hetlage 
720 Olive St., 24th Fl. 
St. Louis, M0.63101 

Paul Phillips 
Room 6D-033 
1000 Independence Ave., S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20585 

Stuart Conrad 
Lathrop & Norquist 
2600 Mutual Benefit Life Bldg. 
2345 Grand Ave. 
Kansas .City, MO 64108 

Richard N. Ward 
City Hall, 28th Fl . 
414 E. 12th St. 
Kansas City, MO 64106 

Martin Bregman 
Western Resources 
818 Kansas Ave. 
Topeka, KS 66612 

Willard C. Reine 
314 E. High St. 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 
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STATE OF MISSOURI 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

At a session of the Public Service 
Commission.held at its office 
in Jefferson City on the 6th 
day of November, 1992. 

In the matter of the modification of the Joint Recom
mendation approved by the Commission on November 23, 
1987 in Case Nos. E0-85-185 and E0-85-224. 

) 
) Case No·. l!:0-93-143 
) 
) 

ORDER MODIFYING JOINT RECOMMENDATION 

On October 27, 1992, ~ansae City Power & Light company (KCPL) filed a 

Motion TO Approve Modification To Jciint Recommendation approved by the commission 

on November 23, 1987 in Case Nos. E0-85-185 Mel E0-85-224. 

On November 6, 1987, the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commie-

sion (Staff), the Office of Public Counsel (Public Counsel), the Department of 
' 

. Energy", The Kansas Power· and Light Company (now. Western Resources, Inc·.), .the 

City of Kansas City, Missouri, Armco Inc., et al., General Mo~ors Corporation, 

Ford Motor Company, Missouri Portland cement Company, Reynolds Minerals Corpora-

ti_on, and Missouri Retailers Association entered into a Joint Recommendation To 

Kansas City Power & Light Company's Phase-in Plan Rates (Joint Recommendation) 

in Case Nos. E0-85-185 and E0-85-224. On November 23, 1987, the Commission 

entered an order approving said Joint Recommendation. 

KCPL proposes, and all of the above-referenced signatories to the Joint 

Recommendation have agreed, to modify the Joint Recommendation as follows: Para-

graph 4 of the Joint Recommendation reqUires KCPL to provide semiannual cost of. 

servi9e reports based upon twelve months' data ending June and December of each 

year. Said reports were to be provided to Staff and Public Counsel on the 

following September 30 and April 30, respectively, and to other parties on the 

said dates under certain nondisclosure requirements. The Modification To Joint 

Recommendation reflecting the parties• agreement is attached to this order aa 

Schedule CGF·s10 Page 1 of 6 
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Attachment A and is inqorporated herein by reference. The Modification indicates 

that KCPL will prepare and provide. a single annual cost of service report instead 

of the two semiannual reports currently being prepared and provided. KCPL shall 

prepare the coat of ser!lice reports baaed upon twelve months' data ending 

December of each year and shall provide thoee reports by the following April 30. 

The comm~ssion has considered the Motion To Approve Modification To 

Joint Recommendation and the Modification To.Joint Recommendation and finds the 

terms reasonable. KCPL will still be obligated to provide cost of service 

reports.but on a less burdensome basis. Also, according to Paragraph 2 of the 

Modification, KCPL agrees to meet any additional coat of service data request 

utilizing existing coat of service data that may be readily available. 

IT IS o:i'BEREI"'RE OltDEREDI 

1. That the Motion To Approve Modification To Joint Recommendation 

in ca~e Nos. E0-85--165 and E0-85-224 be granted hereby and the Modification To 

Joint .. Report attached.to this order as Attachment A be authorized hereby. 

2. That this order shall bec::ome effective on. the 17th day of 

November, 1992. 

(S E A L) 

McClure, Chm., Mueller, Rauch, 
Perkins and Kincheloe, cc., concur. 

2 
Schedule CGF-s10 Page 2 of 6 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

) In the matter of the modification 
of tlie Joint Recommendation 
approved by the Commission on 
November 23, 1987 in Case Nos. 
E0-85·i85 and E0-85-224. 

. ) 

) 

l 
) 

Case No. k.0-9..3·14.3 

MODIFICATION TO JOINT RECOMMENDATION 
. . 

COMES NOW the Kansas City Power & Light Company (KCPL), the Staff of the 

Missouri Public Service Commission (Staff), Office of Public Counsel (Public Counsel), 

Department of Energy (DOEL Western Resources, Inc. (formerly The Kansas Power 

& Light Company), City of Kansas City,· Missouri (Kansas City), Armco Inc., et al. 

(Armco), General Motors, Ford Motor Co., Missouri Portland Cement Co., Reynolds 

Minerals Corporation (GM) and Missouri Retailers Association (MRA), and enter Into 

the following Modification to Joint Recommendation. 

On November 6, .1987, the above-referenced parties entered into a Joint· 

Rflcommendatlon of Alterations to Kansas City Power & Light Company's Phase-In 

Plan Rates (hereinafter referred to as "Joint Recommendation" and attached hereto 

as Appendix A) In Docket Nos. E0-85-185 and E0-85-224. On November 23, 1987, 

the Missouri Public Service Commission (Commission} entered an order (attached 

hereto as Appendix BJ approving said Joint Recommendation. 
I 

Paragraph 4 of the Joint Recommendation required KCPL to provide semiannual· 

cost of service reports based upon twelve months' data ending June and December 

of each year. Said reports were to b.e provided to Staff and Public Counsel on the 
. I 

following September 30 and April30, respectively. The other signatories to the Joint 

; JFil!ClE.ID5 
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Recommendation, and their designated consultants, also were to be furnished a copy 

of each report contingent upon their execution and observance of a nondisclosure 

agreement attached to the Joint Recommendation as Attachment B. 

The above-referenced parties have agreed to modify the Joint Recommendation 

as set forth below and wish to present that modification to the Commission for 

consideration and approval. Consequently, the above-referenced parties stipulate and 

agree as follows: . 

1. KCPL will prepare and provide a single annual cost of service report instead 

of the two semiannual reports currently being prepared and provided. Specifically, 

KCP~ no longer shall be required to P.repare the cost of service reports based on 

twelve months' data ending Jun.e each year or to provide said reports by the following 

September 30. :rhis obligation shall cease to exist immediately upqn issuance of a 

Commission order approving this Modification to Joint Recommendation. KCPL shall 

continue to prepare the cost of service reports based on twelve months' data ending 

December each year and to provide those reports by the following April 30. 

·2. If any of the signatories to this Modification to Joint Recommendation 

indicate a Valid need for additional cost of service data, other than what is cortalned 

In the annual· cost of service reports, KCPL agrees that it will attempt to meet that 

need utilizing any additional existing cost of service data that may be readily available. 

3. With the exception of the modification described above, all provisions of the. 

Joint Recommendatio·n will remain in full force and effect as currently written • 

... 

Attachment A 
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4. If the Commission rejects t~ls Modification to Joint Recommendation, ?II 

provisions of the Joint Recommendation will remain in full force and effect as 

currently written. 

5. None of the parties to this Modification to Joint Recommen_dation shall be 

deemed to have approved of or acquiesced in any question of Commission authority, 

ratemaking principle, valuation ·methodology, cost of service methodology or 

determination, depreciation principle or method, rate design methodology, cost 

allocation, cost recovery, or prudence. Similarly, none o"f the parties shall be 
- . 

prejudiced, bound, or in any. way affected by the terms of this Modification to Joint 

Recommendation in any future proceeding, or In any proceeding currently pending . . . . . 

under a separate docket. 

6. The Staff shall have the right to submit tq the Commission, In memorandum . . . ' ' . . . . . . 

form, an explanation of its rationale for entering into this Modification to Joint 

Recommendation and to provide the Commission whatever further explanation the 

Commission requests. Such memorandum shall not become a part of the record of 

this proceeding and shall not bind or preJudice the Staff in any future proceeding. It 

is understood by the signatories hereto than any rationale$ advanced by the Staff In 

such memorandum are its own and are not acqulesce·d In or otherWise adopted by 

KCPL or any ot~er party hereto. 

Attachment A 
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" Respe~tfuliy submitted, 

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY. STAFF OF THE MISSOURI PUBLIC 
SERVICE COMMISSION 

By 1//d 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC COUNSEL 

By.& • . Iff/We·/{ 
CITY OF KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI· 

By 12M 1/(j)y/ /t;,J(,{ 
I . . 

WESTERN RESOURCES, INC. 

By ,did/)~"" / WM 

MISSOURI RETAILERS ASSOCIATION 

By t«ttd c. t& .. I W?R 
I 

By ~ ,-9,cc;=o 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

By ,/Zr /iJ4 ,/tuat 
ARMCO, INC., et al. 

By {L.J r{.,;r/ /4;01 
I 

GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, 
et al. 

By 12./d ,(L;t I W(,f 
- :; I 
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Steven Dottheim 
ChiefDeputy Counsel 
:Missouri Public Service Commission 
200 Madison Street, Suite 105 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 

Jeremiah D. Finnegan 
3100 Broadway 
Suite 1.209 
Kansas City, MO 64111 

Lewis R. 1illls, Jr. 
Office of the Public Counsel 
200 Madison Street, Suite 650 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

~ 

April30, 2014 

RE: KCP&L Annual Cost of Service Report 

Gentlemen: 

Pursuant to the November 6, 1987 Joint Recommendation in Case Nos. E0-85-185· and E0-85-224, as 
modified in Case No. E0-93-143, please find enclosed KCP&L's annual cost of service report for the 
twelve month~ ended December 31, 2013. 

Sincerely, 

/24 A(/1/L 
Ronald A. Klote 
Sr. Manager- Regulatory Affairs 

Enclosure 

Kansas City Power & Light P.O. Oox 418679 Kansas City, MO 64141·9.679 1-888-47'1·5275 toll·free www.kcpl.com 
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Steven Dottheim · 
Chief Deputy Counsel 
Missouri Public Service Conunission 
200 Madison Street, Suite 105 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 

· RE: Sup].Jlemental Information- Cost of Service Report 

Dear Steve, 

~~ 

Apri130, 2014 

Pursuant to KCP&L's agreement with the "Staff, please fmd enclosed the following information, which 
is provided separated and apart, for J;CCP&L 's annual cost of service report for the period ended 
December 31, 2013. 

1, Detailed Jist of adjustment amounts. 
c 

2, KCP&L's capital structure at December 31,2013. 

3. Supplemental analysis including hlstorical comparisons, major station outages and 
revenue and kWh for-major customers. 

4. Workpapers supporting the cost of service. 

Should y~m have any questions or concerns about thes~ enclosureS, we would be pleased to meet with 
you at your convenience. We will also provide two (2) copies ofthls information for the Staff's 
Kansas City office, 

Sincerely, 

!&AI~v~ 
J{onald A. Klote 
Sr. Manager- Regulatory Affairs 

· Enclosures 

Kansas City Power~ light P.O. Box ~18679 Kansas City, MO 6~1~1-9679 1·8B8·471·52751oll·lree 1'1\'/W.kcpl.com 
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2013 KCPL·MO Surveillance 

en erg iting life 

MISSOURI REVENUE REQU1REMENT 
NON-PROPRIETARY 

SURVEILLANCE 

YEARENDED 12/31/2013 

Cover 
Page 1 of 43 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 Survefffance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TV 12/31/2013 

Revenue Requirement· Schedule 1 

Line 
No. Description 

1 Net Orig Cost of Rate Base (Sch 2) 
2 Rate of Return 
3 Net Operating Income Requirement 
4 Net Income Available (Sch 9) 
5 Earned Return (over) under Authorized Return 

6 Earned Return on Equity (Sch Capital Structure) 

(a) Calculated using ratemaklng principles. 

MO Jurisdictional 
Amount 

$ 2,129,955,525 
7.7182% 

164,394,227 
130,553,432 

$ 33,840,795 

2013 
EarnedROR 

6.1294% 

6.4853% 

Excl CWIP, property held for (uture use and other non-rate base assets· & tlablllties. 
Excludes non-utility property, Income and expenses. 
Includes synchronized interest expense rather than actual interest expense. 

(b) Uses Capital Structure as 12·31-2013 with ROE of9.7%. 

2013 KCPL-MO Surveillance 
Revenue Requirement • Sch 1 

Page2 of 43 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12/3112013 

Rate Base • Schedule 2 

Uno 
No. Line Descrletlon 

A 
1 Total Plant: 
2 Tolal Plant In Service- Schedule 3 

3 Subtract from Total Plant: 
4 Depreciation Reserve- Schedule 6 

5 Net (Plant In Service) 

6 Add to Net Plant: 
7 Cash Working Capital -Schedule 8 
8 Materials and Supplies -Schedule 12 
9 Prepayments "Schedule 12. 
10 Fuel Inventory· 011- Schedule 12 
11 Fuel Inventory· Coal- Schedule 12 
12 Fuel Inventory- Addlllves- Schedule 12 
13 Fuel Inventory· Nuclear- Schedule 12 
14 Regulatory Asset" EE/DR Deferrai-MO 
15 Regulatory Asset- Ia tan 1 and Com-MO 
16 Regulatory Asset·. latan 2 
17 Regulatory Asset- Pensions 
18 Regulatory Asset- Prepaid Pension Exp 
19 Regulalory Asset (Liab) • OPEBs 

20 Subtract from Net Plant: 
21 Cust Advances for Constructlon-MO 
22 Customer Deposlts·MO 
23 Deferred Income Taxes- Schedule 13 
24 Del Gain on S02 Emissions Allowances-MO 
25 Del Gain (Loss) Emissions Allow-Allocated 

26 Total Rate Base 

2013 KCPL·MO Surveillance · 

Jurts 
Amount Factor# 

B c 

$8,247,043,419 Varlous 

3,375,232,220 Various 

$4,8i1,811,199 

(49,375,616) 100% MO 
106,333,234 Blended 
10,621,701 Blended 
7,395,246 Blended 

42,896,788 . Blended 
667,946 Blended 

55,799,834 Blended 
48,301,029 100% MO 
12,038,809 100%MO 
27.477,154 100%MO 
33,5~7,841 Sal&Wg 

0 Sai&Wg 
(946,368) Sai&Wg 

167,781 100%MO 
3,569,487 100% MO 

1,041,150,236 Blended 
42,206,097 100% MO 

39,985 E1 

$4,081,447,220 

Eloctrlc 
Juris Retail 

Allocator Rate Base 
D E 

See Sch 3 $ 4,543,674,644 

See Sch6 1,959,335,589 

$ 2,584,339,055 

See Sch 8 $ (49,375,616) 
See Sch 12 59,296,626 
See Sch 12 5,827,083 
See Sch 12 4,245,034 
See Sch 12 24,624,648 
See Sch 12 383,416 
See Sch 12 32,030,332 
100.000% 48,301,029 
100.000%, 12,036,809 
100.000%: 2Z4.1J.:J54 
54.722%· 
54.72.2% 

18,363,488 

(508,595) 

100.000% 167,781 
100.000% 3,569,487 

See Sch 13 591,123,024. 
100.000% 42,206,097 
57.402% 22,952 

$ 2,129,955,525 

Rate Base- Sch 2 
Page 3 of 43 
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K~nu• City Power & Ugh! Company 
2013 Sutvdlanee 

~ 
Mlnovr'l JtnfullcUon 
'N 1213112013 

Told Plant In Str.ite ·Schedu!e 3 MOBult Eleetl1c 
~ytollll Adjuttmenlt Ptr Period DR27 Juris 

~ Une AccotJnl rt~l ... Ttl !II F'ot Jurlt Bookt """' Jurt• A!!Jus-ted 

••• • •• Dn.tt11!;Uon 1VJlltQ11 An.Su'•tllf AdiU11menle Tot Co Plant F1dor1 Allot1Uon Plmt 

t 

A B c D H I J K l 
I INTANOJB\..S PLAHT 
2 30100 Org~tron I 72,165 I I 72,166 PJO 65.117% $ 39,787 
3 30200 FtaJlCHtll and GoriS !illS 22,937 " 22,937 100% MO 100.000% 22,937 

' 30001 !.JJCW!IMOUS Jntaogl'/OI (U\A 3~) 2,033,669 2,033,869 01 64.68-t% 1.112,203 
5 Ml$c lrl(ang'lt(s PW!t.S.Vut Saft'Wat&, exdW«f Cr6eX • 30002 CUSTOMER RElATED .4(),312,185 " 40,312,185 C2 62.702%. 21.245,2&e 
1 30002 ENERGY RELATED M$0,265 8,650,265 El 57.402% 5,0$0,2<11 • ""'" DEMAND RELATSO 33.725,259 33,72S,269 01 ~.664% 18,442,~ • """' CORPORATe SOFTWARE 2Mit,743 28,3H,743 S.11&Wg 6-4.72.2% 15tt9'2.724 
10 00302 TRANSMISSION RElATED 3.e28,595 3,828,595 01 54.684'-' 2,093,033 
II ~ Ubcllniu.g PII~Commmka~ons Eqllp {Uka W7) PJO 65.117% 

" Mhcllnllll'f91:IO Pn ~ 10)'t'Softwaro 
13 10m CUSTOMER RELATED 43,629,051 .(3,529,051 C2 62.702% 22,94o,637 .. 30003 ENERGYRELATfO 22,U3,765 2:2,683,756 El 67.-'102% 13,020,974 
16 10m CORPORATE SOFTWARE 24,217,260 24.~H7.260 SJJ&Wg &t,722.f. 13,251, 1<45 

" 303-05 MISd lntaog Pll· WC &JtSOlt.vste 25,774,001 25,77-t.eot 01 64,68-Wo 1,,094,609 
17 30307 Mln:lllllgPI!.Srct{l.DI.e3f2) 34,'1180 :w,veo 01 M.es.t% 19,129 .. M30!I Ubelll'l'arq Trans LIM (lll<:G 355) 6.03~200 6,839)00' 01 64.~% 3,193,114 .. 30309 1.111~ ln(Mg Troru Ln I.I!IIT Une 65,'209 65.209 01 64.464% 00,191 

"' 30310. Mlsc:llntMg-h!arl tfWY & llrid9o 3243,7~ 3 3 32~,7~ 01 64.6M% 1713813 

" TOTAL PLIJfT ll{TAHQIBLS! I 2.4U34.839. I ' I ' . 2..42.UU.42 $ 131.153.183 

22 PRODJJCnON PLAfiT 

" STEMI PRODUCTION 

" PRODUCnOH.STM·HAWlHORH UNIT i 

" 31000 Und&LaodRighls E07,2tll • • 607,281 01 M680i S «1,45-( 
28 31100 Srud\nt &ltropwiomMts 29.845.~0 ~.MS.m 01 64.684% 1&,:3£0,995 

" 3t101 SltUdl.l''IU.oHIWlhom6RoWi4 8,923,285 8,023,285 01 54.884% .ol,679,01& ,. :moo BoiM Plent Equ%)menl. &S,OIO,.ol28 a5,8t8.ol28 01 M.ee.m .oi5,819,6S7 

"' 31201 &m Pr-Bot\et-UnRTra'n·E!I!cl-HII'Nthettl 9,973,895 9,973.895 01 64.884%. 5,.oi.S-t,t35 

"" 31202 'Bo!ll!tAOCEqUpme~/l1·El~lrt'c 01. &4,684% 
31 31203 Botlor PIMl• Haw. 6 ReWllf 221.'1.HA60 " 22:1,991,4-00 01 54.884%, 12\,394,032 
32 31400 TllfbostMI'3tOI"l.I.11S 79,os9,n& 79,n59,77G 01 54_66(%'' .ol3.233.127 

. 33 31600 N:eenory£IadrlcEcpJPf11enl 13,93&,838 . 13,930,636 01 
34 .31!01 A.comotyE!fdp·H~SRebuld 39.390,975 39,395,9'75 01 
35 31600 Mlsc.POHerPWit.EqWptnent 9,301,291 " 9,301.~91 01 

"' 311101 Mlso. Eq.ip ·li~ 6 Rebo.Gd 2,~ jGO 2~M!lQ 01 
37 TOTAL. PROOUCnON.STM.W..VIrHORN UNIT 6 I !01.U0.3U I I " I £01.1§03:47 

,. PRODUCTION4A1AH1 
39 31000 Sle~P~·l.Md·Efedk 3,691,922 3.891,922 01 64.0&U\ 2.018.894 ., 3t100 Slntn Ptodu::lon.Situcfln.J-E/8~ 7,2$1,103 7,261,108 01 64.68(% 3.97M72 
41 31115 StiHifrl Prod- KS M<1 Amort 1CO%KS 0.000% 
<2 31200 S\10111 Ptod-MH PIMI E~lte!Jlc 3&1,920,697 382,920,_687 01 ...... % 209,39&,731 • 
43 31201 S\umP~·VI'il.TrUu·Eiccb'le- 01 54.6&4% ... 3\:::0.S Sleem Pfod.SoletPilEq·E\Ie-lat 1 MOJt.lris Oisll!!o.f {18.365] . (16~ 1CXW. MO 1CO.t'Ol% (16,366) 
45 31213 Ste!Wl1Pc'O<I·~UPII£q.EJec-lel1 KS .MfsOis~ow QOS.71)J) 70S,7CQ 7()5,700 100%KS llOOOll .. 31215 SteamP.W.KSAddiAII'toft 1<10\\KS O.()QOH 
47 31400 Slattn Prod· TLtbogenonlor--EII!Qrlo 6S,IK2,1!9 68.~2,189 01 64,684% 32,007,9$3 .. 31600 Slum Prod-Ac.ceUO!Y EqU'~Ml·El&e. 60,303,m fiO,:!OO,m 01 54.884% 21,S08,2&9 .. 3150.5 S!eam Proci·Ac.coml(y Eq.e:J.let 1 MO -J\.vfs C'Aslll!o4t {822.tm) {62:2,!72) 100% MO 100.000% {612,572) 

"' 31600 StlamPtod·NIICPNrf'tiEW9ee M11,723 8.011,723 01 &4.6&(% 3.287,-457 ., 31005 S!aemProd-UllcPwrPlEq-Ei4at 1 MOJu1s Ohlbcm !J1l 1~ MO 100,COJ'% (11) ., TOTAL. PROOUCT\ON~TAN 1 ! 607MM!O I 705,700 I 711&.700 s &01.192.UO • 271.'11.041 

63 PRODUcnOH.tATAN COMMON ' .. 31100 Storm Prod--Sit\)1;1\J'n-t::l~c 95,61U,302 " S5,MI,m 01 54.684% 51,322.-"'59 
65 31115 SieM!'I Ptod-KS M::IAmotl 1<10\\l<S 0.0001< .. 3t200 SleiWP104oluboQ!Mr210r's·El&e 201,029,.ol00 . 20t,029,.ot00 01 64.684% 109.931,151 
57 31201 StewnP~·t.IOtTr;.hs·EI~ 1,55-4,088 1,$54,088 01 64,684% &t9,839 .. 31213 Stnm Pfod.I<SJo..rlsf)(sa/}g,otanee (5-(4,201) 644.001 5«.~1 " 1DO%KS 0.00011 

" 31216 SlUm ~KS AddiArnOrl " 100% 1<S 0.000>1 

"' 31400 Slt8t'l'l PfOO.BcltrPJanl Eqdp- Efec '5.871,350 6,871,350 01 64'.684% 3,~10.695 .. 31"15 S!ta'll Ptod-KSA&AAmort 100% KS O.OOOl\ 

" 31!i00 SleMnPJ'Od.A«enotyE~Eio.o 2!,707,873 25,707,873 01 64.t1M% 14.058.119 .. 31615 Slelltr1 Prod· KS AddiAn'!Crt 1<10\1 KS o.ooor. .. 31500 S!OMI Prod-tllsc PwrPU Eqr.lfl- EJec <4135~ 4j~~ 01 .. TOTAL PROOUCTlON-IATN-l COMI~ON s . lU.431i,l1t I &C-4,201 I s.«.:zot ! l3-Ml9.719 

55 PRODUCnoH• !AYAH 2 I . 
07 otoeo SlaM"~ Ptod-LMd·l!ll.an 2 G:13,187 833,187 01 64.6M% 346,263 .. 31104 Sle em Pro<J.- 511\JeMes..laun 2 91,650,430 1,&47 1,647 92,!-52,077 01 54.6S-(% 00,81t,270 .. 311<:$ Ste~riProd· Stnxfln,,f,IM2 -MOJwb CfuJow {1.20,112) . (720,112) 10)% u.o 100.~ (720,112) 
70 31115 Regul;tocy Plan- KS Ad4 AmM . " 1001\KS llOOOl\ 
71 31199 R&gvlai.Of'J Pl~0·2005-0l29¢!ITIM<!I Amort " 100% MO 100.()())% 

2013 KCPl-MO SI.II'Vdtaneo 
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I K~n1n City Powtt & Ugh! Comptn;' I. :-on Surva/lllnce 

l.lls£owt Jvr"d/ttlon 

' 
TY 1213fi20U 

lola/ Phrrt In Strrlce ·S~h~ufe 3 MOBul• EJ~cirfc • C~yT<>I:ll Ad!ultrnenll PtrPulolfOR27 Juris 
une Account ~~1 ••• Total ForJul11 Booh Jurfl Juri• MfUiled 

·~ No. No. Detcrleuon tvwn" Pl.....tBuf•t'ilf Ad(ustmtnls Tot Co Pltnt FaetotJ AJioutton Pltnf 
72 312CC Sletnl Prod•tk>i!1fPIMIEqUp-lstan2 01 64.084~~ 

~ 
73 31201 SltM1Ptod-l.JritTm'n~Jallll12 01 &f.6B4% 
7< :um s~aam Pfod-AQC.Iatan2 NIA o.coo~ 
75 31204 Steam PtOd.Stllet PfMI E~ letan2 618,48.5,303 9,601 o.E-GI B18,o(94,SC4 01 64.684',1, :m,118,37.2 
76 31206 Sl8;m Pmd.soiM Pfllll EqUp-.lalan 2-MO J!6lsi:Xsa{(h'o' (5,176.6SS) (6.176,USJ lOOK MO fOO.IXXl% (5,175,688) 
77 3121-4 Slum PtD4.fJMr PIMI EtrJp.lllan2·KSMt Dinllt>H (4..tn.3!()J .ot.-tn.3so .ot,-4n,3SO 1oor~ KS O.llOO% 
)8 31216 Re#&%' PS:n.KSMdiAmort 100% KS O.COO% 
79 312~ Rf9'Jaloty Pli~t·E0-2005-0329-C\.'f!lACd Amolt 100¥. MO 100000~ 

"' 31.40-4 Slum Prod-T\.II'booe~-l~lan2 225, 100,-'167 .c,n3 ~223 2:25,110,6$0 01 ti-4.68.4'!. 123,099,765 
.1 31400 Sftatl"' Prod'·l\kbOgMOt'alor· 11112-MO JU'It DfSaJOW (716,.476) (116,-!76) 100% MO 100.000% (715,476) 

"' 31415 Rtg~.~a:«y Pf;n.I<S Add! Mort 100% KS o.ooor. 
83 31-499 Rtg\JIIOI)'PIM-E0-20a5.0029-CI..mAI$aNnort 100% MO 100.000% .. 31504 Sfoat'l1 Pnxi-A«4nortEqdp.lelan2 55,999,92:5 678 '" 66,C<XI,603 01 &t.OM% 30,&23,371 .. 3footl Slosm Pro<f.A~nety Eqtlp·la12-MO Juis ~sell aN (n9.102l (n9,102) 100% MO 100.000H ~9.102) 

"' :11515 Reg.tal«yPt;n.KSMc2Amort IOO%i<S 0.000% 

" 31699 RegUabyPIBti-E0·2005-0329..CumM:JAm«t 100% MO 100.000% .. 3f60of Sit .!in Pf'Od.. Mite Pwt!fflfal'l{ EGU'p.l&n 2 3,828,319 " .., 3,828~ 01 6(.68.4% 2.093,609 

" 31606 SlUm Ptll4-Mitc PwrPll Eq.fat2-MO .Mts Dhalow (26.735) ~26,1JS) 100% MO 100.000% {26,735) 
90 31616 Reg<JaloryPian-I<S hk1Nner1 • 100% MO 100,tx:l01i. 
91 31699 RegUa-lcfy PJan..-EQ.20QS.o:J~¢Hn Adoj Amott . 100%1.10 100000%_ .. TOTALPROOUCnON•IATAU 2 I UUU.166 $ 4.<493.US $ 4.493Ma c UU-12.t!IG S ~1.116'.-'(IG 

93 LAC'iONE! COMMON PUNT . .. 31COO SmPr-lMd-tteygne-C<:mmon 767,6.50 . 767,8So 01 64.684Y, .of19,69Z .. 31100 Sltn Pt-5Wci\RHICyQilt~ 1G,75f,713 . 10,751,713 01 54'.684% 6.879,47{ .. 31200 StmPr-BoittF:l-liCygnt.cotnfl'\oQo e,n1,1B6 8,721,1M 01 64.88-4~ .(769,10'2 .., 31201 Slm Pr·Solot.UM Ttal'n.UCfO'lO~ ..... ,. ""'·"" 01 64.684~ 2ol9,i'GC .. 31202 Slm Pr.Boa'N·AOC Eqtip-l.a Cygn8-ccmnon 01 54 .eM% . .. 31<00 SfmPr·TutogWiil«•t.aCygoo-Coolmen "'·""' 72,8!:8 01 64,634% 39,8oll 
100 31f:OO SlmPr.),cc, EC!U9·UC}'gne·COo\l'non 1.&73.445 1,S73,«s 01 64.684% U0,42-4 
101 31502 stm Pr..AWEQUp . .c«np. 14.320 14.320 01 54.68ol'.\ 7,831 
102 31600 smPr-l.itsc.PWrPit '. 531~309 IS3t3300 01 &4.684~ 2005~ 
103 TOTAL l.AOYGNE COMMON PlANT' ! 27.67UU I ! • 711713Gt I U:,131.101 

104 PRODUCTIOH.STM.U.CYaHE 1 
105 31000 LeM.UC)'gna 1 1,837,712 1,937,712 01 64,68.4% 1.~9,62'0 
100 31100 Slruct\..ro:-C.<IC)'goo 1 19,3Q6,18.4 19,398,184 01 SUM% 10,607,722 . 
107 3t200 Bo{uPfiEQUp.laC)'sMt 180,359,6&4 f80,359,Uf 01 &1.88-4% ;&,629,070 
108 31202 BoiMAQCEqu'p .. hCygoG t 3J,600., 100 ~.600.100 01 64.S84%' ta,.3n,193 
109 31216 Reg\111Qfy P!an·KS AdQ1Amcft 01 ...... % 
110 3HOO TurbogMeri!.lotol.tCy&tlo 1 :)3,073,00!1 33,073.~ 01 IW.Uol% 18,085,8{0 
111 31600 Ace. E~,cr-la<lrgno 1 19,762,755 19,762,7&5 01 &e.$8.4% 10.807,065 
112 31600 MJse.PwrPitE~.·LACygne f 3!m3M 3Q:2:b3C$ 01 S-4.684% t691QQQ 
113 TOTAL PRODUCTION..STfA .f.ACYGN e 1 I 29f.'.l~.O·U ! I $ 291230GU S 1U.25U30 

114 PRODUCTIOU.STM·LACYGNE2 
111 :11100 Sfru¢IIXIU·l~2 of,fl8,017 ... 138,017 01 54.684% 2,262,637 
110 31200 BoiKP11Eqtip..-l~2 12M58.828 125,958,628 01 Sol. &eO~ 118,&79,342 
117 3fll01 Bo1er.UriiT~2. 01 .54.&84% 
118 31202 Boiet AQC Eqdp-la~& 2 01 64.684* 
119 31400 l\lrt:rogfnetal0r·latygne2 23,176.2&0 23,179,2!<! 01 
120 :u&:Jo AcuuoryE~.·laC)'sne2 ............ re,4ol8,34-4 01 
121 G1600 Mlsc. P\\f PR Eq..olp.·UCygne 2 ]&g,QS2 1.C90052 01 
122 TOTALPRODUCTlOlN~TM-lACYGNE2 I 1&UfM21 I • I - tlf.l11,321 

123 PRODUCTlOH STU·MONTA.OSE 1, 2 & 3 ... 31000 LaM. Mc«.tooa 1,620,8ol2 1,&20.&42 01 64.684't'o ....... ,. 
31100 Slructurnt·E~·MOCWC.Se 17,743,687 17,743.687 01 SU&-C% 9,702,9711 

126 31200 Botu F'lant Equlpmen!.. Efll,l'pmlf){.fJOrl/ote 160,0$1,227 100.~1.227 01 54.&8-Wa 87,638,978 
127 312<11 Slm Pr-Bofer.1Jn1 Tfl!l'n- EJea. M~& 8.919,8M 8,919,8&6 01 S4.684'k ... an,7s9 

'" M400 TurbogonrralotS· El~c- Monlto~e ~375,3S3 .48,376,353 01 6oi,$8.4'A 20,453,625 
129 31&00 A~sscry EqU!prMnl· El«bfc .. M"nl/o.se 24,0f.ol.5~6 24,014,626 01 ........ 13,132,-127 
120 31600 Mfsd.Piantfqt.ipm!li\· E!ocftfc·MO!Won 5•:M069 5-47.ol069 01 64,684,~ 2 993.(45 
131 TOTAL PROOUCTION.STMoMONTROSE f, 2 & 3 • 2C6,229.l90 I . I $ 2U22H~ S 1U,US,26:6 

131 PRODUCTION• HAWJHOIDit COMBINED CYt'L 
1:>3 31100 Sb'uc(u'es • t-f..tiiVlom 6 01 5U84% 
134 31500 AcconcqE~HIIYfthome . 01 54,634% 
135 3olfOO 00\er P(l)d • SlrU::~ HIWthom 6 104,0<6 164,046 Ol 64.«1-4'/a &4.239 

"' 3-4200 Olhot PIOdud!co• fu!l Hddert 1,007,&36 1.057,636 01 64.UU~ 163,027 
m :1-(oiOO 0lhotPtod·G!MI'l{Ol1Hii'Mhcm6 .of8,273,ro& . 43,273,508 01 64.68.4% 25.~.251 
138 3o4500 OOu!tPtod·AoeeiiOIY Equip ·Hir-H. e 2Ml052 2~0£2 01 64,M4% 1 .COt S82 

"' TOTAL PRODUCTION· HAWlHORN 6 COMBINEDCYCL I SO.GU.2-42 I I I 10 GIS 2.41 I 27.373.199 

1<0 PRODUCTION • HAWTHORU 9 CDMBmED CYCL 
141 31100 Slrudues;ndltn~ttni!tlft ~Haw. 9 2.~.058 . 2,3!0.058 01 5<.108<11 1,301,513 

2013 KCpt,.~O SUM<fanee 
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Kantt• City PfJwer r. UghC Comp1ny 
2013 Stuvtlllam;e 
Mlnolllt Julf1dkUon 
TY 121Jtlzots 

TCihl Plan1 In SeMc;e ·Sche-dule~ ldO 8atll 
~)'Tol.al Adlutlmenl.l PtrPerlod DR27 

~ 
Une Accourtl 1IIWII ... 
no. no. Dmrlellon 12nt1201~ Rlt':iSIIItDIJ 

142 31200 Bolei~&'lt£~-HIWJllom9 .(2.545,953 
143 31oKXI TU'bog!n&r.~lm-HiWihom9 17,<40-1.604 
14oC :USOO At:celtOI')' E~el'll.· Ha'.'t1h0m 9 15,166.368 
1<6 3trocl MIJcl P..YrP!IEqlip-~a j60,373 ... TOTAL PBODUCHON ·HAwtHORN 9 COMBINED CYCI.. $ 71,707,371 

1<7 PRODUC110N ·NORTHEAST STAncH 

"' 31100 Sfell.n1Prod·S~·Eird·NE 01 ~.684% 
1<9 31200 Sh\ Pr-Bolet PII Eq<Jp..NS 01 &4.156-4% 
150 31600 Aeeem.tyEqu'pment-NE - 01 64'.684% 
161 31 GOO Mtsd. Ptattl E~pmmt • HE - 01 64.684% 
152 34000 OtMrPt~ •larldNE 136.6.50 1~6.."0 01 54.684% 7-4,671 
153 34100 OlhMPt~·SIMt\ro.tNE: 20<.604 '"'"" 01 StG~% 1f1.8e4 
16< 3-4200 Obet Peod'U<:itM ·F1.1efH«d«S liE 2,071,763 2,071,763 01 64.884% 1,132,925 
166 34/IOil Ol.hetProc!V~·Genlii11(0NE -40,243,364 .W,'243,M4 01 S.UIS-4~ 22..0Ct5,72t 

"" ~000 OthuPtocmloo ·Acus.soryE:(lUp·l~£ 7,~.(0,.(00 7,2.(0,-'190 01 54.664% 3,S59.397 
157 34600 02\« Prod -Mi5o PwrPialEqUp .Cleo 73.305 ---- - 13.3<15- 01 
15a TOTALPRODOOTION ·NORTHEAST STATfON ... PRODUCnOM-HAWTHORH 7 COMBUSnON TURQINE 

"" 3-4100 O!Mt Pro<t-Slruet\nl· El&c:fi{G 70.J,n2 703.712 01 
161 3-t200 O!MrProd'·FUd~ts·BittfC 2.867,1542 2,867,&-42 01 

"' 3«00: Of!ll'Ptod • OeMt'aeots• ElocMc 22.679,526 22,679,515 Dl 
103 34500 Obtr Pmd-Accoss«Y E:Qilp.E:Ieebio 2202169 2,2§!.!,1:59 D1 
18< TOTAl PRO 0-HAWTHORU' 7 COMBUSTION TURBINES s 2U01.191 s s I 28'.501,188 

"' PRODUCllOH·HA\'IJHORH I COMBUSTION TURBINe. 
166 34100 OthttProd-SitUc:hns·E.Ioelttc 8-{,765 84,765 D1 
167 :)4200 Olh« Prod· Fuet HoldeB·Eloaic f68,122 668,122 01 
1&6 3-«00 O~ur P~frtmk:oit·Eite!iic 24,0t7,67G 24,Ct7,fi71l 01 ... 34500 O!Mr ~uoqEWEiedrl'c . 1 -43~M9 1.W269 Dl 
170 TOT At PROO.H.AWI'HORN 8 COMBUSTION TURBINES I 2e.10U32 $ I I 2$.10?.132 

171 PROD OTHER·MST OAflDNER 1,2, 3& 4 
172 31100 SftamP~-S'rnl(:(l.ns D1 54.684% 
173 31600 J,llscf Plm Equ"p • Elfdrn W. G!tt:lnet Dl 54.6&4% ,. 3(CO() O<heiPn:ld·l.and·W.Ga~u tn.~ 1n.836 Dl 54.68.4% 97,2.(3 
175 ~001 OihcrPtod·L~&Euemenls 03,25i .,,., 01 SUM% 61,003 ,. 34100 Olhet Pnxi·BW::M't!· W, Gan:lntr M07,40.S 3,607,.CG5 01 &1.684% 1,917,993 
m 34200 Other PI'O<I'· Foel HoJd«<. W, Oac"dnor 3.,2-47,514 3,247,574 01 $-US.C% 1,775,907 ,. :WOO Ol1w Prod· OentttiO('S· W. GaRk!or 11f..C00.080 111,@.080 Dl 54.684% 60,918.131 
179 34!00 Othet Prod-Aec~n Eqo.dp • W. GN4nel e.SM,&2& 6,894,828 01 $-4.684% 3,Tlt,40! 
180 34SOO O~Ptod .,l,!flcPwrPratEqWp·Efec """' 1-1380 Dl &{.M-f.% l~ 
181 TOTAL PROOOTMER • Yc1:ST GARDNER 1, 2, 3& .C s 125,1-37.372 $ I $ 125.337,312 I U.UUf4 

I" PROD OYHER • MW..VOSAWATOMIS f 
103 31100 Steam~-s~urn 01 S4.6M% 

"" 3«00 OO'Ief PrOOJeQ:M•lonc!· OUI'Haklallo 694,646 - 694,645 01 ........ 379,E.()G 
185 34100 Oti\~Procr ·SWvtb:los· OnwiiiOO'kt 1,6&&,8&8 1,588,688 Dl ........ 958,009 
166 3-4200 0'11crPtod- Fvellicidfl·Osrwalomlo 2,006,803 2.001l!lOJ 01 54.684% 1,1»7,402 
1&7 3«00 OtherP/W • Generalort· Osi'NitOC'I'Jo 2'8,508.-cM - 28,6;)8.-cro 01 5-1.6&4% 14,<(95,913 
166 ;].450() ~Ptoci·A«6lsO!yE~·Osawalomle 1.791,193 1791193 01 S4.664% 081.V9 
1&9 TOTAl. PRODOTHCR ·MWrlliOSAWIITOMIE 1 I 321U&1Us • • 32 'SJIU I 171814.J$9 

1BO TOTAL STEAM & C'ra • PRODUCTOH IN SVC $ 3.U.UU.255 $ uo.m f f.7.t3.34S J ~1QU9U14 S1.-i05M7.322 

191 NUCLEAR PRODUCTION 
192 32000 l..end&LtndRlght.s·WCUC«iek 3,53Q.679 3,63M79: 01 64.684% 1,634,001 ... 32100 .SW«tnl & I/T'i9fOY!flllfiiJ.~Creolt .cos,o;.s,m 405,095,99.5 01 SUB-4% 22t,5n.m 
194 32101 ~tll'e.sMOOrllpMCEkl 19,153.&12 19:.153.&42' tOOK MO 1CO.OCXI% 19,153,642 
195 32200 Re.aetwPIIIltEqu:pmMI 6;9,219,178 &99:,219,178 01 64.68Ui 382,361,715 
100 32201 Re.adOf'·MOOrUpM'DC 48.216,928 <Ca.2f8,&28 100% uo 1®.000% <411,216,$'28 

"' 32202 NOM' dtpre¢-40 !oliO )T EO..OS-0359 01 54.664Mo 
1 .. .:)2300 T\h'bogenm.IOf'Ufils ·Wdl Crnek . 209,210,830 209,210,830 01 ........ t14,..f.OS,o59 ... 32MI T~ntnii«MOORUpAFOC -4,3-31,91-4 4,331,914 100%MO 1CO.CO)%. -4,331,91-4 
200 32oloo Accouoq El«<.ria EqulptMnE. we t30,f00.661 130,100,C&I 01 ........ 71,14-4,378 
201 32-401 Aruuory Eqllp. MO OrUpAFDC $,8$5.918 5,685,918 100¥.1.!0 IOO.OC'O% &,!35,1218 
202 3261Xl Mi'IUIIWOIJS i'owNPIIItii.EqoJ'pmMt 109,979,699 109,979,699 01 ....... 60,141,.(09 
203 31~1 Mbd.. Pit £qt,olp • PdO Gt lJpAFOC 1,073,-400 1,073,.(6(1 100%1.(0 1011000)6. 1,073,...(S(] 
20< 32e¢0 Oisai!Qw ·MOGrUpA.FDC fOOY.MO I MIG, ... ) (S..Of6.8&!1J 100% MO too.oo::m (8,01&.81!6) 
205 32001 MP.SC DbrJ!.ow -flo Basi's {129,0SSA05J - {129,oa5,408) Dl 64.6&4% C70.&89,1!H) 
200 318JZ W«!C«telc; OIS!IIIOHMtO .UPSC -Not MO Jurll ~.172.999 (44,172,999) (.(.4,172,m) 01 ........ 
207 32503 WolCCiek -MPSCotf~anee-1()0% KSBa&Jt (117,099,717) f17,m,7t7 117,099,717 - 01 ........ 
208 3200. W(4Cn!tk·KCO l:\s~ane.-NctKS J111b 7»,34.4.138 (79,3<4,138) (7~3<C.13ij 01 ..... ,. 
209 32605 tNd PR.OOn;.Ptt 198&r~ 1m 0 01 64.88<(% £0] 
210 TOTAL PROD PLT· NUCLEAR .. WOLF CREEK S UOtt20.030 s tu:t7A20I s 11.417.420) s U.!!.702.!il0 I UUGS.«I 

2013 f<CPL-II!O.SUVOI:BIIc.& 
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K1nus City Powor & Ught Comp~ny 
2013 survdl!•nce 
Mine uri Juffrd!cUon 
TY1213ft.20f3 

Tclrl Plant In SUYiet• Seh~ule3 MOflul~ Electric 
COIT'floiiJTitll MlUa-tments Ptr Ptlfod DR21 ""'' Une At~cunl Phnl ••• TOI41 ForJUdiB~X~h ./<Jrlo J<Jdo Ad]uried' 

No. No. Deurt2Uon IUJUnl, R~lluiiD'If Adjuttmerott ____m_ Co funt _!actorr ~location PUnt 

211 OTHER PRODUCnON 

212 PRODUCTION PLANT • \WiD OEN.SPEARVILLE 1 
213 3iEOO Sl P(-ld/sePirtPIIE'q~£fec 01 6-US-4% .,. 34102 OtherPM·Siruc!UroS•Eie¢1Wod 3,43-tOM . 3,433,088 01 &4.6s.t% 1,871,353 
215 U402 OiherPtod-GMtlilM -aoo:twm 166,(1).$,691 156,508,691 01. 54.684~ 85,58.5.314 
216 34-115 Other Prod -owe,.lors • Eletf. Y.WI·Add Amort·100% KS tOO% KS nOOO% 
217 34502 O!htt Prod~U«y E~'Mnd' ro7,2t8 707,2f8 01 54).1&4~ U3,73S 
218 ~ Othet Prod-U/scPwt Pial Eq·'MMf ... TOTAL PRODUCTION PWlT ·lMNOGENERATION I uo.yuu s • uosunr ' 17.e.49,-«<l 

220 PRODUCTION PLANT. ~NO GEN.SPEARVl1.LE 2 
221 :W102 Olh&EPtod-SIIUcMu.Eie-c1'Mod 1,228,&$2 1,228,662 01 &4.644% &71,9'92 
222 3(.(02 Other Ptcd-Ge(JCII'alors~eet 'Mnd 102,6$4,1»4 102,89-(,SS( 01 6.4.8!4% £.6,157,833 
223 34502 OO)erPfOd.Acce»ortEtp.ipi...Ef~t wnd 01 &4.684% 

"' TOT M. PROD PWfl" ·'MNO G ENERATN.SPEAAVlll E 2 s 10U23.1fG I s s 10U1UJa I ~.829,1125 

225 PRODUCTION PLAtlt e SOlAR 

"' 34-«>0 OiherProd.CJMerol01'1.£1btl l!ll'"' 005~ 01 54.684% :§95ol18 

"" T01AI.PR00PLANT• SOlAR s to5.9t4 s ' , __ 905,5t4 ' .CI5,4f8 

229 OENERA1. PLANT· BUILO!HGS 
229 31000 S~M\Prod•LWV:f·EI&elrio . 01 &4.&34% 
230 31100 StewPcW..slru<;{U"es·Eiec 9.321 9,:)21 01 6H64"' 5.097 
231 31101 Steam PtW-Situctqo;-Llhdlmff• P&M 332,2-« 33-2,244 01 &I.M4% 181,685 
2>2 31£.00 Steam Prod• Ac·OUIOI'( Eqtl!p-El&e '9.693 19.59& 01 64.664% 10,717 
233 311500 Sl~tatn Prod- I.IJ•c P(INUP!t EqJip-EJec 21 "" 2100< 01 $t.684% t1 400 ,.. TOTAL GENERAL Pl.Nrr- BUilDINGS s liMIT ' ' s 3U 1t7 ' ~e ern· 

235 (;EN ERA!. PLANT • GENERAL EQUIPnOOLS 
236 31100 steamPrQd.Siru:Uas·E'lee 01 6-4.6&4%' 
237 '31200 SleamProd·BoiNPIMIEqiJp-Elee 01 &1,6M~ 

238 31400 srearnPtod- T!Mbog4oerator-Ele¢ Ol SUM% 

"' 31500 Steam Ptod-A«USC()' Equip- E1ec 26,371 26,371 01 64.6&4% 14,421 
2<0 31G0o Stearn PrtxU.C!sc Power PI! Eqo.tlp- El.c . 71M~567 7926~7 01 64.684% .C334fi72 
2<1 TOTAL GENERAL PI.AN1'·GENERAI. E'QU1PtrOOlS s 7.SU.tl& ' s ' 7.SU.U8 01 I 4.3oiU93 

"' BULK OIL FACIUTYNE 
2<3 :uooo Slum Prod- L61ld· Boc~ 1.(8,900 HB.rol 01 6-4.684% 61,425 
24-4 · :moo SlnmPtod-Sttucto.ra.s·£1octrlc 1,3.30, 172 1,m,112 Dl 54.6&4% 72f,393 
2<5 31200 Slum Prvd- BOler Pfl Equ'p.. EJo.:ltlc ~.766 609,7&$ 01 &4,M4% ........ 
2<8 3tfi00. SltU!'I Ptod.-Ace&uocy Eq\lp- Eleeltfe 2-.f.V-U 24.947 01 ...... ~ 13.6.42 

'" 31600 Sleam P~l<loPM PU EqUp.Eieclrlc 1!15,24-3 . 195,243 01 6-4.~% 105,767 
2<0 3«00 OiwPrc6-0Mmlors·El~ 01 64.e&4% , .. TOTAL. Bllt.KO!LFACIUTY NE ' 213(1t102& s . s • ~30t1on s 1,2621671 

2 .. TOTAL OTHER PRODUCnON ' 271.1U.UO s ' . • 27&.121.110 $ 15019!51211 

251 RETUlEMEHTS WORK IN PROORESS·PROD 
252 Pf'Odt#aOO.SIIvago & RetnO'I'al: RflfromMts nottla:nWfed . . 01 5-4.884'Yt ... TOTAl. RETlREMEHJS WORK IN PROORESS·PROO :I 
2S< TOTALP~ODUCTIONPLANr $ 6.2U.19M4& ' t87!,071) ' (&7~071) $ UGU17,074 'l';sououss 

255 PRODUCTION PLANT SUI.tMARY 

'"' 1'0TAI. STEAM PROOUCTIOH PLANT 3,183,.0:25,7" 5,74-3,3--49 6,743.349 3,184.169,138 1,7.(0,3-43.73-4 
m 1'0T Al.li\.ICLEAR PROOUCTlOH PLANT 1.fiG5.12{),0:30 ~~·"~'") (6.417,420) 1,.(!18,_702,5(0 85f,685,44t 
258 TOTALOUIER PROOOC1'10N PlANT 678,045,326 . 67&,045,3~ 318,098,884 
259 RETIREMiillTS WORK IN PROGRESS-PROD 
280 TOTAL PRODUC1'10H PLANT s 5.266,1!11,145 ' (674.01i! • {814.0711 $ 6.2e5.517,07ol S2Jl08,00M58 

201 TRAHSUJSSIOM PLANT ,., 35000 LW-TnosniUion PI:MI 1,-6e.(,661 ' • 1,!>84,661 01 6-4.68<1% s ....... ,., 3SOO I land IUghts • TtaMmlUIM Pfi/A 24,978,713 2-.f,976,716 01 &4.684% 13.658,325 
28< 35002 Land Rights· TP• Wol/Clee.k 355 355 Ol 64.684% 19-1 
285 35200 S!N«..ns & tnproyunonls • TP 6,61&,849 6.5115.849 01 M.684Y. 3,016,339 ,.. 35101 Struet~s a ltnprC'itn'lertls • TP· Woll Cttek 2$(),478 250,47& 01 6-1.66-4% 1~97t ,., 3Sro2 Structwn&!mprO'INnMilt·'MtCrlc-MoGrUp 15.694 16,69-1 100% MO 100.0::0'111 15,694 
268 3~0 Sll~ E~~l· Trar.stMSk:rt P18111 HUl3.455 ... "' HS,233,503 01 64.684% &t,060,157 ,.. 35301 SlauMEiPpmfni·WoiiCI&ek·TP 11,221,800 t1,222.fl06 01 6-f.&M% 0,137,0!l0 
270 M302 SWiQoE(illJlmeni·Yt,ICrlcMoGrUp S32,<(7ol 632,<47ol 100% MO tOO.OOO% 632,47-4 

"' 353oJ Sl!ISon Eqittntnl• Comnt~o.u 8.015.(!03 8,016.900 01 64.68-4% 4,383,424 
272 35315 Sidon Eqvip· rriM Prl M:!IAmort 100ftKS 100Y.KS n<l<JO% 

2013.KCPL-MO&n€.11111Ca 
Pltk'IStMe.a-Scb3 

Pago7ol43 

Schedule CGF·s11 
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~ 
~ 
I, K1111-11 CHy PoW'I!r & Llghl CM!pJny 

20t3SurvtRIVJCI 

I Mlnourt JurhdlctJon 

~ 
TV 11'lfll<Jt3 

Tol~l Pl1nlln StMte • Schedule :3 

I' 
CHI'f'Ml)' Ttl&l Adfuatnnnlt 

U111 Account PI~ I ... 
I' 

uo. Ho. oucdeuoo nmmu f{!M8~lh btf 
213 35400 Tt:INN$ and FU'IIXe! - Tltlllun!SIIon PI'~ -4,267,911 

~ 
274 !36500 PO!os end Fb;tures • Tfi!litriJSIOo PlMI 118.m,SS7 ... 35Sol Po!u&Fbtl.ns-'r\'<ilCtttX ..... 
278 35502 Pd&l&Fbf\.ns-Vtb'ClkMoGtUp ~600 
211 3S&JO OvetM.Id ~~ & Dsvius • TP 102.029,853 
278 3.5all OvM'IUdConc\lc((\'S &06'1i«<I•WtfCI1t 39,418 
219 3.5e02 Ovml C«ld.Qev·\\ffCd<·MO GtUp 2,552 
200 35700 Urld'~ Ccod\it 3,~8.850 

~ 281 3S«<< Und~ CcoW::Ion & Oev!cor 3,120,097 
282 Tl'tiUI'!'is.sf.On..SllvaQe & Removl!l.: R•~mtnts not ctm~ 

~ 
283 TOTAl. TRAHSiliSSlOU PL.AIIT • 4l1.Tn:na • "' 
28-4: DISTRIBIITlON PLAHT 
286 ~());) Cit!Mob'll'llt)jBeclic 6,187,o«i9 

~ 
, .. ~001 lXslthlion D!p(ed;lx:& LMd Right' 16,689,190 
261 ~100 Dh!rib<.JJM Strudlr1S & lmPIVo'emefits 12,67S,•tl7 
288 36200 Dl$tibuVM SUtl«l El\UP'l'MI 191,546,089 
289 36203 Olsln'Wko StafooE~'frnMI-Comm~tonl 4,111,289 

~ 
2'90 3MOO Dllb1001X:oPQfu, TONu,&F"ah.t'u 289.3-C9,912 
291 00500 Dfs~onOverMadCMduelot 22:5,610,$2 ,., 3&00 OCsttW.!on UM~ Ckl:u1 248,3SS,G46 

t 

293 3&700 [)l.,ltlbt!Jm u~ C«ll'ldo«ors .(.43.252,60 
294 38800 Dls~l.m:Trarul«miB 2G9,824,398 
296 35900 Dis~ Slll"'''ces 116,323,178 
290 37COO Ohb1t«<c:tl M&!m Eltdrlc 97,124,fo(2 
297 37100 OlslribtJtlon CUsl Pmn ltUI.al 10,!&.5.397 

'" 37300 Ols!libttSMSitett U~l Md Tf'B'ff!eS!gnal 35,9~923 

'" Dlsln"b4J.~Qn-5ai'VI{IS & Removal: Roi'«!Mnl$ n«du~&d 

3oo TOTAl. DfSTRIBUTrOU PLANT S 1.'KU7of.«ll $ 

301 OJ!NERAI. PLANT 
302: 38900 landandi.Md'ruj~ts:GenocaJPiutt $ aee<.ros 
~ :1900() Sltu<:tlna&~cmtnta.GMM!IP~I 73,90$.:260 
304 390o3 Slruet&i'IIPN~le.&!ehold(601Clw} 5,181,660 
305 ~ SlrucC & lmJ'IV ~ Luseh:lld (Marthall) 
-'00 :19005 Stroet & tmpcv. Ltuelxlld (On a KC Pft~) 2&,939,944 
001 39100 Ot!l'co~&Eq\ittneot·Oen. PM 9:,357,&&1 .,. 39101 O~t::t F~ & EQ\Ip • WOII Ctook 7,426,871 
309 3911» Oflk.efurnJIIV&EqUp~Comput~ 
:no 39110 omc.eFt..n'i!wo& Eqlip·OonUrneo-mRu tCOYtKS 
311 39111 Ol!iee FU'ri\ll'lt&EQUp·WCUMI«NtfR&J 100% KS 

12.9&2,:197 

312. :19112 omea fLotnl&EqU'p·Comp UMl«<YDrR&J 100%KS 
313 39200 .Trasup«U!Jco EqUpmltd·Attos 8e1,612 
31-t 39201 Trarupo!b!kil Eq\t'Pfl\11\1· Ughl TNtkt 9,001,619 
316 39202' Trani~ E'll\lpm&rtl·twa<qTnldU ~.909,an 
316 39203 TraM~ E~pmm. TI'II~M Uf,OS1 
317 ::19204 Trarupcl(ll&b Etp:fpmarA· TrafM 1,891$,045 
318 39300 Slom E~nl· GMetll filM! 821,838 
310 39310 Slorol EqU'p·Gtn lknc:overod R01100% KS 
0!0 39400 Tools, Shop. & Gatvg1 Eqr.ri'JX11&ni.OM. PII 6.010.762 
321 39-410 toou, Shop, & Gv~• E'folp.Oon l.IIVOeOY R&1 100)ii<S .,. G9SOO l.alx>ni!OC)' E~lllt 8,NS,213 
323 39510 lAbofaWtEtp'p~RM 100Y.KS 
324 GQEiOO PowerOp&rale-d Ec;vlf.tnMI· Gen. Pit 24,668,531 
325 :)9100 t«nm.ric.don Etppmenl· Oell. PI 109.705,992 
326 39701 Cocr\ltWur-MI EqdP• WdJ Clee)( 143,389 
327 30702 C«MMwiea;tiM Ec,Up • \W¢11< Mo OroSI Up ..... 
328 39710 Ccr1Vrt.rllcation Eqtlp ·Uuecov Ros100%1(S 
329 39000 N!s«<<w,ous Eq,!.Jpmri& Geo. Pll 555,413 
330 39810 Nlsee&nowt ~p·lklr«-ovRot100%KS 

"" Oootrar Plent-srlwgo & Romoval. Rdrmeots ool 
d;~sst«&<f 

332 TOTAt..OENEAAL PlANT ' :117 .UC.22t 

333 TOTA~ PLANT IN SERVICE s lf2A1.717!&JIJ • Jti7!.0l0l 

2013 KCPL-MO S~ea-snce 

MOBUII Eiet'b'le 
Pc=r Pufod DR27 ..... 

Total ForJu,f• Dookl Juri• JWft M/UIIed 
A!!UIIm~nl:l Tot Co Phnt F1ctor I AlfocaUon Plant 

I 

$ 

I 

$ 

• 
• 

4,287,911 01 64.684% 2,3-«,600 
118.23-3,857 01 . 54.684% a.t,ess.121 

5a,2b5 01 54.61U% \\1,856 
3,500 100% MO IOO.(X):m 3,!<l0 

102,028,8$3 01 54.63-4% 55,793,650 
M,.C1B 01 6U34% 21,555 

2,552 100%MO IOO.O:.:!YI .... , 
3,648,660 01 ~.681~ f,$95,357 
3,120,097 01 64.6&4% 1,706,197 - 01 54. eM% 

"' . .t.31.17U2fi S 23t.JU.2U 

. • 8,1137,-409 3601. ~.7101'. $ 3,670,009 
18,589,190 380Ul 68331% 9,676,657 
12.576.417 381 49,497% 8,225,914 

191,5o«),089 382 69.495% 113,061,112 
4,111,289 362Com &4.921% . 1257,945 

219,3-49,912 384 &4.620% 158,(1.41,475 
~5.510,352 31!5 54.181% 123,63.5,924 
249,~.0(.6 386 £.8.13;% 1«.337,9-44 
-«3,:152,8(6 387 62..32GY, 231,935,050 
269,824,39& 388 fi7.6eo% 155,633,633 
116,323,178 ... 61.402% .69,792.,4.(0 . 
07,124,f.C2. 370 63.802% 62.255,022 . 10,8S.S,397 371 74.487% 3,108,HW 
35.958,923 373 33.:!01!!.% 11,972,073 . Dlt!P'.r. 64.003% 

s I 1.t6U74.4g S 1.o&U4&.~12 

. • 2,&64,805 PTO 65.117% s 1,690,005 
7,),905,260 PTO 65.11nt 40,73<4,C67 

15,181,5ro PTO M.117% 2,855,900 
PTO 65,111% ·• 

25,9:l9,944 PTO 65.1171' 15,95o,7t3 
9.3.57',661 PTD 65.117% 5,157,735 . 7,4?6,871 PTO M.117tt. 4,093,439 

12',961,397 PTO 65.117% 7,1«,4~ 

100!l. f<S 0.00011 
100~I<S """"" . 100~t;KS 01101l1\ 

681,512 PTO 65.117% 375,02e 
9,001,618 PTO 65.11n\ 4.~1.388 

M,ooun PTO 65.117% ~.:u3.469 
684,051 PTO 65.117~ n1,Dt& 

1.8'96.~ PTO. 65.117¥o 1,045,035 
82.1,838 pro 65.tm"• .U2,969 

100~KS 0.000% 
5,010,762 PTO 55. 117M 2.741,762 

- 1001\KS QOO(J% 
6,700,213 PTD 65.117% 3,745,842 

100!1 K$ 0.000% . 24,&68,631 PTO 6$.117'11 13,705,689 
109,700,9?2: PTO 65.117'1'. 60,400,764 

- 143,389 PTO 65.117% 70.031 . 9,280 11»% MO tOO.COO'I't V,280 

. 655.•413 

. 
l 3-3MfU21 

j6741020J s 1,14T1a43,-419 

Schedule CGF-s11 
I 

fOOY.KS 0.1Xla':~ 
PTO $5,117% 300,125 

IOO%KS 0,.,. 
PTO £5.117% 

Tiis.tu.tU 

·~~$7-41$4.4 

P'.llnS8l'lfce·SM3 
Page eot ol3 
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• (tst: Cll!!l) I~N,.CIUtllfllhOIU!JD:lSI'J'I ..... • $}UfS!.JO{) Pllll UIJillUl!J.:f 0~0£ 
' UO,Inr.sf&() own 
' J.Wld 3'18\DHYJ.tl\ I 

D y 
U~d!/~10 iUIIU~ JU11o:l ·ou ·•u IWitU'f "n 

UOIJIM~AL 
uon~w•vnr f.lnonm 

II'UriJitAJnS noz 
/.ur6.U~o 1~6n' JtMOd .<w::1 lttUr)l 
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KJnUt CHyPower&Ughl Con<,p1ny 
Jon Survellflnu 
Mlnourt JL1!1tlllcUon 
TY1213tnOI3 

Depndallon EJ:pente • Seht<l'ule J 

Uno At:C<IIU\1 

••• ••• Pllnl AccolllltOt"rfeuon 
73 31201 ~urn Pn~IJ.I)n(l Tlf.lns-Ja~n 2 
7< 31202 Ste•, l'ro;MQC. fltln 2 

" 31204 S!nm Pro<J.Bover Plant E<Pp-ltlan:z 

" 31206 Stevn Ptod•Bot•r Plant Eqvlp-lt!Ml2·MO .Mb Of sal~ 
77 3121.C SIU..'n Ptad-Boht Pftn\ Eqljpo lalM 2 •KSJulfs (l(sai'cw 
78 31215 Rtoq'Ja!OI)' Plltl•KS: AIJdl NrM 
79 31299 Rt9 Plan-E0.200S.o32.~wn A~ NMrl 
eo 31-104 Slum p(Od.:rurbo.genmt(l(•ltlan 2 .. 31.C06 Sl.!!ltn Ptod<Tu~efltniiOl· fat2-MOJ\JJh Cl»&w 

" 3f.C15 R&g\.fiiOty Pfan •KS Adell h1ort 
83 31-'1!19 R tg Pfl n--E0-2 OOs.t'P329-C um Atf(il M!ort .. 3150-4 Shun Prod-~WJrt Elf.llp-latln 2· .. .I ... SlUm Ptud-M:euJQ~Y EqUp-1112-MO Juris Oft fl. WI .. 31515 R~\11:101)' Pllll·KS A~ J.tnott 

" 31599 R~ Plan.E0.2005-4J.2 ;..cwn Ad<Sl Amorl .. 31804 SIIMI PfOd. MI&o POW!Ir P11nl Eqtlp-tattn 2 

" 31608 Sf 12m Pta d-o r.usePwtf'lt Eq·I•12·MO.klrlt Olsllcw .. 3(6(5 Rl-9!.flfOry Pltn ·I<SAdd MlOit 
91 31699 Re-g Pla,..E0-2005-0329-Cum Mdl Amoft ., TOTAL. PROOIJCnON·lATAN 2 

" LACVONE COMMON PLANT .. 31000 S~'ll Pt~·LtCyQI'Ia·C«rvrrM 

" 31100 5lln Pr-sWChlfu.L.a~o.CoiM\on .. 31200 Slnl Pt·BoltrP:II·~a~ 
97 31201 Sbn Pt·Boi•r·IJnll TraiM..aey~o-ConvnOit 

•• 3120~ SWPt·Ui'et·AQC Eqlip.-Lt Cy~ .. 31~00 SfniPC•Tu/tlootnlrtlot•l4CrQ<\~ 
100 OISOO S!m Pr-Af:A Equ'p-LI.Cygne-common. 
101 01502 StJn Pr-Acc. Eq!Jp.~. 
102 •1800 smPr-MISG.PM"Pil 

"' TOT}J.LACYONE COMMON Pl.A1fT ... PRODUCTlOH·STMU.C'iONE 1 
lOS •looo LAM·l.aC)'ona 1 
100 31100 SVUducn·LI~o I 
107 31200 ll'Oiii!P!I Equi~L~ 1 
100 31202 Boifu AOC Eq\Ap . .t...IC)'g11e 1 
109 31215 R&q!J•Iocy Pltn ·KS Add! AmM 
110 3HOO ~antliiOC'olaC)'volnt 1 
Ill 31500 ke.l!qulj>hC}'(II'Ia t 
112 """' Mik Pr\-'I'Pil EQII!p.·LI.Cygna I 
113 TOTAl. PROOUCT!ON.STM.-t.ACYGNE 1 

114 PROOIJCTION.STM.U.CYGN E 2 
115 31100 .S!Nelvras-- LIC)'vne 2 ... 31200 Boll!t Pit E~lp.-UCYO'l• .:Z 
117 31201 Boltr-\J/Ut Trt!n-L.aCygne~2 
liB 31202 BohrAQC£qu!p..L.cyogne 2 ... 3HOO Turlxoganera.fot·liCyl)'ot .:z 
120 31!)00 lw:Aai«'J Eqdp .• l.ICyQM 2 
121 31500 Mi~e.Pwr Pll EqU'p,.UCyone 2 
122 TOTAL. PROOUCTJQH.STM-l.ACYONE 2 

123 PRODUeTlON &TM-MOHTROSEi, J 1o' 
12' 31000 Und·Moti_.Oit 

"' 31100 S!Nc:tutes • EIK!Jfc• Montcaw 
12G 31200 Boiler PI ani EqY'pmMI • EqUpl'!ltnt. Mon\roro 
127 31201 Shl Pf.Bo!J&r·I.Wl TRJn. ElteC· Monlrote 

"' ..... Turt!oogtnenfotJ. EltctJic- Montrosa 
129 OISOO Awl»OI')' E"qUpmsnt· Ell rotc. MorWoso 
130 01500 Mit d. PltntEqUpmtnt. Eltdrlo- Monlrote 
I• I T01,4J. PRODUCnON STM-MOHTROSE t, 2 &3 

"' PROOUCTJON·HAVfflfORH I COMBIHEDCYCL ,. 31100 Sltut:tu·u • Hlt"MI:Iom B 
1>4 •1500 Meo»>f)'Equlp. HrMI!OmB 
lOS 34100 OIJI1r Ptod • S~ I Hl'fl'hom B 

"' 34200 OOnrPtaduc:lfon- fuel HoWtts 
ll7 31(COO othttProd • G&nltabl Hav.'ohom 6 
138 34"'0 CW\IrPro4·ACI:41~E~19· Hrtt,ll 
1 •• TOTAL PRODUCnoN.IiAWTHORN II COMBUIEO CYCl. ... PROOU'CnoN ·HAWTHORN I COILBWED CYCL 
141 3t100 Sll\ld\nl aJ1d lmpi'OYeme.nb • HIW. S 
142 •1200 BoGer PlantEqtn:p ~ H•'Mtlqm e 
1<3 3t~OO TUibooenmiOo/1· HI'Mhom 9 

2013 KCPl-MO 8\tMiJ.II\C.t 

TOTAl. COMPJJIY •JURI9 BASIS 

Dllpt~p•nuP~r MJP:WO.prExp Dtpr. EqtnH ,., Eltclllt 
FIN B<~Okt ro J111it Bull Jvtlt BtO)II .Nrl.t J"" Jurildfdf~ll 

c!.UWoDe•e•r CS•12 CS·1:ZWlj!•l!;!r Ft~ot JJJouUon Dt!!!E'r2 
Dl 6-4.6$4% 
WA O.OOYo 
01 &UM% 

100% MO IOO.COO~ 
IOO%KS 0.000% 
100%1<5 '·"""' 100% MO IDO.®J% 

01 !-t.M-4'1. 
100% MO 100.C'OO% 
100%KS '·"""' 100\i MO 100.000% 

01 64.um 
IOOY. UO 100,000% 
100% J<S O.l»l% 
100\iMO 100.000% 

01 S-4.684% 
100% MO IOO,OOOfi 
1001' KS 0.000%" 

·--- ----- 100% MO 100.000% 

01 84.~% 
01 sum~ 
01 64.11&4% 
01 SUB-4% 
01 $4.684%-
01 ;5.4,684% 
01 5-4.68-4% 
Ol 6-4.~%· 
Ol 6<.08<% 

Dl 54".6.44% 
01 6-4.&«%. 
01 S-4.6-'4% 
01 6-f.ti-84% 

fOOY,KS O,COO% 
01 5Ut4% 
01 &U!4% 

-- -- 01 $4.6!~% 

01 6U84% 
Dl &ue4% 
01 St6!4V.· 
01 S4.6U% 
01 5-Us-4% 
Dl 54.5!4~ 

--- 01 SUS4K 

01 SU!4% 
01 6-4,U4~ 
01 S.U84% 
01 &-4.684% 
01 .SU84% 
01 s.t".6en't 

-··---·--- 01 ISU84% 

01 ~.684% 
01 5-t.U-4% 
01 a.-U64" 
01 64.684% 
01 M.SS4!1. 

--·- ·--····- 01 54.684~ 

01 S4.6SCK 
01 &f,&a4% 
01 54.&8-4% 

Dllpr Elo:p • &h s 
Page IOol <13 
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K•n•~• City Power & Light ~mp•nY 
%013 Survtlllanu 
f>IIIIOUII Judadle!Jon 
'TY UJ3tllOf3 

Dflpn ~~~ Uro E. pent 1 .. .schtd'ulel 

Uoo ketlllll 
Ho. "'· Plua,t.::cavnl O.IC11fll&rl 
1« 31500 ~s.te<y Eqlipme.nl· HNUIM19 
1<5 31000 Ml&d. Pl'l1' fU£ql.ip • HiW!tlom 9 
1<6 TOTAL PRODUCTION • JlAWTHOFUI9 COMBINED C'i~ 

1<7 PRODUCTION • NORTifi!AST STAnCH ... 3ft00 Sit am PM· Struebltlls .. Eled· N!; 

'" """ SWI Pt..OOitfPil Eqtlp.N!!' 
ISO 315® he!Jss.rxy Eqo.ipmenl· NE 
151 31600 Nltd. Pbnt £"1t$li'TIInt• Ne 
152 3<000 O!hH' P~M • ur.d NE 
153 3<100 OltlN'P~on • SINetut'ls NE 

'" "'"'' 00»t PIV'Judon ·FUll Holden NE 
16! ..... Otw PIIXIueJJon • Gei!Uli!Ot';!. NE 

"' """ 0!1\erPtOO.Id!'«!• MeiJI!OI)' Eq.Jlp -NE 

'" "'""' Othtr PtOd ·MlK: Pwr Pitt EqUip ·Eltc 

"' TOTAL PROOUClnOO • NORTtHWrr STATIOO 

159 PRODUCTION·HAWTHORH 'I COMBUSnON TURGI.'iE 
100 '3UOO 0111r PlOd- S!tuetunu. Elf etrle 
181 .. ,,. OihN' Prod- f"utf ~den:· £loe!t!e 

'" ..... Oflar Pf'Od.o Geoti'IIIDP- E!Odtlc 

"' 3<500 O!hU PfW.keoiSOI)'Eql(P- EI&Qfe ... TOTM. PROO.HA.WfHORN 7 COMBUSTION' TURBINES 

'" PRODUCnOH-HAWTHORH I COMBUSnON TURBINE 

"' 3<100 otherPtod- SNeMli.Sr~c 
107 .. ,. ~tProd· Fuol HoMerH;Ioctr.c 
I" ..... O'lltrP~tnmlors-~dric 
109 "'"" ~" PI'Od·Aeee uory Equ'p.Ertdlic 
170 TOTAl. PROO-HAWfHORN 8 COMDUSTJOH TURII!NES 

171 PROD OniER ·WEST OARONER i, 21 :1 & <4 
172 :11100 Slum Pl1)duc!too • S!lvdvfos 
173 ..... Ml!cf PIIJ\1 E~P· El~e W. Oudnet 

"' ..... Oltltr PM· Land· W, G;rdtllt 
175 34001 Otntr PRMJ.. Lllldd11hh & euem~nt~ 
176 3UOO -OtherProd-Sii\lc:tu(O~oW.Gatdner 
177 ~200 ~er Prod· Futt Hokl1tJ.o W. Oll'dntt ,,. ..... Oilier PID<I • Gt~~nlon-VI· Olldtltr .,. ..... Otier PtM- Acan Eqvlp• w. Gan1not 
ISO ..... C»\er Pl'Gif ·Uiu: PM' Pill Eqtllp ·Elec 
lei TOTAl. PROOOTHEA ·WEST GAAOOE.R 1, 2, 3 &-4 

102 PROD OniER -MIAUVOSAWATOM!e f 
In 31100 Sleam.P~on·S«n.!di.II'UI 

"' ..... 0\har Produc6on • Ul\do QJJWatOmle 
lOS 34100 ~~ Procl- Slntetllte&- OUWtllomfl 

"' ..... C>:Mt PM· FIJ~ Hollftn• O!hllomiO 

"' ..... Otler PM· Gentf'lllors. Olr.'n!omlt I" ..... O!Mr Pto<f • Atu~l SOl)' Eqolp • ¢.I wrti!O.'rit 

I" TOTAlPRODOlliE.R·MIAMUOSAWATOUie: I ... TOTAL &TeAM&. Crt • PRODUCTOH IH SVC 

191 NUCl.EAR PRODUCnON . 
102 ..... Ulld A li&Mit~hb·WoliCfett 
193 32100 SJnxtvrtl A bpto'Mmsnts-WoHCreak 
104 32101 Slrudutu MOGrUpMc Eht 

'" , .. Rudorfttn!E(IU(pmed ... 32:01 Rttdor·ldOOtUpAFOC 
1117 32202 MO Juri a ~PAC.(O to &o yrEO..OS.OOSG 

'" moo TurbogtnMI¢t Vroill • WoU Ctetk 

'" 32$01 T~lnDfllotMOGA\JpAFCC , .. 32~00 hitts.!OfY EJ&dtSCE~pm&nl• WC 
2<ll 32~01 Aeetls.~ocy Eqo.ipw M0(3( Up AFDC ,., 32500 Ml~hntoUS P"W!rPtll\1 Eqvlpt~nnt .., ·32SOf Ulsd, Pit Equip• MOGtUpAFOO 
204 32!00 OI1QUc-N·MOfkUpAFOO t00%1.10 
205 ~2601 MPSCDinlcr.¥•UoBus ,., 31602 WoH"Cletk Dft~•ne.t-MPSC -Hot MO JI.Vfs 
207 32&o3 W~ICR~k·MPSCOlul'<ffllne.t· 100% I<SBtsls 
200 32804 Wo!l Cltlk·KCC Olu:llq,vt.n~ ·flol KS J\.1111 ,., 

""' N~ PR-Polt.;.PIO 191!8 res 
210 TOTAL JIROD PLT· NUCLEAR, WOLJI' CRE.E!K 

211 OTHER PRODUOTJOH 

2013 KCPL·MO S...rwD~ 

TOTAL COMPAHY ·JUFUS OASIS 

O.JirErptAMPir N)FINDfprt:l'p Dlpt.ElpiiiHpU 
rWBtolu IOJIIffiBIIII .NriiB!!oXI 

c,.UWG~I~Ir CS·U CS·12WkE•~t 
Jwh "'"' FIC1~r .-&utiM 

01 5>1.684% 
01 64.68,~ 

01 .. .... 
01 li·Ul84~ 
01 54.66(% 
01 54.684~ 

01 5-4.6800 
01 &4.684% 
01 54.884\li 
01 S.U84% 
01 &4.8-a(\ol. 
01 S4.6B4% 

Dl S4.U4% 
01 6-4.684% 
01 6-4.684% 
Dl s.t ea~~ 

01 &I,M(% 
01 64.684% 
01 5-4.6114% 
01 6-1.684% 

01 suao; 
Dl 54.684% 
Dl 54.1!o84% 
01 S4.U4% 
01 6-4.684% 
01 6-1,684!'. 
01 54.~4~ 
Dl SU84\4 
01 54.M4\4 

Dl 64.&84!'. 
Dl 54,&!4% 
01 54.M4% 
01 6-4.664% 
01 M.684% 
Dl 54'.684\i 

Dt 64.~\i 
Dl &4,&44% 

100% MD 100.000% 
Of SUM% 

100% MO 100.0<»% 
Dl 5.f.684% 
Dl 64.684% 

100% MO 100.(1()0% 
Dl $-4.884% 

100% 1.1:0 100.000% 
Df S.U64% 

IOOI"i MO 10~,0())% 
1001. MO 100.000% 

Dl SUM% 
Of 54.M4% 
Dl $4.684% 
Dl 54M4% 
Dl 64,1184% 

EIWrlc: 
J\lrfld'lttl!ll\11 

IHErEIJ! 

Oeprf_q)- Seh !!i 
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~ Kanu• City Pohr & U~trt Complny 

~ 
2.013 Smtllhnt"e 
MlnOUlf Jlll'ftdleUon 

I" 
TY 1Vltl2.013 

TOTAL COM? MY •JURIS OASIS 
Dtprnl,llon E.lpanu· • Sch1dule I 

' Oepre,,uu•'" M}mDtprElp Dtpr.~tlltt 9er aK"" 

I~ Uoo ~CO VI'\ I H'lBulle lo J~o~rh eult JIIII'IBUh """' Juri• .rwrulld!Mtl 

"'· "'· Phnt AI: count Dt•t!!fllcn ~.u Workpaffr CIJ.f2 es·U me'E:!' F•etor .t.llo«Ucn 0.!!!1!~ 
212 PRODUCTION PLANT • wmo QEN..SPEAA.VR.l'E 1 I 213 31600 Sl Pr-M'I¢PM' PII Eqlip- Elcte 01 5-f.8849J 

I~ 2" 34102 0\Mr Prod ·S!Ndul1t • Elact Wind 01 S4.E84~ 
215 3H02 Ollltr Prod~ G&nMa!Oil • Elec:t Wii'Kt 01 S4.634% 

~ 
216 3.(.415 R~alo!y PIJn ·KS MtJ/. hnort 10C%KS 0.000% 
217 ,.,., OIJ1W'PM·ho5 UOIY Eqli'p.\'M~ 01 S.US-4.% 

'" """ OthH" Pf»Mls.c Pwr ~a! Eq-WIIId 01 64.654% 
·~ 219 TOTAL PRODUCTION PLAllT ·WINO GEN£Ml100 

~ 220 PRODUOnON PLANT • WIND GEN.SPEAAVlllE Z 
221 34102 OthH' Prod-S!rudutnEiod Wind 01 6-4.6a~\io 
222 3<<02 OOur PM-OUI!f'lllot'S-Eiut Wind 01 Soi.SIH~ 

;~ 223 3<502 ~erPcod-Ac;o,uorr Eqvfpt·Elfd Wifld Dl 5-4.684% 
r '" TOTAL PltOO PlANT·WINO GEnERA Ttl-SPEARVIlLe :Z 

·~ 
22S PRODUCnoH PLAHT w SOUR I 

' 
.,. , .... Oll1r PJOIS.).coos..sOf'f Eqvtpl- Solar ·Ertct ------ --------- 01 S-'1.~4% 

I 
., TOTAL.PI!.ODPLANT~ SOtAR 

'; 228 OEHERA\. PLIJ.IT • BUILDINCJ S 

I "' 31000 Slall!lPMI..Ro'I<J. Eledrlc 01 64.684% 

~~ 
230 31100 Sle am Prod-Sifuetvnii·Eiee 01 6-4.8~4% 

"' 31101 Slum PtM-Sin.J<::Nie .. Uhd lmpr· P.&PA 01 54.614% 
232 • 31500 Stum Prod-AC<4ssoJY Eqv!J)-Eiec 01 54.684% 

;~ 233 31000 Sloam PIQ'S.Mltc Ponr Pll Eqv!p-EI!C Dl &uaoe. 

~ "' TOTAL GENERAL PLIJU- BUILDINGS 

,. GI!HI!RAlPl.ANT· GENERAL EQUIPfTOOLS 
I '" 31100 Slaun ~Stuttutes-Eiec 01 $4,684\o'. 

'~ 237 ~1200 Slall!tPtod- Beiler PUtlt Eq<~lp-Eiec: 01 &f.~~% 

I 230 311(00 S!e am ProO. TI.WOOeneralw·Eiw Dl 54.S44% 

~~ 
239 31500 Sltlm Pto-d-Ace.1tlOfY f!~p. Elec 01 PU.8e4% 
2<0 ..... Sl1tm PfOd.MIJC Powtr Pll EqUp. El&e 01 54.684~ 

I 2<1 TOTAL GEIH!RAL. PL.A.NT· Ga!EAAI. E"QUlPtroOLS 

'~ 
"' BULX on. FACIUTY HE I 

~ 
2<3 31000 Slum Pfl».l.•M· Erato 01, &UiS-4% 

'" 3HOO ~·~P~~e~Be~c 01 64.684% 
I '" 3\200 Sit !!ill PrW· BWor Pltfqulp· Elto'Jic Ol 64.6&4% 

t ... 31500 • S!III!'IPI'N-AceeiS.OI)'Eq\llp-EfKOio Dl S4.M4% 

"' 31600 SlttmJ>n».MMsc Pwrf'll El\lllp-EIOWfc 01 S.U8'% 

~ "' ... 00 OUI«Pn~~enel'lill~letf.tfc 01 54.63.4% 

I. "' TOTAl. SUI.KOlt. FACILITY NE 

2SO TOTAL OTHER PRODUCTION 

2SI R•cordod Dtprn111Mn Elpenu •Pradttctlon PIJ nt Account 

'" 31000 SmPt•lllld 01 54.6!-H't 
253 3HOO sm Pr-SINd\lres.Eiao -4,632,559 t,I2S,!Iflt 6,767,877 Dl ~.684% 3,1(8.&43 

'" 31101 S!mPr.S~fmpc·PAM 11,312 17,322 Dl 54.6·84% 9.472. ,., 31102 sm Pr.SMHS Rtbu!fd n,M2 .. ,, 107,971 Dl &UM.% 59.043 
256 3110-4 Sb-n Pr.Sftl.lo::NRII1ltri2·Eie-o 1,4lU,~9 (109,0~8) 1,3!2~51 01 54.u.n:. 755,872 

"' 31199 Rtll Pfli\-E0-200$-0329-Cum Addl ArMrt . 100% MO 100.003% 

'" :moo sm Pr-Booflt f'U Equp.fJec ;,z,UU93 UOS.627 33,.94,320 01 5UB4rt 18.3111,067 

f 
"' 31201 srm Pt·lJ.Oifi'·Urit rnln-EJec: 631,318 12,5-43 &43,859 Dl 5-Ue.t.% 3S2,0M ••• !11202 .S~ Pr-Boillr N::tC EqUp-El~c Z),S2S (23,625) 01 SUM% 
201 31203 Shl Pt-B¢1K·HSReblikl 2,153.317 S32,7SO 2,US.097 01 5-4.884'l'i 1,405.868 

"' 31204 Sltn Pr-~ttlltln 2.·EI~ 11,4~.161 (1,202,304) 10,29'6,857 Dl ....... 5,&3Q,7oJ4 
263 31m Re;!Jtt~I)'Pr•n·E0-2005-0JZ9-CUmAddfAn:crt IOO%KS o.ooo• 
"' 311(00 Stm Pr.~enen\Ot•ElOQ 7,445,391 1,127,295 MU,eM Dl 54.664% .... 6-57,896 

"' 31404 Strn Pr-TUitlogen Ia !.an 2·Etec 3,8«,57-1 ('269,727) 3,57-4,847 01 5-4.6-!-4% US.C,813 , .. 31-499 Rl~vlllo-t'/ Pltn•E0-2005.(1)29-Cun Mdl AIMrt 100% MO IOO.O(()Y. 

'" 310)() S!m Pr·AtlCII-SCI)' Eqvfp-El&e: s.m.-458 t31,-4U e,323,Ul 01 6-UM% 3,458,1S9 , .. 315ol sm Pt·Aec-H5 Rebuild 373,211 ... 7,27& -"25,487 01 64.88-4% 212,E'i7-4 
269 3i£02 sm Pr·~UOI)' Equl~ "' '" ... 01 64.~% .. , 
270 31504 S\11\ PfoAa:o»«y Ia lin 2.flec 1,003,412. (50,16-4) 953.,3~ 01 &4.634% 621,'300 
211 31511!1 R~UI&Ioly P!Jn·E0-,005--1»29-ct¥1t Add! hnoc1 100Y. MO 100.000% 
212 31000 SIPHllscP.-r PR Eq_Uip.fl&e 96a,3so {4MS9} 9'27,.(91 Dl 5-4.8$4% E-07.1SO 
273 3teot Sl Pt-Ml~oeEq.HS fttbtlild 13,600 .., 1<4,292 Dl 54.8&4'1'1 7,815 
274 31!04 StPr-MIKPM'Eq II tin 2·Eieo 48,917 .C,t72 63,03" 01 S.U$4% 29.031 

"' 31899 R~t!Ory Pltn-E0-2005-0329-Cum Addl ArMel . 100% MO 100.003% ,. 
'12100 NIJCt Pr.SM & ll'l'\ptQY.Eiee 5,WI,253 12t..cl2 5,9-89,670 01 S.C.&M% ~,275,397 

217 32101 NIJd Pt.SinJo.MO OrUp/IFO-EI 263,-478 283.478 fOO% MO 100.000% 2&.3,-474 

"' :moo tl\ld Pr-RtadorF1t Eq.Eioq 10,1$1$,0SIJ (t,Cl59,900} ",655,188 01 S-4.68-i~ 5.22$,17.1 

"' 32201 lNet Pr-Rmt-MOGr UpAFDC 771.730 771,730 100% MO IOO.OO:U~ n1,130 
"0 32202 Nud Pr.UOJurl&dl~nai·WC .COlo GO-youllfe 01 64.8-S-4% 

'" 32300 H\ld Pr·TiktM•IOe-ntt11c-ElG~: 3,93-5,038 (374,785) M80,'273 01 · £UM% U-'6,903 

2013 KCJIL-MO SuM Dane& 
Dfpt Exp ·WI 5 
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Kan1u CltyP~r& Ugh! Co-mptny 
2~13 Survt/1/lnn 

I' Mlnourf JurltdleUM 
tvumnan 

~~ TOfAL COMPANY •JURIS BASIS 
D1pndaUon Elpen1l! ·Schtdule l 

! 
Dt~t~lnMPtr MJFINOtPIE.lP D•pr.UptnKptr Elttltl¢ 

Uno Account FWBull:l 10 Jvrll B.nb JU/11 BODitl ..... J""' Jll/11111~11 

••• ••• P/1/ll~covn!Dttcrl~U~ C.S·IZWort:~lflt cs.u c.!·UWicflf:!t Factor Arlotlllol'l Oef1Eif; 

'" 32301 ~'ur:f Pt·~n-MO GtUp MC 76,$49 78,549 lOG~ MO 100.000% 76,5-(9 

"' 32400 HLKI Pt·Aci:AMOl'/ Eq\lp-EliKl 1,&9'3.608 129.214 2,727,8'n 01 &4.654% 1,.(91,723 

"' 3'U01 H\ld Pr-Ao:.e Eq.MOGtUpMDC 12-4,102 124,702 100~ Mo too.ooor. 12-4.701: 

'" 32500 Nvd Pt-W.scPnTPU Eq-Eiec 2,'333,530 317,2-42 2,6-$5,772 01 64.G:IJ4% 1,.(52.285 , .. 325<:11 Hud Pt-Mit-eEq·MO ()(Up NOC 31,452 31,452 1CO'k P.IO 100.000'/. 31,4$2 
287 ,. .. Uud Pt·Ohai·Mo GtiJpAFOC (12/J,75-4) (f21J,754} 100% MO 100.000% ((2&.754) 

~ "' 32601 Hud PM.tPSC ClUJ!• tOO% MO ~~~~~ (2,073,1$9) (2,073,JS;) 01 6-4.664% (1,133.~8) 

"' 32M2 Wo'J Ct1 sk Ofumovnnee -MPSO ·Not MO Jl.ns 709,435 {709,435. 01 54.6!4'!. 

I '"' ,,.., WoUCn:ak·MPSO [)(sJJlcw'anea ·100% KS B1~1 (2,316,5&0) 2,315,568 01 SUS4% 

t 
,.I 32804 WolfCfte): ·KCC Ofu.l:'~ta·l/~1 KS Jurl1 1,US,Q75 {I,SGS,975) 01 S•UU% 

'" "'"' Ml}d' Pt-CX1ai-Pt11 1988 Ro' 01 $4.610'. 
293 '"''" Olh PM-llnd-Elc.c-Crs 01 S4.M4V. 

'" >4001 011'1 Prod-l»M'RI~hts-E.t,emonl....cra ... ., 1.t1a 01 So4.6f4% "'' 

! 
"' >4100 oth Pnxi.S!Nmlru-Eiec-Cl't 184',28-4 1:1,690 177,97-4 01 S.UU% 97.323 
296 .-34'102 ®\ PI'Od.Siruct·Eleo-Vr'i'ld m.n1 (J,7~) 2J3,0~ 01 suu~ 127,'16!1 

'" >4200 O!h.PIO<I'·FUef Ho/d"trc.fltC-Cr' :W1,423 31,&7Q 373,102 01 S-4.684% 204.027 

'" 3-44'00 Olh PM-G!ntra!ors-Eitc-Crs 8.851,098 733,067 9,58-1,165 01 5-1.884% 5,241,01-4 

"' """ Olh Prod-Glln&ralotS-EifeoWind 12,703,671 ~2,857 11,938,529 01 64.884% 7,074,'12-t 

""' >4500 O<h Prod~rory E<fJP.EieoCr• -467,172 8,773 475,945 01 UU4% 2S0.280 
001 ""'' 0'11 Pmd'-A.o:45ry E q.Eite-Wrnd 15,eot (14:1) 14,858 Dl 5-of.M-4% 8,125 
:m '"" O!h Prod'-PIJSC PM' PI! Eq,~p.Ef~T'a 2.297 (4U) 1,8-49 01 64.614% 1.011 

t 303 , ... , Oth PIO<f-Mao PvrrPlt Eq•'Mnd . 01 1~-UM% 

"" CNnoeln Roftement Work In ~lliJt 
305 TOTAL PAOJADOS NET OF REnRES..STEAJ..t & Crs 119.107474 3of,!ll4'!1 121605,622 -----!!Al.1063 ... R.Enruu,tENTS WOIUC lH PROORESS.PROO .. , Pro~alv~v• & R•movr. Rlltremen!J Mt d•~fe4 01 M.M4% ... TOTALRETIREMENTSWORKIIIPR00RES8-PROO ... TOTAL PROOUCl!ON PLANT 111l.107.47<t 3.ofS8.l48 122.605622 ~06l 

310 PAODUCnONPLANT8UMMARY 
311 JOYAL STEAM PROOOOTION PWfT 71,910,1:42 $,322,0-49 75..232,1111 -41,tofO,Oof7 

'" TOTAL NUCLEAR PRODUCTIOU PWlT 24,oft4,370 (&39,561) 23.57-t,tOI l3,off6.950 
313 TOTAL OTHER PROOOOTlON Pt.ANT :n,702,Vo52 1,015,64!1 23,79a,&JO 13,014,087 .,, RETIReM.eN15 WORK IN PROGRESS.PROD • 0 

"' TOTAL PRODUCTION PLANT 119.107of7<t 3 493.1~8 12:l605612 ~063 

'" TRANSMISSION PLAHT 

'" """ Ltnd. Tfl!lnllliMlon Pllrll 01 5-4.8!-4% 

"' """ 1-Md RI~U·1~IJI'ihl'on PJam Hi7,35-4 139,870 297,224 01 5-t,SU% 182,S3-4 

'" """ L.111d RiQhb· TP· WrJ.f Ct'ook 2 2 ' 01 S4.UWt ' 320 35200 51rvdUI'IIII & l~ttlb •TP "·"" 13,148 105,728 01 64.644K 67,518 
321 35201- StrvdU(OS &lmpm-eomti'M:· TP ·WoUCl'dek -i,233 <01 '·"' 01 64.5UY. ~"" 
"' 35202 Sll\lduro1 & lmp(oyemeMs·\VI/CfkoMO Gt\Jp :103 :!-03 100% MO 100.000'11 303 
m 31300 S\1~«1 Equf~tN • Tnnltlinlon Pf&nl 1,047,00 :u-t,797 ?,161,2!17 01 54.&34% 1,182,427 

"~ 35301 SU~on EqlfpmMI. • WoVCn!!)C-TP 134',3)9 f4,817 149,158' 01 54JIU% 81,565 ,. 
""" Sl:lli'on Eq\ipnunt· WlfCtk Mo Gt IJp 8,~2 6,0G2 100% MO 100,00¢% 8,062 

"' '""' Sllllon Eq\lprmnl• Comnun!cafona t,406,6t6 (422,14~) Q8~.of73 01 54.h4% 538,350 

'" 3S3IS Slilloo Eql.lp,. Trani. Pll· KS MciAmot1 100% KS 0.000% 

"' ..... Ta«er.lll!ld~urol• TfliWflllllo.nPitnt 29,1!8 8,f47 37,305 01 5-U84% 20,400 
329 ..... Poln and FWui'lll• TruUniJs«lri Pl.tnl 2,578,405 208,89!1 2,7&5,303 01 54.t1J.4% \.523,118 

"" 35501 Pdn & Fbtutts•WoliCtee)C 1 ... , 105 1.3~8 Dl S4.M4% , .. 
'"' '""' Porn & Fl.Wea ·lMfC{I( Mo GtUp .. t4 tOO% MO 100.~% .. 
'" ..... Oilfll.111d CO!'I!Sucton & Do'rices· TP 1,063,175 661,977 1,725,152 01 54.680:. Q..43,U.f 
333 3$601 Ovllhllld Condvd:M &. D&Yiesl<'MfC(J{ ~~· "" 670 01 54.ssn. 371 

'" 3!602 O\-'IIMCond·D&v-W!te6.· Mo GtVp ... 44 IOD% MO 100.003% .. ,. ,.,., U.Wtrvnx.nd Condlit .(4,811 IM·U ... , 01 S-4.&4\lo 31,127 

'" """" Undtrlltovnd Condvdon & Oe'o<Cfl s 4-4,617 (1s,912} 28,705 01 E-4.8UY. 15,8Q7 

"' Tt1tlsml~lot)o$tlvage & R•mo'al: Rtlkenunb notdu~!fted 01 S-t:684'1t .,. TOTA.l TRANSMISSION Pl.ANT 7511,053 8Jli,609 8.3-47,&62- - ---.ol.568.i"93 

'" DIS1RJBUnoUPI.AHf 
0<0 "000 DhllfbUUM ltnd E/aetJI"C - -43.710)1; 
>41 ,. .. , Dtl~"bvUQC\ Dtpn~d~a Lind Rl;ht! 210,6&3 1(9,302 3Si,985 360LR 58..33IY, 209,983 

"'' :16100 Ds!nbulotl Studures & ltnprtJIIM!Mb 211,872 {21.313} 190,559 381 49.-497Y. 11-4,321 

'" 36200 DhltlbUiiM Sllllotl E~lnllnl M2ll.804 238,543 3,566,347 382 £9.4iS% 2.121,812 

"" 38203 D!lltlbutlon Slfb'Oil EW~ni-Comw/lltalonl 877,375 (fG8,.22~) 509,151 362Com 5U2fY. 279,&29 
>45 ,., .. Dfllrlbulon Pof••· rawer, & Fbduln MU1,343 1,122,171 P,$38,.$22 ... Sof.ltlO% 5,209,893 

"'' ,. ... Dt~M cmmud Con«<dor 5,21-4,6$3 1119,2-tS 6,-423,898 385 &4.761% 2,971,244 ,., ,..,0 txs~tution Underoccuod Cln:UI of,!07,&07 1,000,SOS 6,408,112 386 68.136\lo 3,725,-401 

'" 3G700 Dlltrib'JfOII UMit;l!IMd CMdudon 7,12M84' 2,822,097 0,7-45,.-101 387 5U2Q~ 5,099,381 

"'' ""' IXs~uYon Uno TtllllfOflTII:tll 4,6&$,.(0$ 0«1.600 5,089.005 388 67.880:% Ul5,316 
"0 ..... OfilriMon StMc:os 6,4tll,fB4 (301,3(11) 5,1119,620 389 Sl.of02" 2,&$7,671 

'" 37000 Dh~ib'-lllon Metott Elteltfc 1,425,331 (306,1111 1,119,?20 370 53.&02% 602,1&8 ... 371110 asln'bl.ttf011 Cust Plf{ll(Mt111 ... ,. 31,04! 121,123 371 74,07% go,ut 
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I Kanut Clty.P.ower & Ught Comptny 

I' 
2013Sv.vemanc• 
Ml11ourt Jvrladlcuon 

•• 
.. TY12JW.10U 

YOTAJ. COO:PAHY • JURSS BASIS 

~ 
DtprtcltUon EJ:ptnU ·Sthfd~•l 

DtprEqtn ... P•r MJFL'IOtptEJp Dtpt.Exptnuprr EIM.trlc 
uoo Accovnl fiHBOtkt lo J!Jrb Bull Jvtit Bookt "'"' ""'' JutWSI«lCond 

~ 
••• "'· Pl•nt .Aol:eoWII O!tetl~n e-s.uworte•eer C3•U CS.UWtf•E:!t FH1tr A/lou lion Otr:!EX! 
353 "''' OtllnOve'cnSIIr:et Ught lnd TtNt!GS}gntl 1,841,209 (117,202) 1.724,007 373 33.296% .S74,01B 
35< (Xslribollon-S;Ivage 111M Removal: fid'n:mtnfs not da»>J!od ll'11Pfl s...mY. 

~ 
355 TOTAL Dt!TRlBUTIOtl PLAH1 ~3.134,8~8 5.850 362 .CUSSJIO_ _ 2&:5sl.o~ 

.,, GENERAL PLANT 
357 ,.,, Und and t•nd Rl~hll· Grnerel Pf~~nt PTO $5.117% 

~ "' 30000 SINctms &lll'lprovM10tllS• Gent(llf Pflnl 1,5 .. ~.129 (~.534) U6t,S9S PTO 55,117% 1.0211,0.(8 

3" 3900l SINd A !~tv· Le.uoMJd (~I Chlr} .298,3Be 2aS.,3&!1 Pro !i5.1i7% tG.(,<(t\0 ,.. .,,,. Struet 41rr.pN• LtneheMJ (Marll'ull) PIO SS.U7% 
361 30005 Slrud & llr'9N• Ltoas.!!hold {OliO KC PfiC-e) 1,253,980 t,253,&eo Pro 5S.H7% 691,151 ,., 39100 QM"C!I F\l'rl!lure & Equipment w Gen. Pit 437,162 (203,3-'2) 233.920 PTO 55.117% 123,925' 
36> 39101 Ohieo fumilvfo &. Equfp. WrJfCI'Jle\: .280,390 . (130,:)SI} f.49.99'9 PTO 55.117% 82.674 

~ 364 . :!9102 otiC!! FUtriluft & E~\!Jp • COITipU!er 1,763.610 (1,023,2S8) 745,512 PTO 55.1!7'1'i 410.901 
.. 5 39110 01"1\"ee F~l\ue.!. EINlP • KS Ody I6Ml2 {185,612) PTO .55.117% 
368 39111 Oft'le;e Fumll\lr. & Eqt.~fp • WC ·KS Only 17,818 {17,618) PTO 55.117% 

~ 
367 391U Ol'ft.co Fl.rTitwt & E~ulp • Cotnp~.~let·KS O".ly 3,517 (~51)) PTO 55.117% ... .S9200 Trlni90C'II1on l::QtipmMI• Autos 121,40G (3,842) U7,5M PTO 55,117% $4,707 ... 39201 TnnspMa!SOn Equl'pmllnl· UQhl Tn1dls ~.U7 (88,M8} 818,069 PTO 55.117% 45<),903 

~ 
370 39202 TrlntpeltdM Eq\ipmonl· H&I'V)'fl\ld(s 2,775,159 (208,736) 2,566,423 PTO S$,117% 1;'114,525 
071 39203 rruupeddon E~uip-nent• 'rmdQol'$ ~M-49 (1,902) 38,3U PTO ss.U7% .21,13& 
372 3920-4 Tf11rtJpot(aklb Equipment· Tnilers "·"' ..... 89,139 PIO 55.117% 33,107 

"' "'"' StooJ~ E~tJp~nl· OenetaJ Plent 32,$1130 (15,34-4) 17,618 PTO &5.117% 9,709 
374 39310 S!MisEq~nl ... Gin·KS Od.y (2.189} 2,189 PTO SS.tt7~ 

375 38'(00 Taolt, ShoJ>, & Guaoe EqWJ>menl·OM. PII 175,<:07 (91,302) &MOS PIO 55,117% o&8,13S 

r 

376 ~-410 1'0011, Shop, & G11190 Equlp-Gtt~·KS Otiy 1.~7 H.~on PTO 65.117% . 
377 39"" Llb011\oty£q\l'pm~l 211,&39 (10-4,53-S) 107,301 PTO 65.117% . &9,141 .,. 39510 U!mlloq Eqr.ip ·KS O(lly -"4,6e-4 (4-4.66-4) PIO 55.117% 
379 ,..., PcvtelOpfnled Equipment. GM. Pit I,M2,$53 (266,093) 1,.596,560 PTO 55.117% 879,070 .. , 39700 com"l'ttWear(lft Equ!pmeni·Gen. Pll 3,743.102 (2,226.769) 1,5(8,333 PTO 65.117% 835,761 
381 39701 ~fM1 Eqo.ip • Woll Cnt!t 2,217 (27) 2,190 PTO M.1U% 1.20'( 
362 39702 Corrm.mfel(on EQuip· 'M.fCfk Mo Gtt Up "' . 255 100% MO 10D.OCQ% "' 3113 39710 Col'!mR'lk.1tM1 EQ!.I'P· WC ·KS 0nty 1,<11-4,127 (t,H4,127) PTO 55.117% 
38< 308<0 MII~II'IMO!Is EC!U91Mrtl• Qen.Pfl 17,9-10 (9,~9) 8,5&1 PIO S.S.111f. ol,73o 
385 3$&10 Mllt:etliM0\11 Equip• Gen. PII•KS Only (2,729) 2,729 Pro .s.s.m~ , .. Gtntnl Pfant.SIMIU & Rem<Wat: Relfl'llll!l!/lll no I da,l!il!td PIO S5.1t7¥. 

367 lOTAL. GENERA\, PLAUT .17.808,911 111123.-4001 lt • .(I5S,505_ - G.3lo.s39 

388 TOTAL PL..AHTIN UR\o1CE 201,625018 "'''""' 20~1o.s H_o:: -_1_12.825,852 

"' PLUSt BoOK PROV • ASSE1 REl'IREM.T COST$ 
390 Slum 81$.e25 (815.825) 01 6-f.&M% s 
301 I'Md 252,.(5.5 t252,.(58l ---- 01 5-{,684% s 
392 TOTAL. BOOK PROV·ASSETRellRE COSTS t.GIJ '243 tMUS31 

U!SS: Amort or Pit lr.cl1boYIJ •hewn upuat:tly on Seh S 

393 Nnortiuton or IJ(IIIIod Tenn Pfa'*-Moc.alatl 1,56$,6/JB 1,669,688 VerM.oe ~S,OM 

'" .M'IO!Vufon oiOt!M Phnl 14,261,731 t8,340 t4.2&1,111 w~~~~a- S-4.439% 7,774,!00 
395 Atn011iu lon--ltnd ~llU 1&7,9« 14M94 298,336 01 64.6MY. 1&3,1"-4 

"' Am«tiUIM-ltn<f RJV!Il-- Oisr.ribuV on 210.Se.J 141,302 359,985 -· 58.331% 209,9113 

397 Alrooftlz 01 U~r11d An~rvo·KS v~et,925 f1 G611&25! 100%KS 
Toll I AmortluUon f7.8eb972 (13538-411! 1U09.1n Q 012 710 

,. t..ESS: DEPR <:!HARGEP TO CLEARIHG OR OTH!:RACCOUHT 

'" Utit Trains {312) ~~d 10 llro'onlocy 831,318 12,&43 ""·"' 3s2,m 
<00 Vel'ldes(392J Ch~d to Clt•rlno 3,110&.1U6 (aOO,.C8-41 3.609,5&2 t.939 oCM 
<01 lOTAL CHAAGED TO CLEARINGS 4,537,362 mum 4,'253,.C2.1 2 341 558 

<02 TOTAl. tiEPR EXPENSE HET OF CLEARJHO 180.WU07 .c 8~9.$00 18U47.567_ _10_!.-471.586 

Dlprulatl'on or Unll T111lrl1 tndV•hiC!u 
Adfullmtni 

<03 [!otll come:ann Acctunl ... Uni1Tt1!nt &31,318 12.543 12,Ml '" 
<05 V.hldu 3,$06,().(8 [293,<!&-4} ... Pt1t4nl durN to Ql.M 64.f8% S.4.f6% 

2.115 413 (160,§6!1) (1~.5&8) '" 
IU8MSI 

:2013 KCPLoi,IO ~lfiC.O 
Oepr£'1)·Sch5 
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~ K10111 City Pomr A Ullht Comptny 

2013 3LnVfUitnee 

~ 
r.uuourl Jufitd!eUon 
lYUJ31WII3 

~ 
DcpttCilUo11RtttlVe 4!ch~dulel FIN Bull DR27R MODuTt EIU!rlt 

Total COmptliY M~tliMntl PtrPtrlod DR 27 Jlllfl 
Uno Accol.ll11 Bll/1 R9•13 Tobl For Jutit Bookt Jurft Judo MJu•l•d 

~ "'· lhtmbtr Dearulallon Rutrve Ducrletron Da2r. Rnervt Adjutlmenft ASI!:!•lmenfa To!CORflltrva Fulor I i\llouuon Plant 
A • c 0 0 H I J K 

I WTAHOIBU! PLAAT 
2 30100 Otganbtfon • . ' PTO 65.117% $ 

' 30200 f'ral\dllsuar.d~sflll.l iOO'IoMO 100.000% 

• 3o301 Mlae&l'l'tneoua lnr~u (t.lk• 353) 437,8!1 (57,!26} 157,826) 379.861 01 OU!4% 207,724. 

' UJsclnllng P!tnl.S.Yur Sonwate,exd 'Mf Crlt 

' 30302 C~rRela!ed 32,128,&10 32,128.810 C2 5U02% 18,932.·03 
7 30002 EniHW Rerat~d 8,878,005 &,&78,00$ E1 57,(02% 4,9&r.m 

' 30302 Ot~Mnd Rtlltt<l 20,00$,161 20,008,161 Dl 04.&!4% 10,9-<o.m • 30302" C«pmlo So!t.vare 22,009,720 22,\169,720 St/&Wo 6-4.72.2% 12,569,457 
10 30302 Tnnsn'11&1«t Rela!td 3.821.2l0 3.!Zt.230 Dl s.t.~u.,. 2,089,®5 
11 3030.( MUd lnl!lng Pn • Comrmlfiullont Eqr.Ap (Ub 397) . PTO 5$.117% 

" Mlsd fn!angi!)la A.l·10 yrSOi't.v8!8 

" 30303 Cut!~rRe./e!~d 39,104,344 39,104.3« C2 57.702% 20,603,732 .. 30303 En~Reltted 1.f.330,0-47 H,&Jo;o-47 E1 57A02~ 8,512.773 

" 30303 COij)O(Ile s~ 1,130,GS-S 1,130.05B SliAWg &1.72.2% 6UJ,Ut 

" 3o3os MJsd 11\UnQ P!t. we 6)T sottwato 13.8~7,614 13,8-17,&1-1 01 ...... % 7,572.-«3 
17 30307 Ml5d Into Pfl.stttM• 3f:2J 7,643 ,., ,., (1,012 01 6UU% .(,381 

" 3030! f.O'Sd~Tilnllk\&(Ulc&355) 415,307 -45,92:7 .(5,V27 4St,2:W 01 S4.M4% 252,222 

" 30309 Mlsd lnltJiO Tnns Ln VI NT LilJa '·"" 2,&43 D1 54MI4% 1.391 

" ~10 Mlsd fn!jt\g•IIWI ftny & Btl~ lZ9 ~~ 1S!§i; i~~g l!U7t8 Dl 6U8.(~ 100 oteo 

" TOTAL PLANT IHTAHGISU! I 1fi7.111.,. ! 4.0" l o~,on s t67.1U.3U I n.nr.tu 

22 PRODUCTION Pl...I.NT 
n STEAMPRODUcnON 

,. 

" PRODUCTIOH.STM·HAWnfORH IJNll I 

" OfOQO l..lnd & Lllld Ri9Ms $ l 01 5H84Y. $ 

" 01100. Sfnltftl'u & fmprwem!fl{e 13,8&9,859 75,275 76,275 13.~5,134 01 SUS4% 7.U5,70!i 
27 3(102 Sirud!lriS·HII'&!Dm5RoMt.l e.2oe,o21 97,781 97,781 8,305.&02 01 6U&4% 4,$41,953 

" 31200 BQa•rPfMIEqoJ'~tnl (t4~84,mJ 28,4-42 2d,o(.42 (1 .. ,2S8,SSO) 01 54.M4% (7,797,160) 

" 31201 SlmPt•B¢!1t~r·Uni!Traln-Ett«·H~ 2,69$,214 (429.551) (429,551) 2.4&5.663 01 S4,684% 1,:wa.3U 

" 31202 Bolt1r A.Qc fqufp/'r>!lnl ~ Ellelrlc . . 01 64.6!4% . 
31 31203 eoau Pflnl· Haw. 5 RebUU 197,712,1111 ' 644,173 . 8-14,173 t91J,3-S(I,7U 01 64.BU% 10&,4EU22 , 31400. TulbogtnenforUIIHt :u~o.e1o 3,6S4,n& 3,5-54,715 3-4MS.S94 01 54.&4% '19,082,342 

"' 31500 Ac.ceuory EledrlcEqulprMf'IC (934,6&2) 212,874 212.874 (7Z1,7M) 01 54.68.(% (39~,700) 
3( :USOI Acon.sQlYEqoJ!p.HIWihom5Rtb11id 34,nJ,763 237,V82 2'37,9.!12 35,011,7QS 01 S4.~% t9,f.C5,869 

" 31600 MIIC.i'q,wrPrant Equ1pnunt 5,304',.{92 (270,1HS) (::!'70,815) s.ooun D1 ...... ~ 2,752,73(1 
30 31&01 Mlsc.E<rJP·H~SRtb<.!r.d i~Z321 ,§,3181 ,s318J 2Q..(O i!~ D! 54'.680~ t,ffll,OZJ 

" TOTALPROOU~nOO..STM.IiA\'ffliORU UNIT 5 I .21MU.4U I 4,14%,716 I 41147J&e S 215'.0U.224 • UUU,767 

" PltODUCnOH-IATAN 1 

" 310<10 BlU.rnP~di~Lafld.EJee!rfc 01 ...... % .. 31100 Slum ProductiOil-StrvcfiJ(UEIIWfC 3.1~S.Bt4 222,735 221,785 3,~9,699 Dl 64.M4Y. 1,&31,S98 .. 31 tiS RogrJaiOI)'Pian ·KSAddl Amort 281,100 {25f,1C05) (281.106) . IOG%KS 0,@% 

" 31200 Slum PMBoiltrPtant Equ'p-EI&ettrc 132,G81,219 4,f4S,f.64 .f,1G5,5e4 136,84-6,713 Dl 5-UU% 7>1,&.33,432 .., 3t:W1 mear.t Prmeti'M-UnltTnln1- Eledlfe . .. Dl 54".61J>I% . .. 31205 SlUM P~tPII Eq.Eit0-1111 MO Jlll'll Dl'ltlklw (1,013) (2") (~35) (1,24:&) 100% NO 1®.000% (f,2ot8) 
<5 31213 Slum Prod-&IJu Pl:l Eq.EJte.l•t 1 KS .klrfs OI'HJ!Ow' (SO,Q69) 50,!109 60,969 . 100%K$ 0.000% .. 31215 RoguleiOI')'Pian·KSMdi.Amxt 10,3.50,719 {lo,3$0,7fQ} (10,150,719) . tOO% 1<S 0.000% 

" 31400 Sltam Prod-Tu~ntni«·EIWM 31,497,>1~ 3,4if,'36!l 3,.C91,369 34,933,?73 D1 6U8-U~ U',13-3.200 

" 31500 Sl•lll\ PMN:eu1¢1YE~Ptl1Ml·Eltc 19,140,16& 948,782 ;.(8,762 20,oee,9SO Dl $4.&&4% f0,S!S,-4tl2 

" 31505 Btoan Pmd-Aeuuory Eq.El-lat 1 MO Julfs Ditt!!Gw 1'0.339) 13.""1 (3,060) (64,249) 10<1'%. MO 100.000~ {64,:l49) .. 316(10 Slntn Ptod~ICP'MPIIEqulp-Eioc 2,018,1;o (10St1~J (105, ~i9) 1,912,991 D1 5-t.MI% 1,078,_912 .. 3f6QS SlounPr»r.a.scPMPitEq.Ef.llll MOJutlsCiullow fOO% MO 100.000% I 

" TOTAI.PROOUCTION-IATAA f I 1U.O.Z3.241 I (1,Nf,UO! I u.uurot ' ur.11uu I 10TJtt3ot 

53 PROOUCT10H--IATAH COMMOH .. 31100 Sltllll Prod- SII\I~.'RI·EI&tfrlo 19,287,217 z.n9,994 ~.779.994 22,0.{7,211 01 54.684~ f2,0S8,319 

" 3t115 RfQ\i'I!OI'fPI&n·KGAtJdl~ 3,DU,&O (3, ....... , (3,Gt4,WJ} f00%KS aooo• .. :moo .stnm Po'Odo eoterPII .(2,!27,068 4,·475,430 --4.-47&.430 47,30M&e D1 54.88-4% 2MM,94-4 

" 3120f Sloem Ptodlldl'on· Utll T~n•· Eledlic 451,119 (56,930) (U.9301 384,189 Dl 64.$3'4% 210.090 .. 31213 stunt Pro II· KS Mt Otldonnce (39,305) ~9.30-5 3!M05 100%KS O.OOl% 
59 3t2!5 Rfollul'lloi)'PltO·KSA~Amolt 6,850,f60 (M-50,180) (~e.$0.180) 100%KS a.ooor. .. 31-400 SltlemProd•Tubog~no(l!llr..Eieo:: 798,412 116,874 f18,&7-4 91MM 01 54.6a-4V. 500,953 
01 31415 RrQIIIIII)I)'Pftll·KSM<I,I.mM 44,905 (44,905) (<4.!05) tOO%KS 0.~~ . 
02 31500 SloemProch\CC4l)Of)'EqJpe-E/&c 3,!G5,197. 197,925 197,925 3,703,122 01 54.684!(, 2,QUi,019. 

"' 31515 Regult!O()' P/&n -KSAd'dl }.mort 86,0511 1"·'"1 (88,0.58) 100%KS .,.,. . .. 31&00 Stnmfrod.MscPiifPII Eqlllp..&c 'j02549 (&3 2111} 'G3 2'llll l,0391i!ZI DO $4.6$-l~ seaa1§ .. TOTAL PROOUCnON·l-'TN-1 CO!.IMOH ! 17,$41,0~8 l IUU.IUl I IU4Uill S 71,U2.:17t I 41.227.142 .. PRODUCtk»l·lATAN 2 

" 31000 SlnmPrud-Ltnd-UI..&it2 Dl S.Ui84!1t .. 3110-4 StumP~Sirud<.n.,lllrn2 0.133,224 '·"' 2',-487 6,135,891 01 uea.cw, 3.~5.21(7 .. 31103 Sl!!l!llPtu!S-S!Mbns-f'(an2 • MO..,\rfstxstfllr.v (31,4~) '·"" ~303 (29,11111) 100% MO 100.000% (29,189) 
70 31115 R~q~.ii!Oty Pllil-l<S Add' Nnort 2.82S,OSO tM25,0-50) (1,628,050} 100%KS .,.... . 
71 31199 Re ;ll•toryf>Wl.E0.200S-OJn.cu, MdJ knort f9,240,S8B 19,24o.Ga! 100% MO 100,000K 19.~-4:o,ea.fl 
72 31200 Steam Pn»BoiletPfUltEq\lfpe- 01 SUllo(% 
73 31201 SlnmPI'Od-UniiTtaiiiS.(Illn2 01 &4.68~,. 

" 31202 Sfttnl PfOd..AOC. lttan2 "" MOO% 

1013 KCPL-MO SUIYtiftn«~ 
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~ Ktnn• Ctty Po~r &. Ugh1 Company 

I. 2013 Survtllllnct 
r.uucurl Jutfrdi,Uon · 

.~ 
lYU/JH20U 

It 
Dtpr«laUon Rtlervt -.Schea'ure I FIH Ehtll DR1lR MOSult Electrlo 

Total Comp1ny Adjurtmentt PuPtlfodDR27 ..... 
Una Aecovnt Blllt RB-1~ 

~ 
Ho. Number Deercelt!lon RUtiYt Dnerfellon Dter. Rnrm Adh!tfmtnlt 
75 31204 Steam Prcd·Boaer P!Rnl ECI,I.i'P.IIIan 2 61,050,520 (:1,387,<08} ,. 31200 Sltllll Prolf·BohrPhnl E~ It !.an 2·MO Jut(' OluUa (281.717) 2S,846 211.!-18 (t3f,871) 100% MO 100.000'1. 
11 3121.& SleW~~ Pmd·BolerPftnt £qo.ip.lalln 2 ·KS Jvtls Ciullo (2111,252) 241.262 281.252 100%-KS MOO% 

) 
,. 31215 Re-guhtoq Pftn·KS Add~ Atr\orl 2&,44&,&7! (28,.44.8,87.$) (28,-«8,875) 100'11 KS 0.000% 

" 31299 Rtgllfatory Pflll<EO.::OOS..0329·Cttm ~ Nrtott t37.n7,S-t:s 137,697,5-(5 tOO% MO 100.000% 137,897~5 
eo 31.(0' SletmPflld· TU1bogenmfer·ltt.m2 9,2eG,G49 (265,011) (2!6,011) 9,00-4,0311 01 64.e!l4% <4!)23,711 

I 
., 31>106 Slt1:1'1Ptod·TIHttoge-nara~·lot 2-MOJ\Ills ~ •Jaw (33,341) 3,005 3,005 {30,336) 100% MO 100J)OOK (30,:»6} 
02 31415 Reg\~ dOl)' Pfl.1•KS Ado11Arnort e,7-SJ,S<la (&,753,500) (&,7.&3.600) 100%1<S 0.000% 
83 31.ol99 Re~tlllOf)' Plln.f().2'005.0329-Cotn Adtil AAm. 19,135,81& 19,135,918 lOOK MO 100000% 1P,f:l5,918 

" 3150( S!Oii'n Prnd·AteUio-tyEqu'p.labnl 2.m.eoa (128,1&0) (12.8,160) 2,761,7oiG 01 .&UU% 1,521,173 

" 31506 Sle•'l1 P/OdokalnoryEqulp-lli2-MO Jucfs Dls,alkrw (12,15~) 1,251 "1,251 (10,903) 1009-MO 100.000% (10,903) .. 01515 R~uliiOJYPIIII·KSMdiNnort 3.063,725 (;,,0$3,72&) (3,063,725) 100\I.KS 0.000% ., 31&99 Reovb!Oty PIM·E0.200S..0329.cutn Ad~ knorl. 11,3~.672 6,399,6?2 100%MO 100.000% 8.399.&12 

" 31SO• Slt&.'l1 Pmd-Ml1c PowtrPiant Equfp.letao 2 2.9.302 (7,M4J a .... , 2.1,o(38 01 SU·M% 137,021!1 •• 31606 S!eam Pro4- Wsc PH"Pll Eq·/112-NO Julls Ohli!W! (1,102) , .. '" {9911) 100% MO 100.000% {~8) ., 311115 ReglialOI'f Pfln ·KS Mdi Amort tll5.35<1 (875,350) (oHS,350) 100%KS 0.000% ., 3f69J R &QI.hlOty Plan·E0.200$-03~9oCurn Addl Nn0l1 l0'1l9 10' 7l9 100% MO 100000% 70( 779 
02 TOTAL PROOUC1100· IATA112 ! 217,UU-C5 f !o!UU.7UI $ IU.UI.TUI .S 2JUOMJO s 21D.fn.uc 

93 L.ACYON£ COMMON PLANT . 

" 31000 S!tnPt·LJ.nd.ltCyona~ . 01 s..ea~~ 
95 31100 Stm Pr.Swcroces-UCygt)&-CorMml 2,!!8,7&2 (65,1911 (G5,1QI) 2,821,&71 . 01 So( .. UJ~V. 1,$42,951 .. 31200 Stm Pt>Dcifet Plt-LaC)'gl\t-CO!Tillon 4,23-&,0lD {300.242) {300.2~2:) 3,935_831 Dl So(.68o(% 2,1s2,:m 

" 31201 Slm Pr·Ba!U·Urll Tflfrt·l.aCfQIIM:tNTVliDn 13~.550 (19,SS8) {19,6e&) U2,U.o( 01 sua.c~ 61,130 .. 31202 Slm Pr·BO!Iu·,l,QC Eqllp.(.e Cygns.coct'mon 01 6-4 .. 684~ .. 31-400 S!mPt·~!tA!«•laC10t'l~ 33.6!5 ,..,, 5,539 ~~.104 01 ~.1!4% 21,3114 
100 31500 Slm Pt·At:.c.. E"~tlp-LtCygnt-Comnon 71-4,.fl5 .c1.en o(\,671 7Sd.t02 Ol 54.68~% •U3A65 
101 31502 Sltn Pt-Aoc. E~p.-Corrp. 5,123 1,208 '·"" 8,3-31 01 64.1534% 3,~2 
102 'JI600 SbnPt·W&c.PI'd"PU 13SroSO.U ,!1!1!!181 (MDI~} I ~§Q13 01 54.684% 71528! 
103 TOTAJ..LACYGNE COMMON PLA1IT ! JAG·U-tl I !12( ,,, ! ruum! t.UUS2 • of.IIO.SCf 

104 PROOUCflOIMnA-LAC'I'ClNI! 1 . 01 tf..llll4% 

"' 'JUlOO Ltnd.U~s I . 01 &U!I'~Y. 
106 31100 Slrudwes.L.tCj,ne t 13.&<43,0$9 (139,1115) un.2&-SJ 13,E03,77-4 01 54..11114% 7,384,•417 
107 31200 B!llet PII Equlp-l&C}Q(IO 1 75,01-4,8711 (2.541.852) (2,5-4l,e52) 72,473,2~8 01 54 .. 644% 39,631,311 

'" 312.02 tlqiuAQCEqltp .. -LaC)'Rnol 82,&19,135 (tU7-4,291) (1&,07-4,281) oC-4,7-44,114-4 01 5-4.844% 2-4,4&8,315 

"' 31218 Rt11\AJlotyPU11•KSA~Amort 1,-43.5.000 (1,~35,000) (1,.435,000) fOOYoKS MOO~ 
110 3UOD TutboqMetaiOt-ltC)'Qno1 111,128,1127 t.e~.&BJ, U94,8113 20,123,710 01 ' 54.654% 11,004,-470 
Ill 31$00 Me. Equf~Lecyo-,o 1 U7U9a "-43.695 "'43..G95 9,!23,893 01 54.684% s.:tn.~l!l 
112 ~1600 MIIC.. PM"P'.t~qlllp .. •L2Cygiltl j,?218-49 (606!8) ~~611!1) 1,1!112l3 01 $-1.684% 1»829! 
113 TOTAI..PROOUCnoN.STM·LACYGNE I ! 11f.7U.7.4t S IIU17.2C&I S II11U2.2UI t iiUlUtO ! UUU2:l 

'" PROOUCTION~TMAACVGUE2 01 !-f,ho(~ ,. :moo &ttudiii"O~ LaCtone 2 2.200,8-411 (24,763) {24,753) 2,26$,~5 Dl !U84% 1,:2.:19,1134 ,. 31200 BotorP/tE~.·L.C:t;nt2 &5,009,389 (3,106,7-45) (3,100,745) 82,991,844 Dl 54..6-el4% -45,383,7e.o 
117 31201 Bolltr-Unll TD!n·l.aC)'Ona 2 . 01 6-4 .. 68-4% ,. 31201 BoltlrAQCEquip.l..aCygnt 2 01 5-4 .. 6H% 
119 3WJO TlirbogMGra1«• Le<:ygna 2 15,!"(2,~ 1,723.355 1,723,355 17.2114.019 Dl 54.1511-4% 9,441,767 
120 3troo Ar.couOIY Equ!p.-LtCrane :z M51,* 459.206 o(59.21!d t,a1o,e.se 01 $-1 .. ~4~ 5,384,6119 

"' ~1$00 Mlsc.PMPfi.Eit\ip .. -Lt.CYIVII2 j,109,JII3 j!l1ji!J2) (&21621 t,G4Z!l:Qt 01 SUI-4% 6725~ 

"' TOTA1.PR00UCTION-STM·LACYONE2 ' f14,3U.«-4 I fUIMliJ I u,ou.on> s HunAn s U,Oli2,1U 

123 PRODUCT10H STM-&eOHmosl! f, 2 & 3 

'" 31000 L.a.txJ.Mor.!ro!t 01 5-4.6!4% 
. 125 31100 Strudurel• E!Kflfc. MOf\lnlte 10,733,918 (t78,&113) [1711,1!1&3) 10,557,033 Dl 64-~~% s,n3.0ts ,. 31200 Bol:et Pltt~tEq1J~ent- Eq\.llp.rntnl· MedJo•e M,7ol6,9.(0 (4,112,273) (4,112,273) 112,&3~M7 01 64.614% -45,180,024 
127 31201 Sm Pr-BoliK·IJnll Trull\- £Jut· P®nlnuo 2,ti69,257 (3!4,Hi7) {38usn 2..'205,100 01 ....... 1.2"05,639 ,. 31-400 TUiboQenGnlon-f.ledrk.o Monlros-o 23,U7,2ff 1,6M,070 f,5M.070 24,99~,251 01 &U.S-4% 13,!6&,.(4-4 

'" 31500 lv'b.SJcrJ EqUpmenl· Eledrlo· MCIIIton IM&I,930 .. M63 600.063 11,'369,993 01 5-4.68-4% 6,217,578 
130 31eoo Ml&tf. Pftnt Eqtipnani·Eitc!rlc- Montrose z §13,1M; u~~Z&l UB-47&1 23S9M;.( 01 5UU% J ~oo 3S§ 
131 TOTAL PROOUCTIOH STM·II.ONTROSE 1, 2 & 3 ! I:JI,tlZ1'U s u.num I JZ,UO,IIIl l 1U,t21 17211 I 73¢U.2CO 

132 PRODUCTION• HAWTHORN I COMBU/EO CV~_L · 
133 31100 s~. Hev.IJ!om e 01 54.U4% 

'" 31500 Acce!IOf)'"E~HIWthom6 01 54.6-S4% 

"' 3-4100 OMtPtod•S~IHrMMmll -49,506 2.804 '·"' 52,310 Dl SUII4% 25,005 
136 3.4200 OO\arPrud\/¢!Joo'l- Fuel Hok!ers o4oii!J,III!JS 19)79 10,279 <(117,944 Dl 5<4.8114% 255,591 
137 3-C~OO O!h1tProd ·O!rtertlOn H~ 6 18,829,78-( (679,%7} (1179.657) 18,150,127 01 ...... 8,831,552 ,. 345"00 OlhrtProd ·A«uso:yE~p-Hrw .. e IHO..c&O [~&l-41 fHII~I 1,137,!j8 01 6-oi.U-4% 62~21 

'" TOTALPROD\JCTION·HAWTliO!!tNII COMBIHEOCY S 1fAIJA11 I {&10,111) I !UMII! S !7,101,227 ! t 17J11.2U 

140 PRODUOTIO!i • HAYITHDJU.II COMOIUI!D CVCL 
141 31100 Slru«\nt 11'1<1 L'nproyomant.t. H•w. 9 9S5,561 (26.23t) (28.~9) SG9,~1Z 01 54.&84% 530,065 

'" 31200 BderPiant EqU"p • HlWh«n 9 24,216MO (7,055,37-4) (2,055~74) 1Z,180,718 01 54.684% 12,118,3811 

'" 3HOO Turoogenlllllor3·H~9 6,&22,!54 1,092,112.2 t,092,•m 7,7t6,-47G Dl Soi.M4% -4,21~.139 

'" :moo Aeeusocy Equ!pmer.t· H:wAMm fl 5.465,!06 287,754 2!7,754 6,7~.!40 01 £4.&54,; 3.1~.233 

'" 31800 J..Vtd, Pw1' Pll E~p. Htflthom 9 l5,W (63691 (53&9j 69~Z 01 54 .. 68.% 381!1:2 

'" TOTAL PftODliCTION ~ HAWiliORN 9 COMBitlEDC\ J ~7.375,517 I t1U,fllll I f70UGII S 3UIUU • 2o.ou.o•4 

2013 KCPL•MO Sl/rv&ltn(.t 
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~ I K1ntn CttyPo..wr & Ughl Com~ny 

·~ z;n sutvtlllarw:t 
Ul~towf.hll11dlcUon ,, TY12J.1IIl0t3 

I OtprKiatlonRetuve .. sc1H:dui&C FlH Bnlt D1U7R MO Bul• E!ltctrlC 

~ 
Tt~IJI comsuny Adjuttm•nt• Ptr P&rlod DR 27 JUtft 

Une AUOII/11 auf• RB-1~ Toll( For Jurlt Boolll Jurit ..... Adlutttd 
No, litm\btr Deerecl.aUon Retuve Oltcrf!!;Utm Dt!!r• RtUNt Adlutlmerrlt A!!]utlnw~nla Tot~Rtllrtt F.a.~erl JIJiau11on """' 

~ 
"' PRODUCTio»MHORTHEAST STATION 

"' 31f00 5!tlltllProd·SWGM'eS·EJKt·NE! 01 54.684% 

"' 31200 SltnPMk!!fe~PIIEC!II19·NE 01 54.684~ 

'"' 31500 heeSJ¢11 Eqo.tpmtnt ·HE 01 64.~4% 

••• 31600 Uhd.P\tt\l£qUprnMI•HE . 01 5-4.S.S4% 

'" 34000 <»!MP~an-UrtdNE 01 64U4'!. 

~ 153 3-fiOO O'l'ltr Ptoduef.on. Slrudl.lret NE 15,a..c2 "" 200 16,122 01 54.6a4t't a, ate 

'" ~200 ~trProd\~on-Futl Holdtrs Nl; 1,013,794 :!9,895 29,895 1.043,15119 01 S.U84¥t 570,732 

I 165 ~00 OltltrPtvd\ltion • Gtntralort HE 3-4,3"27.-(99 (359,369) (389,369) 3J.,~8,f30 01 5U.84% tMSe,m 

~ 
110 ~soo O!h•t Ptod~n· Atc.&»otr Eqvlp • NE 5,2n,e,ss [3,<173) {3,473) 0,219.216 Dt 54.68-4% 3,~00.n.8 

"' 3(600 01tl&rPtod-NJsoPM'PI11 Eql."(p •Elec 2,toz ~200} j290} HlZ 01 64.68-n', ii!:l8 

'" TOT}l. PRODUCTION· NORTHEAST STAnCH I .41.512,141 I mMnt • mums 4t.21tU4 •• U.6-4MI3 

~ '" PRODUCTlOfMfAWTiiORH 7 COMBUSTION TURBINE ... ~100 OtturPtod·StucM"I .. Eie~ Z37,525 13,719 n,ng 251,3M 01 s.t.eB-4~ 137,.1~3 

"' 3.4200 OIMt P~d- F11el Ko\dcn- Efldric 1,2!0,197 53,113 56,ff3 1,3-36,310 Ot s.t.MI-4% 7J0,7-49 
I '" 3-HOO ~It Prod• OtneRI«r• Eledll"c 1t,697,70S (500,765) (WJ.765) 11,090,9-40 01 54,&;1(% e.~.m 

~ 
163 3-4SOO OtlttPnxl'• Aea»«Y Eqti'l> Ef&etr"lc m1~s {2,2!0) (l260) 9;0<176 01 6..f.8tH% 5-41 §~ 

'" TOTAL.PROo.tfAWI"HORN 7COMBUSTION TUFtoltlE S t+,IU.U3 I (()9,1331 ! 14lt.U3J I 1UU030 • 7.47-UU 

"' PROOUOT10H·IIAWTHORH I COMBUSTION TURBIN I! 
I "' 3-4100 O!he'rPf'Od.Sb'Uetl.ru·ElW:fc. 2USO ue.o 1,880 30,630 01 6..f.etl4% 16,US 

II te7 34200 O!hU Ptlld· Fuel Holfl'ut-E(Idtla 25-4.513 11,189 U,IB9 265,682 01 !4.68-t% 145,2!-6 ... 3UOO O!hffP~n.Gener~ton·Efectrfe. 12.315,GJ6 (53MS7) (&38,557) 11,7BfJ,079 lit 6'.85.(% &,44f,eJO 

~ 
... 3-4500 OlhBtP~1501')'Eq,ti~!larfC ~~~ Glf! fl 3M!I (1,390) 613.526 01 54.684% 335 EOI 
170 TOTAL. PltOO.HAWJHORN 8 COM9USllON TURB1Nf 1 U2.1J.St6 I 1&27.0"1 ! IUMIII! $ 12.UUt7 • 1.13MU 

171 PRODOTHER·WfSTOARDNER 11 2. l & <I 

t 
"' 31100 Slum P!Odudl:oo • SINd'utD! . Ol 5·U84% 
173 31500 friJ1cf P11111 Eqr.tp ·Eiodrtc: W. Gardner 01 64.684% ,. 3-COOO O!herPtod ·land· W. Gtrdnet 01 6UW4 
175 3-1001 OMPfo-4.. L~ll & ea~menls 8,703 ~067 5,01rl 11,710 Ol &I.M~% '·"" 176 3-4100 O!hl:rPtod ·S~s-W. Gudnot 710,195 35,622 3$,622 e-Qs,&17 01 154.$3-4':1. 440,e5-< 

l 
177 3420-3 Ollltrfr».tueJ Hofdm- w. Gatdner 1,13-4,432 45,+17 <1$,.4<17 1,179,619 01 64.68-t% BU,XaoS 
176 3H-OG O!lerProd· GanerliiOfS· W. G.lrdntr 45,<180,34-4 (1,893,-402) (1,693,<102) -43,688,0(2 01 &U94% 23.635,127 
179 34500 OCherPIO<f.Acc:ell EQU'p~ W. Gardli&f 2,ro4,57! (5,691) ($,G81) 2,698..H4 Ot 54.884% 1.421.~76 ... 34:600 CXhft Ptod-#Jt-e Pow Pftl Eq,ulp ·EJac "' [431 ,~1 "' Ot 64.6&-C~ "' "' TOTAlPROO orneR • Yn!-ST GAROHER 1, 2, 3 & o4 I <II Uf.70: '$ 11.&1,!.000) ! !1.1U.OOO) ! 4t.nuu ! 2t.3-4U47 

'" PROD OTIIER • MtAMroSAWATOMIE 1 
103 31100 Sle1111PmdOJct1011•SII\JdVtaS 01 64.M4~ 

"' :J4000 ~~~ Ptodvd«<•l.Md-OirNlllotNe 01 5-t.f.0-4~ 

1es 34100 ~WPtlld·S~I-OUwalomhl 43S,859 22,600 22.6-08 -458,~64 01 6U84% 250,709 

I 
... 34200 Oi'ter Prod· Fuel Holden- OIWIY2101"N~ 723,2.(.4 29,259 29,269 75~,$03 01 5C.G84% 411,4U 
107 34~00 01-.trP~d • GIMitlenoOitn"tlomfll tO,Q08,561 (454.35&) {4SUS6J 10,-45-4,205 01 sua4% 6.716,7&8 
108 34500 QlherPIOd. A.ee&Jsoty Equip• Ouwalomht @70S UoCQSI {1.<1961 8a~209 01 54.644% 373,060 

'" TOTAl. PROD OTH!:R -UIANJIO.SAWATONJE 1 . ! t~7'l''" I I<IO~.U4l I 1401,13.41 ~ 12,1-47,111 ! ,,n:2,1Jlt 

'" TOTAl SmAM. ,a era • PRODUCTON S M!.UtU&t l 17U1UIOI S UUU:.IIOI S MOUZUOI ! lll1U2.1eJ 

191 HUCLF.AR PRODUCnDH 
192 32000 Land&landfUQlllt .. Wo!fCmk . Ot 5U~4% 

'" 32100 S~l& ltropnlvtmenls-WtUCnttk 254,8U,565 f1,138 11,13G 254,843,702 01 &I,M4Yt 139,2.(9,617 ... 32101 SntctvruMOGtUpNCEie 12.299,oC38 (415,<48-4) (415,oC3.4) 11,663,g62 100% MO 100.000% 11.8&UU 

"' 32200 RflctOI' P11n1 Eqliprntnl· 390,527,154 t2.U3.oC74) tMl3,47<1) ~7,703,660 01 64,M4% 21;l',012,268 ... 32201 RnttOI'·MOGr\lpNDC 3Mf7,1&4 (11$0,240) {950,':240) 30,7.28,9« 100% MO 100.000% 31J,72.1MI« 

'" 3.2202 MOJvrls dt~ -40 Jo 60 yr£0.05.0359 14.!91,U7 14,611.637 1<1,591.6-&7 100%1.10 fOO.COO% U,591,667 ,. 32m 1'i.rt>ogH~efiiQI"Ih'll(s· WollCtttk 85,010,$S1 (1,238,51-t) (l,m.sloCJ 83,642.,1-47 01 5-UH% 45,8-48,324 

'" 32301 Tl.t/booMtr.alorMOGRUpAFOC 4,108,&71 (95,331) (95.331) <1,013,540 1CO%J.IO 100.000% 4,013,S.CO ,. 32-400 Aeoul«yEltdrloE'qulpm!nt•WC e-G,U$,269 (4-48,802) {~8,862) M,-438,407 01 54M4% 36,331.24$ 

"' 32-t01 A@s.toryE~·MOOtUp.IIDC 3,U3,91tJ (120,580) {1:20,580} 3,28-3,338 fOO% NO 100.000% 3.283,338 
202 32500 M/1011hntw1 Power Pilrd EqlipmMt 28,2&9/3&5 57,9SO 57,~0 .28,327,336 01 ..... ~ 14,39&,667 
20l 325Gt J.IJscf,Pf'tEqup-MOGtUpNOC 590,949 (I 1,877) uum 579,072 100% MO 100.000~ 579,012 ,., 32&011 ,OIIaJiow·MOGrUp}.F001CO%MO (6,210,725) 158,143 1&a-,U3 (5,0S4,Sel) 100% MO fOO.OOO% (S.OSUU} 

"' 32801 MP.SCDU.a~WW·MoBalls (13.~7.12&} 2,507,562 2.,507,962 (71,479,16&) Ol 54.61J4% (39,01t7,7.39) 

"' 32!02 Wo't/Cntt 011Ell'e>.Wne41•MPSO ·Mol MOJwfc 2S,3~.Cf1 {25,320.411) (2S,3%0A11) Ot 54.644% .., 3UQJ WO!fCrltii•MPSCOfl~· fOO%KSBub (&5,•Uit.781) 6$,<&38.701 e.5,-431J,7tJ1 01 S.U-114% , .. 32804 Wri.ICiatk•J<CCDiul~· NotKSJINir ~8.30-4,223 {'3,304,123) {4e,304)23) 01 5US4% 

'" 32405 N11d PR·Dott;..Ptt19M res 110 4Ztd90l 38~',18-4 j!t1~38-4 ~IOm§Q!N} 01 ...... % 1~ 5lM~2} ... TOTAl PROD PLT· HUCL.EAR • WOU CREEK I Z!UlMO.f ! U2M27 I 1.42%.027 s 787.3$4,031 ! 4U.23J.07t 

211 OTH!RPROOUCnOH ... PltODUCnoN PLAnT • WiND GI!!N.SPEARVH.Le 1 
213 311500 Sl Pt4iiC PM' Pll i!qo.i'p. Efe¢ . 01 54.684% 

"' 3-4102 OlherPI'Od ·Sir\ldu"n. Elect 'Mnd 1,221.~8 (8,617) {Uf7) 1,214,~9 01 SUM% eeua4 

'" :!4402 O!httProd•Gtnm!on.EJi!d~n<l Sf,~,2.C8 701,743 701,7<13 !5,:135,912 Ol $4.M4% 30,259.96~ 

218 3-t41S R~\la!«(Pian·KSA&Ihnort 6,7.fO(m (5,7~0,000) (6,7-40,000) 100% KS O.o»Y. 
lt7 34~ Olhtt Pfod..AccUtotY £~p·Willd -47,«1 (1,30:5) (1,305) .4:8,133 Ot 5UU% .25,2~9 

2013 KCPL·MOS!HvtJ~ 
RtHM for D1pr • Sel'l6 
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I 
I~ K~nua CftyPomr I Ugh! Comptny 

I' 
20t3 SllrVelllanu 
Mlnourl Jurha'kUon 

le 
TY121ni20U 

~ 
O.ptldtUonRturva ·!,htdula G PIH Butt DR.UR MODUli Eltttrfc 

Tobl Comp1ny A~Utlmtlril Ptr Ptlfod DR 27 Jurh 
Une Account Butt RB•U Total forJur'll EJookl Juri't Jul{t Ad]vlltd 

I~ 
Ho. HumbH Dterulallon R•nrv• Dtulfenon D•er.A••uv• A!!J!!Ilrr.tn11 A!!JUIIMoril TotCoRIIIrYI Faetort NJoetUon Phnt 
218 ~4602 01MrPI'I:Id-M/ICPirrP1at Eq.\'r'irnl 

I~ '" TOTAl. PROOUCTION PWll' • 'MUOGENEAATION s lf.tO.UI s l~.o.I.I.07tl s ... 0«.078\ s ,,,,,1.077 s 3D,I.U,CCI2 

220 PRODUCTlON PL..AHT • WINO GE.N-$PeAR.W.U 1 

I~ "' 34102 OlherPcod-Sit\Kfuru-Eiatt Wind 170.657 (2,281) tuon !8-&,:iS'O 01 6US<(% 91,Q.e3 
222 :W402 O!Mt Pf'Od.G6neralor.~.ffed Wind 14,664,463 4~.418 480,416 15,3H,81i9 01 5U!4% 8,391,204 
123 3-4502 00\etPnxh'.«:ouocy Eql.lpi-E11Kt \'nf\.1 . 01 54.&84% 

I~ 2" TOT.a.L PROD PLANT·'MND GENERATN-S?eAFWlllE $ 1f.O:S6.UO I •71.Jol! ·I 47U.U I 1Ut32U I 1.41UII 

~ "' PRODUCTlON PLAin· SOUR 

"' 3-4.~00 011mPIM-kees3-0ry EQu411~Soli1r •Elect .(6 828 ((6~ (.C.SS) .(8'30~ 01 $4.8!4% 25.;1:53 
227 TOT,ll.PROO PLANT· SOLAR I .CU21 I run I IUS! t ~un • 25.353 

I· "' Q!UEAAL. PLAHT· BUILDINGS 

~ "' 31000 sreamP«<d-5itudufnEl&<~ 01 54.684%. 
230 31100 Stelllll'rcd..SIN~s-Sec "' 12) (2) 431 01 54-68-t% .,, 
231 31101 Sllltll Prd.SITUctvrnlsM l1¥f· PaM 301,931 301,931 01 5-4.664% 18S,1G8 
232 3150(1 SIIM1 Pto4• h.eoS$41'/ Eqyi'p-E.Iac 0,2SO "' "' 6,810 01 s.UU% 3,619 
233 31&0<1 Slllll'IProd• Mlul Powerf'n EqU'p-El4G- . ., !MD (63lJ u~ 01 6-4.&4% "" 

~ 
23< TOTJJ.. OE:NEAAL. PLANT· SUI\. DINGS I ~17.167 I 13111 I ll11! s 317,2.(1 I 113.413 

235 0 !HEAAL. PUJIT .. GEHERAL EQUIPITOOI.S 

"' 31100 S\lltnPI'Od·Srrueturo5-EIK . 01 5o4.M4% 

~ 
m 31200 Sletii'LProd·~erPflntEqulp-Eiec 01 54.6-54% 
238 31400 $111.11!1 PlOd• TUrtog~netal.:>t•Elee . 01 &4.6.'-U~ ,, 31501) SllaJJ1 PtOd-A«..SUII)'Eil(jP. Ele-c 3,813 118 ... . .... Ol S4.6U% .2,1.(9 

~ 
2<0 3Ui00 Steam Prod-Mise Ptrt.1r PI! Equip- Elf¢ I 819099 fHZE-071 (IJl!Qll J1ZOMV2 01 &4.634% ""'"' 241 TOTJJ. GENERAL PLANT· GENERAL. EQUIP/Toct.S l t.I12.St2 I fti7AVU I lf17.0U ! 1.705.421 I UUS4 

242 BULK OI!.FACIU1YHE 
243 31000 SIIIII\Pf'Od.l.&oW- Elldt!C 01 6-C.&e-1% I· 244 31100 Slum Prod-Situttvnls-Etedllc 70!U31 (15,135} (15,135) 691,0tl!l 01 !-4.6-!4% 377,9~ 

I~ 2" 312CO Sleatn flfl)4. Do<fer PI! EquJp•EI&dric 529,2!<1 (?5.661) (2M67) £03,3&3 01 M.U4% 275,270 ... 31509 Stel!l!l Pto4·AlY"AUOry Equip. Elt<M~ 16,U4 '" '" 17,054 01 $4.M4~ 9,323 

~ 
247 31600 SleMI Pfl:>d.M!tcPwr F11 Eqvlp.EieCWc 88,12.1 '(8,0M} (8,"') 80,055 01 54.684%. 43,777 ,.. 3-C-fOO O\hf(Pr~eiUnillor.£11WtC . . 01 64.M4'1o ... TOTN.DULKOIL. FACil1TY NE I 1.»7.7ft s . (U 1~211 I l-"t1211 ! 112tt11n I l011zt~ 

.~ 210' TOTAL OJilERPRODUCnQN _$ __ 8o.1:03.2711 I IUUr?211 I !4.732.3W S 76.410.U.I I .Ct.27011t2 

251 RETfREJ.IEHT.S WORK IN PR.OGR.ESS·PROD 

"' Pto6Jc1;1M.Sth·•~ & R•mov•J: Reii1111Unl1 not t:n,!IU,12!1J (2.2,9U,126) 01 SUU% (12,570,850) 
dU~!d 

253 TOTAl. REnREMENJS WORK IIi PROORESS.PRCO s (U1ti!1112GJ . I . I f211UI,121J I (1!,110 UOJ 

254 TOJ,(L PRODUCnON PL.AHT S 1.n4.11UU S 17U21.171l I !U 121.1711 S 2,211 3U.UO $1.34-f.UUU 

.255 PRODUCTION PLNITSUMIMRY 
256 TOTAL. STEAM PRODUCTION PLANT 1,338,3-47,618 (11,•473,450) (71,473,450) 1,266,874,168 775,711,'78 
257 TOTJ.L. NUClEAR PRODUCTION PI.AHT 791,972,004 5,<122,027 5,.C22,021 797,39-4,031 ~3.239,071 ,. TOTIJ.OTHtR PROOUCTlOH PlAHT 228,8(9,3-U {&,71.C,7SS) {8,774,755) 21&,074,5e7 119,.252,125 
259 RETIRW.SNTS WOAAIN PROOREss.PAOO {22~8 12§1 122 9{18 j26} ,12§1:0!501 ... TOTAL PRODUCnOH PLAHT S 2133-UU &38 s q.u2et1&1 S UU26.178! $212S93S..850 S I.3.U..&3Ul4 

281 TRAHSM!SSIOHPLANT 
262 35000 Land • Tr.~nsrri.st!Gn Pf•nt 4 • 01 suew. t 
263 3$001 Lind RIQI'rtl· TranWulon P1111t 5,417,561 2,f,M,SS2 2,5&6,852 7,984.413 01 t-4.6!4% 4,$66,204 ... 35002 U-ndR~hb·lP·WoliCte&k " 

., 
" 112 01 "Sf.h4% 81 

205 3$200 ~lnldvros A lmPI'OVI!nlfnls • TP 1,9)7,0!0 (28!1,579) (U&,57i) 1,66&,501 01 SUM% 912,405 
268 ~201 Sll\x:tld1 & lmptO't'Mients • TP • WeWCteek 10M HI {12,1411 (22,141) &O..C71 01 M.ea.t% "'·""' 207 35202. S!rUdvru ll~mei'IIJ«W\Ied{-Ma Or Up ..... ..... 100%MO 100.0((1'1. . .... ... 35300 Stall on Eqq!~l· innurlulon Plu.t 44,400,3$.3 (5,351,~5) {5,&51,9~) :18,6(8,.387 01 54.6!4% .21,079.62& 
209 35301 Sl.lllonEq.ipmMI·WdiCtoe)t•lP. 5,591,$27 (735,425) (736,425} 4,855,102 01 64.8&4" 2,654,\109 
210 35302 Sl.li!on E~!JptnM(. Yt'll"Crk Ue G4' Up 335.~0 335.540 100% MO 100.000% 335,5-iO 
211 35303 Slall11n EcrJ"pnttrd• ColMl'JI"Ik.a~on• 5,5.(0,~4 (2,25$,012) ~,255,012) 3,2M,012 01 tU!4% 1,7~,379 
m 35315 Slallon EQ\lp. • TrJn$.. Pfl• KS Mdl Nnort 187,891 (187,891) (167,8'111) 100'1tKS 0,0((1% 
273 3!So(00 Towon and FM>I'U • Tnnlmlsllon Pllnt 3,955,330 (251.411-4) {251,.(84) 3,703.m 01 SUWh 2.025,-cse 
274 355«1 POIIIJrtdFbNnll• TrtnSITiflslonPIIIII 82,<419,5&4 t3,Mt117.a) (3,$82,572) 5M4&,992 01 54.Q4" 32,015,896 
275 3560t PO!n& AWns·WoUCruk 55,.(07 (5,213) (5,213) 50,11U 01 64,8!4" ~7.«8 
276 35502 Poltt&FWutes-Witcr!tMOGtUp 3,3&1 MSI 100%MO 100.000% 3,341 
277 35600 QtadlndCMduelore & Ol'o'Ccet-lP $2,&i3,3&9 ~.0501 (e:!3,0SO) 52,«lo.319 01 64.68"'· 28,.(88,717 
278 ~S&ol Oierhnd Cot.ducf~ & Ol'of"'J« 'MICik 26,023 (1.5~) (1,596) 24,425 01 SU84% 13,357 
270 3-!602 Owr-.dCor.cf..Ot'~'<Wifcrlc·Mo GrUp 1,<471 1,474 101i'K.MO 100.000% 1,47-4 
200 35700 Undet~:rmu'ld COnduil 2,176,.(8a {i71,068) (177,058) 1,9;9,(20 01 54.814% um,3!5 

'" 351-00 Ul'ldu;ro~or~d Ccndudm & Da'o(eos 2,3-51,918 154,728 Ui4,728 2,50a.!-16 01 64.8.84¥. 1,370,737 ,., TranWiaJon..sah-ag• a Remo...al: Rdrnnl!nlsMl (874.122) . (878,122) Ol ~.684% (479,0~) 
dU~Dd 

~013 KCPL.·MO SUMJI'dante 
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H~nlll CltyPoWI!r & Ugllt Company 
.lOU SIIIVtll/lntl 
Mil lOUd Jutill!]cl:fon 
TV 1Zilfl2.013 

~ 
O.,rtclaUOn Rlltrvt • Sthrd~• I I'JN BUll DRUR 

ToLd Company Ad[ulfmtnh 
U,e Aecottnt Bnl1 RS.U 
Ho. Numbtr DtE11daHon Rturve Df:ac®Uon Dtet. RtltlYI AdiU&tmfntl 

"' TOTAl. TRAHSiUSSIOHPl.»>T l 1BUI4.4U s {11,7.)!.3761 

28-4 OISTRlBUnOHPLNIT 

"' 3-5000 Dlslribtll'on Unci I; I~~: ,.. 34001 Dis~onO~dablo laM RlQf11S 4,1589,951 Ml6,002 

'" 36100 lX$11ibUiiOO Sln.Wrot & lmpmoetnM" 6.913.~0 -42&.435 , .. 36200 Dlsttrbvfan StatiOn Eq~nt 63.7~5,137 (3,49'3.1'17) ,.. 3S20J OfslrlbuliOII Slli~Oo'l Eql/pmeni.C.Orrm.rrica!Ma 3,379;7:i0 {t,OI8,873) 

'"' ~00 IXt~\llon Pc!u, Tower, & Ftxhlnu IS7,J56,7.o!5 7,551,<445 
291 36500 Ols!rlbuton 0/amaa<tCOf'l(fLKtw 73,018,39-'1 (~,.(~.799) ,., 30600 Dltlribullon Unc!«;mw.d ~t ~.3-(3,U2 (I,UM.CB) .., 3S700 Ol,tlri!M'oo Undergrom<l CoMud~r1 112,001,&39 (33,801,280) 

'" 36!00 Dlllt!bl.rll'on Lkto TrllrUfO!mcull 129.046,3al (6,11~,3-(0) 

"' 36'900 ~lrlbUeon SeMces SG.-103,665 09>5,091 ,,. 37000 (XstnbllfOII Uofen EJcetr~c 61J,IP1,007 5,34-4,4160 ,., 37100 OhbibtilianO.niPtemln!ltlf t3,028,2U (U4,1&4) 

'" 31300 Ob!IRHAon S~UIUQ.'II tn4Tnt7ic Sl;nrf 11,920,4fa I,Os-4,179 ,.. Ohtribvlion-Stlvlgo & Rtmova{: Ro~ttmMIS 1»1 (tOS9,001) 
dUtif~d 

300 TO 'tAL DISTRI8UT10H PUNT ! 7<4US0.201 I IU.SU.21f! 

301 GENERAL PL..AHT 

"" :33900 Lind tttd LIM' R~ht• ·Gtnuat P11nt ,.,. 3SOOO sttudt.n! 4 ~M!tnb •GMtnsl P'.tlll 19,429,88.4 2,263,975 ... 39003 Strvct&lfiiF'lV•tut.ehold(-'01 C.tnr) 1,602,7.CO 
305 3WO.C Shlct & LT9fv· Lu~hold (Mrnhlll) . 
306 3*5 6hKI. &. rmplV•ltnth~ (Ont KC Pltc.e) 6,003,038 
307 39100 Oftlt:!l FIRJVnre&.£ctu(pmeni·Gert. PI! 3,3-44,8117 (10-',800) ... 3VIOI Otfce~&.E~·WoUCnlek 1,997,9911 (23,511) 

"'' 3.9102 O'lca FW1'11111111 & EQ'J!'P • cetl\pulet 2,919,311 (1,169,9.(8) 
010 39110 O!'lce ~ture & EQUip •Oeo·Utll'&coV, RcSs 100% KS (1,291,552) 1,291,552 

"' Mill OtlcoF..mibHo &E~·WC·Unre~. Ru fOG"% KS (122,682) 122.582 
312 39(1;2 OO:ot fum!tuta & &'QUIP·~ •Unt«<Y. RU 100%1 (24,ol7fi) 24,.C76 ,,. :mao Tnuupofla.I!M Eq\dpnunt·NM• '584,586 19,728 
314 39'201 TffllSpolil'lon EqU"9(11Mt· ~TN~! 2,229,387 • (&)8.870) 
315 39202 Tr;nrpodtllon Equ'pmtill· Htl'f/ Ttudl e.,792,97.S (1,560,653} 
310 39203 TrtntP«fdon E(j'J!prntnt• Tract on~ :329,&S8 (5.J,829} 
317 392M Tnnsp«!1rob Eq..fpmMI• T~fD 9.(3,847 (75.534) 
318 39300 Sl~ru EqUp>mM·Gtnm1P1tnl 381,~01 ~,750 
310 3~10 sterea Eq,~nt. Gen..Urweov. Ru. 100~ t<S 15,23-C (1!,'2'l-4) 
320 nwo TOOls, Shop, & G1111ge Eql!.p;'l\lnt-G~n. Pit t,m.eoa (3.($,370) 
321 39410 T11d1, Shop, &G111ga Eqlip.QM•Urnccv. Rn 100! (9,093) 0,003 ., 31500 ~tt)O(y EQUpa11n1 3,27<4,191 (.C23,..C)S) 

"' 39510 i.AborliOry"Eqlip.-Gen•Ut'o'11em,Ru.l®% KS (310,739) 310,70Q 

'" 39600 Paw!lfOptriftd Equipment· Otn. PII 6,·475.171 (369,331) 
325 39700 Cotl'll"tltrlJu~M Eqvlpmonl· Gon. Pit ~M23,3fl (23,4»,fi21) 
328 3t701 ~C-Ie'OtlsEqvfp•WoVCtet)r. 19,625 (18.309) 

"' 39702 C¢tromlric;lfon l!'qylp• W11Crk MO Oro» Up 3,317 
328 39710 Convnoolca!ion E'(U!p • .o~n.umcov, Ru. 100%KS {9,339,Ge5) 9,8l9,9GS 
329 39aQO lllloci!IMOIII Cqo./pmenl· Gen. Pit 176,0:9 (!S,UI) 
330 31!810 MiKeU~ntoua EQ\ip •• Gen. Pfi·VoreCIW Rn .too~ 18,991 (lll,&il) 

'" Gene(al Pfttii.•Stl''itiOI• & Rell'IO'I'al:: Rt6remenl.l not (220,45<1) 
diU!fttd 

3>2 TOTAL OllliERALPl.AHT _L ».U0,022 J !15.UUUI 

333 TOTAL DEPRECIATION RI!SERVI! _,_ 31u51an1I!l Jjt-CO,U1 1ml 

2013 KCPI.-UO SllrWiJinc.a 

MODUli 
PtrPtdOdDR27 

Told ForJvdl Book• 
Ad!u•lmtnte Tot Co Rturve 

I f11.731J76! J 17:4.11UIU 

l • . 
~.1116,902 7.S08.853 

424,43$ 0,340.095 
(3,•1P3,617) 6.5.291.520 
(f,OIU73) 2,3&0,en 
7,15-51,.(115 f64,7Ga,:UO 

(9,.(94,7911} 6.3,623,795 
(I,U0,3<8) .._,A5S.015 

(33,1101,250) 7s,.o!00,~59 
(6,659,8-CO) 122,35&,541 

690,097 57.099,7&2 
S,U-4.~ 65,5311,087 
(614,1&4) 12,olt.c,I0-4 

t,OS.C,I79 IU74,&:Z7 . (2,1Wi,901} 

J m.tu.un s 7o..an.t.n 

I I 
2,2&3,975 21,6!»,859 

1,602,740 

5,003,0311 
(1~.800) 2,635,897 
(13,5m 1,974,.421 

{1,1&9.'.(11} 1,749,3-&.S 
1,291,552 . 

122,&82 
2•,4Ui 
19,728 GO.C,31-'I 

(608,878) 1,420.~9 
(1,&60,653} 5,232,325 

(S3.1129) 275,669 
0~134) &98,113 
33,760 olfol,951 

(15,234) 
(345,370) 1,6.c8,4J6 

'·"" (<423,438) 2,M7,7S5 
310,70 

(3&9,3311 e,1os.e..ca 
(2MU,021) 2<1,U9.na 

(IS,30i) 8l.:na 
3,317 

9,!1l9,9GS 
(55,221) 120,110& 
(11,991) . (220,450) 

1 us.num s 71,U.C.201 

! 1uo1•:n1"ZI 1 31 :~rs1i!3~2o 

El~ttrlo 
Judt 

Jutb """' AdJu1!1d 
FutoriiJ AnouUon 1'1~~ 

I t5.73UO! 

..... 43,710% $ -· 56.331% 4,378,&30 

""' .J9.491% 3,138,H4 ,., 59,495% 38,!45,451 ,.,"""' M.P21% 1,2$6,eo8 

•&• $4.&20% B9,9112,.MI 

""' 5U&i'5 34,79~,7!8 ... 58.13-G% 2e,ua.e&l 
,&7 62~~&% <ll,(nJ,$37 , .. li7.S.SO% 70,57.C,763 , .. SIA02¥. 29,350,.CZO 
310 6U02% 3MS9,922 
311 74.487% D.246,esg 
073 3.3.2~% 4,319,980 

DfdPH S.f.903M. (1,147,412) 

I i-'UU.2U 

PTO 55.117% ' 
PTD .$.5.ft7% 11,VSS,GI7 
PTD 65.117% 8~74 
PTO £5.117% 
PTD .$.5.1171'- 2,757,!03 
P1D ~5.117~ 1.452,&17 
PTD 55.117% 1,038,23-C 
PTD M.1t7% 004,191 

IOO~KS MOO~ 
1C4% KS ..... 
(Oil%KS 0.000% 

PTO 65.117% ~3.077 
pro SM17% 782.93.9 
PTO 55.117~ 2.W,te0 
PTO 65.117% l$2,050 
PJD 55.117% .C78,474 
PTO 65.117% 123,701 

f00%KS 0.000% 
PTD 65.117'1't .,~.., 

100%M 0.003% 
PTD 55.117% f,W,M6 

100%KS O.OC.O% 
PTD 55.117% 3,~5,331 
PTD 65.117% 13,5S3.0~ 
PTD 65.117% 45,92\ 

IOO%MO 100.000% 3,317 
100%K9 0.000% . 

PTO 65.117'/o &e,£85 
10011 KS 0.000% . 

P1D !5.117% (121,50.$} 

..l._M..lU,OtO 

! 11suan:1u• 
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Xansas City Power& Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 17/31/2013 

Cash Working Capital-Schedule 8 

·UM 
No. AccountDucrfe;llon 

A 
1 QIH!(!US!!l! & M•!n!eoJD:U Emml!n 
2 Gross Pa}'ToO Old Wolf Cruk f>tod & Actrue<JVae: 
3 Ac«ved V~KoaliM 

• W($JCI&ek Opetl\lJOO~ & Fue~ hd Pa)T'Dl 

• Pu'ehaslld Coal A Frolgt't 

• P\.rtha.s«< Gas 
7 PU"Chased m, &'Jd W~ Croak 

• PLJ"cl\ased Plrit'M 

9 lliuin & Damagos 
10 Pomk:rl~cnse 

" OPSSs 
~~ Cash Voucheis 
13 Total Operalfon & .,,.~nhntnu E.Joonae 

" Tnes gl!:lt[ !bi!!llc~·!Mile I!!!U 
16 FrCA Tru.es. Emplaye('1 

" Unemplo)mali. T&Xu • FcdtraJ & Slale 
17 C~ Ft11rclis'e TatOI• 6% ORT • MO 

" ClyFtt~a Tuesw-4% ORT ·MO 
19 Cly FteneHu T'-l:GII• other MO Citio!s 
20 Ad VU:«m I Prq>trty T8.'\&S 
~1 S~u& Use T:ocn ·MO 
22 IofoiJ Taxu olher lh~n Income Tv:u 

23 CIJTard Jncoma Taxo1·Fedotal 
24 Cmordlneome Taxos.Sielo 
25 Tofallnsome Taxes 

26 IMeresl&peQ'o 
'27 

26 _Total Couh WortUng Ci1p!W Regulte~rn~nt 

Nola • CalcolaUon of Jurt&dtc:llond P1yroU for ewe 
Nrluaizbd' Pl!l)'fo:l (CS~) 
Len: 

Nvcleor Payroi·Acc!S 517-532 (CS.SO) 
,o\(::(:nlod'Yeeatoo 

Gloss P.!l'!'ol exd Wo'tCreek l'tod m:f AectueodVae 

Not• b Bruktfown oiP~yroll Tau1 (Adjusltd h•lyolr) 
FTC A. n61 of wnOI.I'II• eeplaiz.ed (7041.f2to 70&150 
Fe-d & Slolo UI"IMIP'b)mlonl (705140, 1<11,160, 16<1) 

2013 KCPL·MO Surveillance 

WIP 
Rtf 

Foot.OOa (a) 
FOWJoto {a) 

Sch9, tluel Pv.r OM 
Sch 9, soo MC €<11 

Seh 9, aeeNC 5011647 
Sch 9, s&e NC 501/$47 

Sch9,ACSSS 
Sth9,NC925 

Sch 9, SH NC 928 
Sch9,seeAIC928 ....,,lloo 

8<119 

Fo<Mofe (b) 
footnole {b) 

Sun dTaxoe PdSch 
Sun CiT at~ Pd Sch 
Sun ofTm:" PdSth 
Sd19,aMNC70& 

§!!1J rLTm:os PdSch 

Seh t1 
Sth11 

Sdltf 

r01&1 CO!llpany 
170,9S&,71~ 

-47,616,815 
12,60~266 

lf0.83%631 

11,983,080 
<7A806 

11.._4$7,848_ 

Jurisdlcllonll 
Adju&tld 
'Te•t Year Revenue Expense 
~OI,.Itll t..g Load • • 

c D 

&1,651,910: 27.38 13.85 
6,843,1.19 27.:» 34483 

65,958,409 27.3S 25.85 
184,091,718 27.3-8 :10.88 

6,054,968 27.35 2&.62 
5,~27,663 27.38 8.50 

35,725,260 27.38 30.72 
3,948,007 27.38 149 . .56 

:25,584,377 27.38 &1.74 
-4,:269,742 27.3-8 176.<44 

1<(0284 272 27.33 :».00 
liJU5U08' 

6,557,369 27.3S 13.n 
:259,82t 27.38 71.00 

35,603,045 12.17 72.28 
13.619,951 12.17 39.3< 
8,2iS,600 12.17 "'·"" 44.~.75-4 12.17 1\18,8-4 

2f.61g,256 12.17 :22.00 
130.9~817 

14,470,001 27.38 ...... 
3 567.261 27.38 o45.63 

18,0371:322 

61.779.360 27.38 ..... 
749:715.005 

Sai&Wg~ .,\Mft~l 
54.7219% 93,65t,ess 

6-1.7219% 26,~826 
64.7219'~ ~843,119 

~910. 

64.7219'.4 6,6$7,389 
&4.7219~ 25982-4 

~193. 

••• 
{Lead}ILig Factor CWCRcq 
~c1 w!DI (Col EIJiiBI IBIX!fl 

E F G 

13.63 0.0370 2,2-42,132 
(317.<51 (0.66731 (6,93.5,378) 

1.53 O.Cl042 275,72.8 

·'""' 0.0118 3,269,388 
(1.2<1 (0.003<1 (20,5tol) ,. .. 0.0516 285-,143 
(3.3<1 (0.0091) (320.017) 

(f22.18) (o.3338) (1,317,9«1 
!2<oal (M<OOI {1,70>,3291 

(151,00) {0-<1~7) {1,770~161 
(1621 (0.0072) (1 004 221} 

(S,OOS.0%61 

13.61 O.Ol7~ 243,8<41 
(43.621 (0.11921 (30,9661 
(">.111 (0.1642) (5,880.112) 
(21,11} (0.0742} (1,011,0771 
{"'.711 (0.1333) (1;105,-401} 

(100.67) (0.6370) (24,122,03<1 
(9.831 (0.02691 f677.nm: 

UU§:U25\ 

(1!1.26) (0.0499) (7;!1,6"'1 
(fB"I (0.04991 (177.8761 

f899.402) 

{59.17) (0.1Gt7) !U&M63l 

i-0.37S.61GI 
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Kansas City Powor & Light Company 
2013 Survolllanco 
Missouri Jurlsdiotlon 

I TY 1:2/31/2013 

I~ 12 Month Rovenues and 0 & M Expenses .. Schedule 9 Elcetnc 

I~ Juris Juris 
Line . Account Per Books Rate Case AdJusted Factor Jurts AdJusted 

I~ ~ 
No. Oescrlellort Test Year Adj Balance # Afloealor Salance 

A 13 c 0 E F G H 

I~ 
1 ELECTRIC· RETAIL SALES 
2 400 Missouri {exdud!ng GRT) 753,065,562 0 753,065,562 100%MO 100.0000% 753,065,562 

~ 
3 Gross Reeelp\s Tax In MO Revenue 68,811,991 {58,811,9911 (O) 100%MO 100.0000o/Q {0) 
~ Amort or Olt Sysl Sales Margin Rate Refund 7« 349 0 74-1349 100%MO 100,0000% 744 349 
5 TOTAL MISSOURI 812,621,902 {58,811,991) 763,809,910 753,609,910 
8 Kansas 655210777 0 665 210777 100% KS 0.0000% 0 
7 TOTAL RETAIL SALES 1.487,832.679 (6Q,811,99ll 1.409.020,687 753,809,910 

' 
8 MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 
9 450 Forfeited Discounts - MO 1,800,789 (116,645) 1,884,144 100%MO 1oo.oooo~A 1,684,144 

10 Forl'elted Olscounts .. KS 1,628,174 0 1,628,174 100'!1 KS 0.0000% 0 
11 451 Miscellaneous Se!VIt.!s .. MO 726,185 0 725,165 fOOo/o MO 100.0000% 725,185 I. 12 Miscellaneous Services· KS 526,312 0 529,312 100% KS 0.0000% 0 
13 Mlsee!leneO\IS SeMces- Allocated .. Olst 0 0 0 Ols!PII 64.9027'.0 0 

~ 14 454 Rent from Electrlc Property· MO 983,090 0 963,090 100%MO 100.0000% 983,090 
15 Rent from Eleellfc ProJ)erty .. KS 1,341,036. 0 1,341,036 100% KS 0.0000% 0 

I~ 
16 Rent from Electric Property~ Allocated - Prod 41,274 0 41,274 01 64.6841% 22,570 
17 Rent from Electllc Property- Allocated -Trans 600,888 0 600,866 01 64.6841o/.:~ 328,590 

~ 
18 Rent from EJectrtc Property ·Allocated- Olst 0 0 0 Olsl PI! 64.9027% 0 
19 456. Transmission for Others 8,403.458 0 8,403,456 01 54,6841% 4,595,355 
20 OUter Eleo Revenues - MO 681,723 0 681,723 100%MO 100.0000% 661,723 
21 Other Elec Revenues- KS 124,941 0 124,941 100% KS O.OOOOo/o 0 

' 
22 Olher Elec Revenue~- Allocated~ Olsl 367217 0 387217 OlstPII 54.9027°h. gQ1 1B12 
23 TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 17.107.U87 (116.&461 16.690M2 9,202,270 

I· 
~ 

24 BULK POWER SALES (13PS) 
25 447 Finn Bulk Sales (Capa~IY & Fixed) 5,700,498 0 6,700,498 01 64.6841% 3,664,107 : 28 Ann Bulk Sales (Energy) 7,689,845 0 7,669,845 E1 57 . .(022% 4,517,484 
27 Other Mlsee!laneoua &Adjustments 0 0 0 01 64.8841% 0 
28 Non·linn Sates 169757349 0 169 757 348 E1 57,4(022% 971444,453 

,- 29 TOTAL BULK POWER SALES 184.327.691 0 184,327,691 105.626.024 

~ 30 SALES FOR RESALE !FERC JURIS CUsn 
31 4-17·. FERC JURIS WHOLESALE FIRM POWER 2,327,790 0 2,327,790 NonJurJ\'Vh 0.0000% 0 
32 TRANSMISSION FOR FERC WHSLE FIRM P( 0 0 0 NonJurJ\'Vh 0.0000% 0 

~ 33 TOTAL SALES FOR RESALE 2,327.790 0 2,327.7SO 0 

~ 34 449 BPS IN EXCESS OF 25% wllh !mEREST (173,238) 0 (173,238) 100%MO 100,0000% (173,230) 
35 
38 TOTAL ELECTRIC OPERATING REVENUE 1,611,422,009 (58,928,8361 1.612.493.373 888.464.966 

~ 37 POWER PRODUCTION EXPENSES 

~ 38 STEAM POWER GENERATION 

~ 
39 STEAM POWER OPERATION 
40 600.000 Prod Steam OperaUon· Suprv & 9,008,199 0 9,008,199 01 54.8841% 4,926,053 
41 600.<100 Prod Steam Oper-lal1 &2 ·100% MO (1,288) 0 (1,268) 100% MO 1<10.0000% (1,288}• 
42 600.000 Prod Sleem Oper~al2 ·10011> KS 0 0 0 100'fo KS 0.0000% 0 

~~ 
43 501.tl00 Fuel Expense 
44 Labor 7,871,343 0 7,871,343 E1 57.4022% 4,518,324 
45 FUel Handling (non·labor) 4,802,591 0 4,802,591 E1 67.4022% 2,756,793 

~ 46 Fuel Expense-Coal & Freight 320,882,261 0 320,882,261 E1 57.402:2.% 184,193,477 
47 100% MO STB· (Surface Trnp Bound) (101,759) 0 (101,769) 100% MO 1t10.(1000~~ (101,7591 

~ 40 100%·KS.STB· (Surface Tf1P Bound) 0 o. 0 100%KS 0.0000% 0 
49 Fuel Expense·OII 9,296,827 0 9,296,827 E1 57.4022% 6,336,683 

·~ 
60 Fuel Expense. Gas 978,683 0 970,683 E1 57.<4022o/o 560,838 
51 Fuel Expense-Residual 1,254,147 0 1,254,147 E1 67.4022'!1 718,908 

·~ 
52 Add!Uves, lncl NH4, Limestone & Olh 5,738,622 0 5,736,622 E1 57.4022% 3,292,947 
53 Fuel Expense. Unit Train DepreCiation 0 12,543 12,643 01 64.8841% 6,859 

I~ 
64 502,000 Steam Opero.Ung Expense 19,558,080 0 HM358,oao 01 64.68410k 10,695,1~9 
65 502.000 Steam OperaUng Expense-lat 2-1oor. MO 0 0 0 100%MO 100.0000% 0 

iJ 56 602.000 Sles.m OperaUng Expense-lat2•100% KS 0 0 0 100% KS 0.0000'!1 0 
57 605.000 Electric OperaUng Elacltlc Expense. 7,0441641 0 7,044,641 01 64.9841'h 3,852,244 

~· 68 605.000 ElectrlcOpera~ng E>J>Ia12·100Yo MO 0 0 0 100% MO 100.0000% 0 

~ 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12/31/2013 

·~ 12 Month Rovonues and 0 & M E;xponsos ·Schedule 9 E!e:clrfc 

I~ Juris Juris 
Line Account 

~ 
No. No. 

69 505.000 
eo sos.ooo Mise Olher Power Expenses e,207,322 0 8,207,322 01 

~ 
81 5<16.000 Mise Olher Powar ExJ)·Ial2·100% MO 385,007 0 . 385,007 100%MO 100.0000% 
62 606.000 MlscOiher Power Exp-lal2·100% KS 92,493 0 92,493 1007', KS o.oooo% 
63 507.000 Steam Operating Exp .. Rents 160,093 0 160,093 01 54.S841% 
64 507.000 steam OperaUng exp..Renls·la12-100% MO 0 0 0 100%MO 100.0000o/t 

'~ 
es 507,000 Steam OperaUng ExP·Rents-la.l2·100% KS 0 0 0 100%KS 0.0000% 
as 509.000 Allowances 
e7 NOXIOther Allowentes·AIIocaled 0 0 0 E1 67.4022% 0 
66 Amort or S02 Allowanoes·MO (2,302,446i 0 (2,302,448) 100o/o MO 100.0000% (2,302,446) 
69 Amort ot S02 Allowances-1<5 (1,661,236i 0 (1,661,236) 100% KS 0.0000% 0 

~ 70 Emission AJiowanco·REC Exp, 77,817 0 7Z,e17 E1 57.4022% 44669 
71 TOTA~ STEAM OPERATION 391.287,273 12,543 391,219.816 223458801 

I~ 
72 STEAM POWER OPERATION 

~ 73 510.000 Steam Maintenance SupN & Engfneeling 7,079,743 0 7,079,7-43 01 !5".6841% 3,871,493 
74 510.000 Steam Mtoe Suprv & Eng.lat 2·100% MO 0 0 0 100°k MO 100.0000% 0 

~ 
75. 510.000 Steam MtceSuprv & Eng-la\2~100% KS 0 0 0 100% KS 0.0000% 0 
76 611.000 Malntenanee of Sttuctures <4,841,301 0 4,841,301 01 54.6841'Yo 2,647,422 
77 611.000 Maintenance of Slnlctllres·lal2·100% MO 0 0 0 10D%MO 100.0000% 0 
78 611.000 Maintenance of Structures·lat 2·100% KS 0 0 0 100% KS 0.0000% 0 

I~ 79 512.000 Maintenance of Soller Plant 0 0 
eo Non-labor 21,278,868 0 21,27e,BS8 01 54.6641% 11,635,064 
81 Labor 10,460,468 0 10,460,.(68 01 54.6641% 5,720.213 

~ 
62 Steam Prod Mlce-tal1&2·100% MO 0 0 0 100%MO 100.0000o/11 0 
83 Stearn Prod Mtee-la\ 2·100% KS 0 . -0 0 100% KS O.OOOOl'o 0 
84 513.000 Maintenance of Eleclrlc Plant 6,310,118 0 ~.310,118 01 54.6841l'o 3,450,831 ,. 65 613.000 Mal[\tenance or Elec Plant.lat2·100% MO 205,721 0 205,721 100%MO 100.0000% 205,721 -

~ 66 613.000 Maintenance of Elec PlanHat 2·100% KS 0 0 0 .100% KS 0.0000% 0 
67 514.000 Matn.tenance of Miscellaneous Sleam Plant 415,207. o· 415,207 01 fi4.6B41% 227,052 

~ 68 614.000 Mtceor MISe Steam Plant·lat 2·100% MO 0 0 0 100%MO 100.0000% 0 
89 614.000 Mice of Mise Steam Plant·lat 2·10M~ KS 0 0 0 100% KS 0.0000% 0 

' 
GO TOTA~ STEAM MAINTENANCE 60,669,425 0 60.589 ... 25 27,16716~6 

~ 91 TOTAL STEAM POWER GENERATION 441,958,698 12.643 441,869.2-41 2.51,'216,397 
'EXPENSE 

~ 92 NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION 

' 93 NUCLEAR OPEAATION 

' 
94 617.000 Prod Nuclear Operation- Superv & Engineer 9,777,061 0 o,m,os1 01 64.6841o/o 5,34.6,492 
95 518.000 Nudear Fuel Expense 

' 
96 Nuclear Fuel- Net Amortizaifon 22.7&3.797 0 22,763.797 E1 67.4022% 13,066,920 
97 Prod Nuclear·Disposal Costs 3,039,530 0 3,039,530 E1 57.~022% 1,744,767 

' 
98 KSOOERefllnd 0 0 0 E1 0,0000% 0 
99 CostoiO;t 753,388 0 753,388 E1 67.4022% 432,461 

' 
100 Labor 0 0 0 E1 57.4022% 0 
101 619.000 Coolants and Water 2,918,729 0 2,919,728 01 64.SBWI'o 1,696,060 

' 
102 520.000 Steam Expense 19,787,528 0 19,787,528 01 5JI.6941°h 10,620,632 
103 52.3.000 Electric Expense 1,143,688 0 1,1~3,666 01 64.8641% 625,416 
104 624.000 Ml!cellaneous Nudear Power Exp 

' 105 Misc. Nuclear Power Expenses-100% KS 0 0 0 100% KS O.OQOO% 0 
106 cecornmlsslonlng·Missoun 1,2811264 0 1,281,284 100%MO 100.0000% 1,281,264 

' 107 Deeommlsslonlng·Kansas 2,036,230 0 2,036,230 100o/o KS 0.0000% 0 
10B Decommlsstonlng·FERC 39,763 0 36,763 NonJunWh 0.0000% 0 

~ 109 RerueUng outage Amortization (5,864,485i 0 (5,88~,486) 01 54.6841o/, (3,208,941) 
110 Refoellnd Outage AmorUzaUon • MO only 260,688 0 280,688 100"'o MO 100.0000% 280,686 

' 111 Misc. Nuel Power Exp-Olher-Alloc 28,•HW,go2 0 28,484,902 01 64.8841o/• 15,565.776 
112 625.000 Rents 0 0 0 01 54.6641% 0 

' 113 TOT~ NUCLEAR OPERATION 6M2f.062 0 66,~21.062 47,653,646 

~ 11~ . NUC~EAR MAINTENANCE 
115 528.000 Prod Nuclear Matnt- Suprv & Engineer 8,954,344 0 6,954,344 01 54.6841% ~.806,602 

' 
116 629.000 Prod Nuclear Malnt· Malnl or Sll\lctUies 3,245,819 0 3,2451819 01 64.6641% 1,774,947 
117 630.000 Prod Nudear Malnt· Malnt neactor Plant 

~ 
116 RerueUng Outage AmortluUon 12,099,171 0 12,999,171 01 64.6841% 7,106,480 

~ 
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~ Kansas City Power & Light Company 

2013 Surveillance 
I Missouri Jurisdiction 
·~ 

~ 
TY 12131/2013 

12 Month Ravonues and 0 & M Expenses· Schedule 9 Eloctrtc 

·~ Jurfa Juris 

~ 
Line Account 
~ No. 

I 119 

It 
120 Mafnt Reactor Plant· Other 
121 531,000 Prod NuClear Mtce R Eleclrlc Piatlt 

~ 
122 532.000 PrOd Nuclear Malnt· Malnt of Mlscl Plant 3 081 206 0 3 081206 
123 TOTAL NUCLEAR MAINTENANCE 33,015,888 0 33.0115,888 

I~ 124 TOTAL NUCLEAR POWER GENERATION 119,436,950 0 119.436.950 65,~58~§9 

I~ 125 OTHER POWER GENERATION 

~ 128 OTHER POWER OPERATION 
127 546.000 Prod Turbine Oper.Suprt. Engineering 213,839 0 213,839 01 64.Ei84W~ 116,036 

I 128 547.000 Other PowerOperaUon· Fuel Expense 

I~ 
129 Lobo< 1,7,254 0 47,254 E1 57.4022% 27,125 
130 Fuel Handling (non·labor} 127,850 0 127,660 E1 57.4022% 73,389 
131 Olher Fllel Expense- OU 332,879 0 332,879 E1 &7.4022o/, 191,080 
132 Other Fuel Expense· Gas 9,571,638 0 9,~71,638 E1 &7.4022% 5,494,331 
133 Olhe{Fuel E:tpense- Hedging. MO (642,961) 0 (542,961) 100%MO 100,0000% (542,961) 

~ 134 Additives 57,630 0 67,830 E1 67.4022.% 33,196 
135 . 548.000 Other Power Generauon EXpense 1,140,037 0 1,140,037 01 54.6841% 623,419 

~ 136 549.000 Mise Other Power GeneraUon Expense 2,302,259 0 2,30~259 01 54.6841% 1,258,970 
137 550.000 Other GeneraUon Renls 0 0 0 01 64.6841%; 0 

~ 138 TOTAL OPERATION· OP 1!J.250.G26 0 13.250.626 7,276,484 

~ 
139 OTHER POWER MAINTANENCE 
140 651.000 Olher Malnt.Supr E:ng. Slnlcl Gen & Mise. 341,087 0 341,087 01 64.6841% 166,520 
141 652.000 Olher General Maintenance or Structures 167,361 0 167,361 01 5M841% 91,520 
142 653,000 Other General Malnt of General Pfant 1,800,811 0 1,600,611 01 54.6841% 876,280 

~ 143 554.000 Oll1er Gen Malnt Mlsct Other General Plant 100265 0 100265 01 54.a841o/'<J 64829 
144 TOTAL MAINTANENCE •OP 2 209 324 0 2 209 324 1.208.119 

~ 145 TOTAL OTHER POWER GENERATION 16,~59,960 0 16,~5~,950 a,o4§a,e~3 

~ 148 OTHER POWER SUPPLY EXPENSES 

~ 
147 555.000 Purchased Power 
148 Purchased Power·Enemy 58,558,637 0 68,558,537 E1 67.4022% 33,613,869 

,~ 
149 Purchased Power-Capacity (Demand) 3,861,034 0 3,861,034 01 54.8841% 2,111,372 
150 Purch P'Nf Energy Solar Contrct {100% 0 0 0 100't\IM0 100.0000% 0 i, 161 Solar Renew Energy Credits (100% MOl 0 0 0 1Cl0%MO 100.0000% 0 
152 556.000 System Control and Load Dispatch 2,979,307 0 2,979,307 01 54.8641% 1,629,207 , 163 557.000 Other Expensea 7 021547 0 7 021 847 01 64.6841% 3,639.726 
1&4 TOTAL OTHER POWER SUPPLY 72,422,526 0 72.420.528 41,194,j92 

~ 165 TOTAL POWER PRODUCTION · 649,174,12! Jg,w ~9,j860S67 366,852,6Q;i 

" 166 TRANSMI5SION EXPENSES 

~ 157 OPERATION· TRANSMISSION EXP. 

~ 
158 660.000 Tran.smlsston Operauon Sup!V and Engrg 1,105,046 0 1,106,045 01 54.8641'A 604,284 
159 661.000 Tran&mlsskln OperaUon· Load Dispatch 6,791,1~2 0 6,791,1t42 01 64.6841% 3,713,675 

~ 
160 662.000 Transmission OperaUon· Stalion Expenses 385,742 o· 385,742 01 54.6841% 210,940 
161 683,000 Transmission OperaUon·Overhead Line 96,019 0 90,019 01 64.6641% 62,607 
162 564,000 Trans Oper-Underground Una Expense 0 0 0 01 54.6641% 0 

~ 163 565.000 lransmlsslon or Electtfctty by Olhers 37,313,845 0 37,313,646 01 54.6841% 20,4tl4,740 
164 666.000 Ml&d. Tmnsmlss!on Expense 2,00~723 0 2,008,723 01 64.6841% 1,098,452 

' 165 667.000 Transmission OperaHon Rents 2,381,961 0 2,381,951 01 64.6941% 1,302,549 
166 675.000 RegfonaiTransmlsslon Operalion 4 601 981 0 4 601 981 01 &4.6841% 2,516,552 

' 167 TOTAL OPERATION· TRANSMISSION 64,8~~ 0 64,684,448 29,90~,698 

~ 168 MAINTENANCE· TRANSMISSION EXP. 
189 568.000 Transmlufon Ma!nt·Suprv and Eogrg 0 0 0 01 54.8B41'Yt 0 

'.11 
170 669,000 Ttansmlsslon Maintenance or Stnlctures 2,612 0 2,512 01 54.8641% 1,374 
171 670.000 Transmission Maintenance of SloUon 977,698 0 977,698 01 64.6841% 534,591 

~ 172 571.0.00 Transmission Maintenance or OVerhead 2,868,941 0 2,888,941 01 64.6841% 1,567,761 
173 572.000 Trans Mstntenanee or Underground Lines 48,733 0 48,733 01 54.B841o/o 26,649 

~. 
174 573.000 Trans Malntenance of Mlsd. Trans Plant 8,185 0 8,185 01 54.6841% 4,476 

9 
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~ 
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12 Month Rovonuos and 0 & M Exponsos. Schodulo 9 Electric I 

~ 
Juris Jurfs 

Line Account Per Books Rate Case Adjuoted Factor Juris Adjuoted 
No. No. Description Test Year Ad I Balanco n Allocator Balance 

! 
""i75 576.000 Transmission Malnlenance·Comp 0 0 0 01 54.6841% 0 

176 TOTAL MAINTENANCE· TRANSMISSION 3 903 968 0 3 903 968 2.134.850 

1n TOTAL TRANSMISSION .EXPENSES 58.588.416 0 68.688.416 ~2,0~~,646 

178 OISTRIBUTION .EXPENSES 

179 OPERATION· OIST. EXPENSES 
180 580.000 DlstrtbuUon OperaUon -Supr & Engineering 3,388,754 0 3,386,764 DlsiPII 54.8027% 1,859,419 
181 581.000 DlsllfbUUon OperaUon- Load Dispatching 7-45,845 0 745,845 Dis! PI! 54.S027% 409,.489 
182 682.000 DfstJ1bUUon Opemlk>n • S!aUon Expense 184,762 0 184,782 362 59 • .C954% 109,92S 
103 583.000 D/st OperaUon Overhead Une Expanse 1,774,487 0 1,n4,4B7 365 54.7B06fo 972,075 
184 584.000 Dlst Opecauon Underground line Expense 2,397,425 0 2,397,425 367 52.3267% 1,254,470 
185 685.000 Dlstrb OperStreel Ughl& Signal Expense 27,945 0 27,945 373 33.2956% 9,30~ 
186 588.000 Dlstnbul1on OperaUon Meter Expense 1,947,441 0 1,947,441 370 63.6023'/a 1,047,768 
187 587.000 Dlstrb OperaUon Customer Install Expense 20ll,363 0 258,383 371 74.4668~ 190,957 
188 688,000 Dlst Operation Mlsd OlstrlbuUon Expense 15,306,056 0 16,308,058 Dis! PI! 54.9027% 8,403,438 
189 689.000 DlsbibuiJon Operations Rents 78660 0 78880 DlslPII 64.9027% 43188 
190 TOTAL OPERATION· DIST. EXPENSES 2G.105J39 0 26.105.738 14130D,031 

191 MAINTENANCe· OISTRIB. EXPENSES 
192 590.1JOD OlsfribuUon Malnt·Suprv & Engineering 182,247 0 182,247 PlslPil 64,9027% 100.058 
193 591.000 OlstrlbuUon Malnlenance--Structures 620,956 0 620,956 381 49.11(968% 267,657 
194 592.000 Dlsbibullon Maintenance-Station Equipment 773,396 0 773,396 382 89.4964% ~60,135 
195 593.000 DJslribuliOfl Matntenance-Ovarhead lines 20,902,070 il 20,982,070 386 54.7806% 11,494,104 
196 693.000 OH·Conductor/Oevlc (100% MOl 0 0 0 100%MO 100.0000% 0 
197 594,000 Olslrfb Malni·Malntenance Underground 1,460,601 0 1,460,601 387 52.32671> 784,270 
198 595.000 Dlslrfb Mafnt·Malntenanee Une Tmnsfofmer 316,440. 0 316,«0 388 67.8798% 181,944 

l 199 696,000 Olslrjb Matnt· Maltllananca S! Ugh\s/Signal 1,185,694 0 1,165,694 373 33.2058% 394,851 
200 · 697,000 Dlsllfb Malnt-Malnlenance of Meters. 362,232 0 382,232 370 53.8023% - 205,660 

) 201 698.000 Dla11ib Malnt·MalnlMisd DlsttibuUon Plant 1706392 0 1708 392 Dlsl Pll 54.9027% 936 655 
202 TOTAl. MAINTENANCE· DISmiB. 27,609,229 0. 2L§09~229 14,795,724 

203 TOTAL DISTRIBUTION eXPENSES 53,614,967 0 63.614.967 29.095,766 

204 CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS EXPENSE 
206 901,000 CustAcet..Supcv Meter Read CoHecUon 1,123,118 0 1,123,118 C2 62.7019% 691,805 
208 902.000 Cust Accts Meter Reading Expanse 4,319,765 0 4,319,765 C2 62.7019% 2,276,598 
207 903,000 Customer Aec1s Records and conecUon 12,873,731 0 12,973,731 C2 62.7019% 6,784,701 
208 903.000 Cus!Acels·lnterest on Deposits- MO 0 149,310 149,310 100%MO 100.0000% 149,310 
209 903.000 CUstAccts·lnterest <m Deposits- KS 0 2,470 2,470 100'/o KS 0.0000% 0 
210 90-4.000 UncoUactible Accounls·MO 100% 0 6,960,627 5,960,527 100%MO 100.0000% 5,980,627 
211 904.000 UncolleellbleAccts·KS 100% 0 2, .. 91,350 2, .. 91,350 100%KS 0.0000% 0 
212 905.000 Miscellaneous Customer Accts Expense 8941377 1,189,322 2,083,899 C2 62.7019% 1098149· 
213 TOTAL CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS 19.210,991 9J92,979 29,003.970 16,8611190 

214 . CUSTOME!l SERVICE & INFO .EXP 
216 907.000 Customer ServJee Suprv 72,437 0 72,437 C2 62.7019%. 38,176 
218 908.000 Customer Assistance Expense 
217 Customer Assistance Exp--100% MO 6,891,718 0 6,891,716 100%MO 100.0(){)0% 6,891,718 
218 Customer Assl~tatJce Exp-100% KS 4,07~.208 0 4,074,208 100%KS O.OOOOo/. 0 
219 Customer Asslslanca Expense-Allocaled 1,242,582 0 1,242,582 C2 62.7019% 854,854 
220 So8.ooo Pubnc lnronnau.n 0 0 0 C2 52.7019% 0 
221 909.000 Inronnallon and lnstnk:tlon AdverUslng 
222 lntormaUon and lnstrueiJon Advertising 197,860 0 197,860 C1 62.7024% 104,272 
223 Inform & lnslruct1 Advertis~ 100% MO 60,988 0 60,986 100%MO 100.0000% 50,988 
224 910.000 Mise Customer Aecounls and info EXP 
225 Wsc Cost Accts & Info Exp-ARocaled 1,055,733 0 1,055,733 C2 52.7019% 658,391 
228 Mise Cus!Accls &lnro l!xp~100% MO 1 073 737 0 1 073737 100% MD 100.0000% 1 073 737 
227 TOTAL CUSTOMER SERVICE & INFO 13.6591229 0 13.659.229 8.370,132 

228 SALES .EXPENSES 
229 911.000 Sales Supervision 3 0 3 C1 52.7024% 1 
230 912,000 Sales Oemo'natraUon and Selling 358,973 0 358,973 C2 62.7019% 189,186 
231 913.C:lOD Sales Advertising Expense 0 0 0 C1 52.7024% 0 
232 918.000 Mlseellaneou' Sales Expense 83,560 0 63,660 C1 52.7024% 33,497 

' lno Slmi·Rev 08oM • Sch 9 
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Kansas City Powor & Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12131/2013 

12 Month Revonues and 0 & M Exponsos. Schedule 9 Eleclrtc 
Juris Jurts 

Uno Account Peraooks Rate Case AdJusted Factor Juris 
~ No. 

233 

234 ADMIN. & GENERAL EXP~NSES 

235 OP~RATlON •ADMIN, & GENERAL.~XP 
236 920.000 Admin & Gen·AdmlnlstraUve Salaries 
237 Mrnln & Gen·Admln Salaries ~Allocated 39,t70,336 0 39,170,336 Sai&Wg 54.72t9% 21,434,752 
236 Mmln & Gen·Admln. Satarles·100% MO t,209,00t 0 t,209,00t 100% MO 100.0000% t,209,00t 
239 Admin & Gen- Admin. Salartes-100% Ks 1,893,050 0 1,893,050 100% KS 0.0900% 0 
2~0 921.000 Admin a General Off SUJ)ply 
241 Admin & General Off Sup~y·Allocated (1 ,393,242) 0 (1,393,242) E2 67.6183% (80t,369) 
242 Admin & General Off Supply· tOO% MO 0 0 0 100%MO tOO,OOOO% 0 
243 Admin & General OffSupply-100% KS 11,335 0 11,335 100%KS 0,0000% 0 
244 SetUement .. Mise Issues for ER-2010· 0 0 0 E2 61,5183% 0 
245 922.000 Admin Expense TraneferCredtt (4,666,954) 0 (4,656,954) E2 67.6183% (2,684,353) 
2~6 923.000 Oulslde Servlcas Employed 
247 Outside Services EmpJoyed.AJiocaled 9,398,689 0 9,398,689 E2 57,6183% 5,406,081 
2~6 OutsldeServlces-100% MO 2,1t4,420 0 2,114.~20 100%MO 100.0000% 2,114,420 
249 Outside SeMees-100o/t Ks 936,132 0 936,t32 100%KS 0.0000% 0 
260 924.0<lO Property Insurance 4,619,477 . o. -4,619,477 PTD 55.1166% 2,64~099 
25t 925.000 InJuries and Damages . 7,214,674 0 7,214,674 Sai&Wg 54.7219% 3,948,007 
252 926.000 Employee Pensions and Benefits " 
253 Employee Pensions 46,753,451 0 48,753,461 Sai&Wg 64.72t9% 26,6S4,377 
254 ~mployoo OP~B 7,839,169 0 7,839,169 Sai&Wg 54.7219% 4,269,742 
255 Empl Bon·OPEB·MO 0 0 0 100%MO 100.0000% 0 
256 Empt Ben-OPEB·KS 0 0 0 100%KS 0,0000% 0 
267 Other MlsceUaneous Employee Benefits 16,259,394 0 16,259,394 Sai&Wg 64,7219% 8,350,230 

,258 927.000 Franehlsa Requirements 0 0 0 Ct 62.7024% 0 
259 928.000 Regulalory Comm EXJ) • 
260 Regulatory COmm Exp-FERC Aument 1, 169,07.6 . 0 1,t69,076 ~1 67.4022% 67t,075 
26t Reg Comm Expo MPSC A&Smni·IOO% MO 1,268,327 0 1,268,327 tOO%MO 100,0000% 1,25~327 
262 Reg Comm Exp- KCCAssmnt-100% KS 935,154 0 936,15'1 100% KS O.OOUO'fo ·--·o 
253 Reg Comm Exp- MO Procee<llng tOO% MO 2,843,709 0 2,843,709 tOO% MO 100.0000% 2,843,709 
254 Reg Comm Exp- KS Proceeding 100% KS 2,558,438 0 2,656,438 tOO% KS 0.0000% 0 
266 ' Re<1 Comm Exp· FERC Proc.«!· Allocaled 437,392 0 437,392 Et 57A022o/o 25t,073 
256 Regulatory Comm Expense- FERC 0 0 0 NonJuriWh 0,0900% 0 
267 Load Research E:xpenses-100% to MO 0 0 0 100% MO 100.0000% 0 
266 Miscellaneous Regulatory Flllngs/ExJ)ense 0 0 0 Ot 64.664t% 0 
269 929.000 OupUcate Charges-Credit (12,667) 0 (12,687) PTD 65.1166% (6,993) 
270 930.100 General Advertising Expen5e 
271 General AdvertJslng Expense· AJJoeated 22,273 0 22,273 Ct 62.702~% 1t,739 
272 General Advertising Expense ·100% MO 0 0 0 100%MO 100.0000% 0 
273 930.200 Mlscellatle¢US General Expense 6,584,432 0 5,584,432 E2 67.6183'1o 3,212,070 
274 931.000 Admin & General ExJ)Einse-Renls·AIIocated 6,466,10t 0 M66,10t E2 57.5163% 3,165,512 
276 Admin a General Expense-Rents· tOO% Mo (324,643) 0 (324,843) 100%MO tOO.OOOO% (324,543) 
276 Admin & General ExPense-Rents'· tOO% Ks (242,160) 0 (242,160) tOO% KS 0.0000% 0 
277 933,000 Transportauon Expen5e 0 (t60,568) {180,668) DlstPit 64.i027% (68,156) 

~ 276 TOTAL OPERATION· ADMIN, & 1ti0,082.34G (160,568) 149,921,778 82,390,50t 
I 

279 MAINT, ADMIN. & GENERAL EXP 
260 935.000 Maintenance Of General Plant 5 675250 0 5676 260 PTO 55.t166% 3,126,005 
281 TOTAL MAINT, ADMIN. & GENERAL EXP 5 676 250 0 5 675 250 3,128,006 

262 TOTAL ADMIN. & GENERAL EXPENS~S 1!6,757,696 (160,6681 166,697,026 §6,§j8,606 

283 TOTAL ELEC OPER & MAINT EXP 960,427.ll59 9,644,954 960,072,8t3 538.959.SC6 

284 OEPRECIAT1011 EXPENSE Bli!nded 

~ 
265 403,000 DepredaUon Expense, Oep. Exp. tB0,092,967 4,849,600 t84,942,5B7 54,8665% 10t,47t,666 
268 703.001 Olher DeprecJaUan 0 0 0 

~ 
267 TOTAL CEPRECII\TlON EXPENS~ 180,092,987 4,849.600 184,942,567 10t,471,586 

266 AMORTIZATION EXPENSE 

! 269 704.000 AmorU:a.Uoo of Umlted Term Plant- 1,669,888 0 t,569,686 · Blended 64.8665% 681,234 
290 705.000 AmorUzaUon of Other Plant t8,293,263 269,697 16,582,980 Blended 64.8665% 9,098,507 

Inc Slmi·Rev O&M ·Sell 9 
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~ Kansas City Power & Light Company 

~~ 2013 Surveillance 

~ 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12131/2013 .. 
12 Month Revenues and 0 & M Expenses· Schedule 9 

.~ 
Line Account I 

~ 
No. No. Des 

291 705,001 AmortlzaUon·Non·PI 
292 705.001 Amort·lal Reg Asset & Oth Non·Piant ~ MO 

~ 
293 705.001 Amort·lal Reg Asset & Olh Non·Pianl· KS 
294 705,0Dx Amortlz of Unrecovered Reserve·KS 

! 
295 707.400 Regulatory Credits 
296 711.100 AccrcUon Exp-Asset ReUrement Obl'fgaUon 
297 711.000 WliledOYm·CmJsslons Allowance Uab·Whsl 
290 TOTAL AMORTIZATION EXPENSE 

299 OTHER OPERATING EXPENSES 
300 708.1:« Taxes Other lllan Income Taxes·Affocated 
301 708.12.'< Property Tax 
302 PayroU TaXt Inc! Unemp:Oyment 
303 Other Mlscellaneo!Js Taxes 
304 708.130 GroSs Re~lpts Tax·100% MO 
305 706.110 KCMO City Eomlngs Tox-100% MO 
306 TOTAL OTHER OPERATING EXPENSES 

307 TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSE 

·308 NET INCOME BEFORE TAXES 

309 INCOMETAXES 
310 709.100 Current Income Taxes 
311 TOTAL CURRENTINCOME TAXES 

312 710 & 71' DEFERRED INCOME TAXES 

i 

313 Deferred IncOme Taxes· Def,lnc. Tax. 
·314 Amortl.zaUon of oererred lTC 
316 Amort ol Excess oererred Income Taxes 
316 Amort Ot prfor deferred taxes•Basls 
317 Am crt of R&D Credits 
318 Amortizallon or Cost of Removaf·ER-.2007 .. 
319 TOTAL DEFERRED INCOME TAXES 
320 
321 TOTAL INCOME TAXES 
322 
323 NET OPERA liNG INCOME 

2013 KCPL·MO Surveillance 

Per Books 

1,009,030 0 
74,617 0 

0 (1,661,925) (1,661,925) 
(9,347,570) 0 (9,347,676) 
8,479,294 0 8,479,294. 

0 0 0 NonJurM'h O.OOOOVo 0 
1811681538 [1,~!3,!4!} 1618141688 11.068.855_ 

81,446,886 0 61,448,666 PTO 65.1166% 44,890,7$4 
12,457,888 0 12,457,888 . Sal&Wg 54.7219% 6,817,193 

286,161 0 286,161 PTD 55.1166% 167,722 
57,796,658 (57,795,656) 0 100%MO 100.0000% 0 

45,847 (45,847) 0 100% MO 100.0000% 0 
15210321438 [67,841,503! 94.1§:0,935 . 61,865.670 

1,300,721 ,aoo (44.700.7971 1.256,021.003 703,365&18 

370.700,209 <11.22L8391 

{6,318,170} . 68,893 631 
(6,318.170) 18,!93,931 

91,870,068 (50,293,396) 
(751,440). (321,874) 

(736,449) 
(10,880,443) 

(194,111) 0 
354438 0 

91.278.975 (62.232.164) 

84,960,804 [3,338,132} 

28SJ39.10S uq R89.3P7) 

356,472,370 165,099.350 

521575,461 Sch11 18,037.322 
62,576.461 18 037322 

41,576,690 Sch 11 23,342,678 
(1,073,314) Sch 11 (591,674) 

(136,449) Seh 11 (-105,900) 
(10,880,443) Sch11 (5,996,930) 

(194,111) Sch 11 (194,111) 
.354 438 Soh 11 354 438 

29.046,811 16.508,595 
.. 

81.622.272 34.545.918 

27:!,8fi0.098 130,553,432 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 Survelllanco 
Missouri Jurisdiction 

. TY 12131/2013 

~ Detail of Revenue Adjustments 

~ -

~ Account 

' 
ELECTRIC· RETAIL SALES 

~ 
MISSOURI (EXCLUDING GRT) 
GRT IN MO REVENUE 
AMORT OF OSS MARGIN RATE REFUND 

TOTAL MISSOURI 
KANSAS 

TOTAL RETAIL SALES 

MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 
450 Forfelied Dlscounls- MO 

Forfeited Dlscounls - KS 
451 Miscellaneous Services- MO 

Miscellaneous SeN Ices ... KS 
Miscellaneous Services· Allocated- Dlst 

454 Rent from Electric Property- MO 
Rent from Electric Property- KS 
Rent from Electric Property- Allocated- Prod 
Rent from Electric Property- Allocated· Trans 
Rent from Electric Property- Allocated - Dlst 

456 Transmission lor others 
Other Elec Revenues - MO 
Other Elec Revenues - KS 
Other Elec Revenues -Allocated - Dtsl 

TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE 

BULK POWER SALES (BPS) 
447 Firm Bulk Sales (Capacity & Fixed) 

Firm Bulk Sales (Energy) 
Other Miscellaneous & Adjustments 
NON-FIRM SALES (MARGIN ON SALES) 
NON-FIRM SALES (COST OF SALES & OlfiER) 

TOTAL BULK POWER SALES 

SALES FOR RESALE (FERC jURIS CUSTj 
447 FERC JURIS WHOLESALE FIRM POWER 

TRANSMISSION FOR FERC WHSLE FIRM POWER 
TOTAL SALES FOR RESALE 

449 BPS IN EXCESS OF 25% with INTEREST 

TOTAL ELEC OPER REV-Adjustments 

2013 KCPL-MO Surveillance 

RemoveGRT 
R·1 

(58,811,991) 

(58,811,991) 

(58,811,991) 

(116,645) 

(116,646) 

0 

0 

!68,928,636) 

Out-of-period-
Hems- Revenue Tolal by 

R-11 Account 

0 
(58,811,991) 

0 
0 (58,611,991) 

0 
0 158,811,991) 

(116,645) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 (116,646) 

0 0 
0 0 

0 
0 
0 

0 0 

0 
0 

0 0 

0 

0 (5~,928,636) 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
lY 12131/2013 

Income Tax ·Schedule 11 

Line 
No. Line Oosorletlon 

A 
Net Income Borore Taxes (Sch 9} 

2 Add to Net Income Before TaKas: 
3 Deprocfatl011 Exp 
4 Plant AmottizaUon Exp 
5 Amor1fzaUon of Unrecovered Reserve on General Plt·KS 
6 Book Nuclear Fuel Amor1izalion 
7 Transp & Unil Train Depr·Ciosrfng (a) 
8 SOo/. Meals & Enlortainment 
9 Total 

10 Subttacl from Hoi Income Before T1xes: 
11 lnleresl Exponas 
12 IRS Tax Retum Depreclatlon 
13 IRS Tax Relum PlantAmor11zallon 
14 IRS Tox Return Nucloar Amortilatlon 
15 Employee 401k ESOP Deduction 
16 IRC Secllon 199 Dome sUe Production AcliviUos 
n·. Total 

16 Not Taxable Income 

19 Provision for Federallncomo Tox: 
20 Net Taxable Income 
21 Deducl Stole Income Tax@ 100.0% 
22 Deduct Clly Income Tax 
23 Fedora! Taxable Income 

24 Federal Tax Be fora Tax Credlls 
25 less Tax Credlla: 
26 Wind Tax Credit 
27 Research and oovelopmont Tax Credit 
28 Fuels Tax Credit 
29 Total Federal Tax 

30 · Provision for State Income Tax: 
31 Net Taxable Income 
32 Deduct Foderallncome Tax@ 60.0% 
33 · Deduct City Income Tax 
34 Slate Jurfsdlc\/onel Taxable Income 

35 Total State Tax 

36 Provision for City Income Tax: 
37 Net Taxeblo Income 

38 To~ I City Tax 

39 Effective Tax rate before Tax Cr and Earnings Ti!X 

~0 Summary of Provision for Cunent Income Tax: 
41 Federal Income Tax 
42 State Income Tax 
43 City Income Tax 
44 Total Provision for Current tncomo Tex 

2013 KCPL-MO Surveillance 

Total Company Juris Juris 
flalanco • Factor# Allocator • 

356,472,370 

18~,942,667 
18,152,666 

1,601,925 100% KS 
22,763,797 

(148,033) 
1.045,:m Sai&Wg 

226,418,201 

118,362,377 
267,723,349 PTD 

8,350,607 PTD 
22,696,472 E1 

2,700,000 Sai&Wg 
0 01 

41117521805 

187,137,767 
9,087,099 

0 
15&,050,666 

55,317,734 

(11,053,018) Ef 
(700,000} E1 
~E1 

43.488;362 

167,137,767 
21,744,181 

0 
145,393,686 

9,067,099 

167,137,767 

0 

38.39% 

43,488,362 
9,067,099 

0 
62,575,461 

0.0000% 

64.7219% 

65.1168o/o 
55.1168~. 

57.4022% 
54.7219% 
64.684Wo 

57,4022% 
57.4022'/o 
57.4022% 

Tax 
Rata 
B 

6.26% 

3s.ow. 

17.50% 

8.26% 

0.00% 

(Jurisdictional) 
Adjusted with 

7.71.8'/t 
Return 

c 
165,0991350 

101,471,568 
9,959,741 

0 
13,086,920 
1,429,584 

671.995 
12M99.626 

61 ,779,360 
147,660,007 

3,500,239 
12,970,872 
1.477.491 

0 
22712671969 

64.311 .207 

64,311,207 
3,567,261 

0 
60,7.C3,946 

21,280,381 

(6,344,675) 
(401 ,816) 
(43,829) 

14.470,061 

64,311,207 
7,235,031 

0 
57,076.176 

3A§Z..261 

64,311,207 

0 

38.39o/o 

14,470,061 
3,667,261 

0 
18.037,322 

Income Tax - Soh 11 
Page 33 of 43 

Schedule CGF-s11 Page 35 of 45 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12/31/2013 

lnoorno Tax. Schedule 11 

Line 
No. Line DescriB_tlon 
45 Cofeued lncomo Taxes: 
46 Deferred Income Taxe!l. Excess IRS Tax over Tax SL 
47 Amortlzatlon of Deferred lTC 
-4B Amort of Excess Deferred Income Taxes (ARAM) 
49 Amort. of Ptior Oefarted laxes ·Turnaround of Book/Tax 

Basis Differences 
50 AmortlzatlOn of R&D Credits 
51 AmortizaUon of Cost of RemovaJ.ER-2007..0291 
52 Total Deferred Income Tax Expense 

53 Total Income Tax 

S4 (a} Percent of vehicle deprelearlng to O&M 

55 EffecUYe Tax·Rate excluding City Earnings Taxes .. MO Jurfs 

lnlerest Expense Proof: 

• As Needed 

2013 KCPL-MO Surveillance 

Tolal Company Juris Juris 
Balance • Factor'#f Allocator' 

411,578,690 See Computation Below 
.(1,073,314) PTD 55.1166% 

(736.449) PTD 55.1166% 
(10,880,443) PTD 55.1166% 

(194, 111) 100% MO 100.0000% 
354,438 100'/., MO 100.0000% 

29,046.611 

81.622...ll£ 

36.3900% 

Tax 
Rafo 

64.160% 

Total Rate Base (Sch. 2) 
X Wid Cos1 or Debt 

ln1erest Exp 
Less: lnlerest Expense from line 7 

Difference 

(Jurisdictional) 
Adjuslod wl1h 

7.718~. 

Rofurn 

23,342,678 
(591,574) 
(405,906) 

(6,996,930) 

(194,111) 
354,438. 

16,508,~,595 

. 34,545,918 

38.3900% 

2,1.29,955,525 
2,901% 

fl1,779,360 
61.779~ 

0 

lncome Tax- Sch 11 
Page 34 of 43 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12/31/2013 

lncomo Tax- Schodule 11 

Llno 
No. 

Total Company Juris Juris 
Ltne Oescrf,gUon Balance • Factor# Allocator"' 

Computatfon of Line 43 Above: 

S!ralght line Tax DepreclaUon: 
56 Annualize<! Book Depredalion {Scll6) 
57 Amortlz of Unrecovered ReseNe on General Plt·KS 
56 To!al Slra!ght Line Tax DeprecfaUon 

59 Straight Uno Tax RaUo 

SO Stcalght Lfne Tax OopreclaUon 

Daferred Income Taxes • Excess IRS Tax over Tax SL: 

184,942,567 
1,661,925 10011 KS 

186,604,492 

80.97% 

151.094.030 

61 IRS TaxRalum Depreclallon 267,723,349 
62 less: Tax Straight Line Depreciation 1tH,094,030 
63 Excess IRS Tax Depr ovor Tax SL Oepr 116,6291319 

64 IRS Tax Relum Plant AmortizaUon 
65 Loss: iax Straight Line AmorUzaUon 
66 Excess IRS Tax Amort over Tax SL Amort 

67 IRS Tax Return Nuclear Amortizalion 
68 Less: Tax ${1afghl Line Nuclear Amort 
69. Excen IRS Tax Nuclear Amort overTax SL Nuclear Amort 

70 To!al Timing Differences 

71 Effective Tax rate 

72 Deferred Income Taxes .. Exceu IRS Tax over Tax SL 

2013 KCPL·MO Surveillance 

6,350,607 
14,511,767 PTD 
{8,161,160) 

22,696,472 
22.763,797 E1 

(167,325) 

108,300,834 

38,39Y~ 

41,576,690 

0.0000%. 

56.1185% 

57.4022% 

Tax 
Rate 

7.718'.4 
Retum 

101!"171,586 
0 

101,471,586 

80.97% 

82.161.74:6 

147,560,007 
82,161,748 
65,398,262 

3,500,239 
7.L998,393 

(4,498,154) 

12,970,872 
13.066,920 

(98,048) 

60,804,05.9 

38.39% 

23j,~42,678 

Income Tax- Sch 11 
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Kansas Oily Power & Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12/31/2013 

Working Capital· Schedule 12 
DlrecUUpdale 

/True UP 
Line Account Adjusted 
No. No. Descrlettott Balance 

A. B E 

1 151 FUEL INVENTORY • RB•74 
2 Coet ~2,898,788 

3 011 7,395,2~6 

4 Llme/Unestona 303,759 
5 Ammonia 194,112 
6 Powder Actlvaled Carbon 170.075 
7 FOSSIL FUELS 50,961,960 
8 
9 120 NUCLEAR FUEL IN REACTOR· RB·75 
10 Fuel w/o MO Gross AFUDC 217,165.297 
11 less Accum Prov for Amort (161,36M63l 
12 TOTAL NUCLEAR FUEL IN REACTOR 55,799,634 
13 
H TOTAL FUEL INVENTORY _ _j(I6,761,8H 
15 
16 154 & 163 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES • RB-72 
17 Fossil Genetallon Refaled M&S 67,349,033 
18 Wol/ Creek Relaled M&S 34,127,771 
t9 T&D Related M&S • MO 155,056 
20 T&D Related M&S ··KS 75,248 
21 T&D Related M&S ·ALLOCATED 6,626,126 
22 Wind Genoratlon Related M&S 0 
23 Miscellaneous Other 0 
2~ TOTAL MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 108,333,234 -
25 
26 165 PREPAYMENTS •RB·~O (excl GRT) 
27 GRTTaxos 0 
28 Genemllnsurance 5,230,997 
29 Poslage 197,908 
30 Other 3,-431,312 
31 Wolf Creek General Insurance 1,761,484 
32 - TOTAL PREPAYMENTS 10,621,701 
33 
34 WORKING CAPITAL, exol Caoh -· 

225,716,7~9 
35 
36 CASH WORKING CAPITAL· Sch 8 
37 
38 TOTAL WORKING CAPITAL 

2013 KCPL-MO Surveillance 

Juris 
Factor Juris 

' Allocator 
F G 

E1 57.4022% 
E1 57.4022% 
E1 57.'1022%. 
El 57;4022% 
E1 57.4022% 

El 57.4022% 
E1 57.4022% 

D1 54.684t% 
01 54.6841% 

100% MO 100.0000% 
100% KS 0.0000% 

PTO 55.1166% 
01 54.6841% 

PTD 55.1166% 

100%MO 100.0000% 
PTO 55.1166%. 
C2 52.7019% 
01 64-6841% 
01 54.6841% 

Juris 
Adjusted 
Balance 

H 

24,62",848 
~.245,034 

174,38~ 

111,425 
97,627 

29,253,298 

124,657,658 
(92,827 ,326) 
32,030,332 

61,283,630 

36,829,213 
18,862,464 

155,056 
0 

3,652,095 
0 
0 

69,298,828 

0 
2,683,148 

104,301 
1,876,382 

963,252. 
6,827,083 

126,409,541 

(49,375,616) 

77,033,925 

Woil<lng Capllal· Sch 12 
Pago 36 of 43 

Schedule CGF·s11 Page 38 of 45 
I 



I 
~-

~ 
I~ 
r~ 
~~ 
I~ 
~ .. 
I·' 
I~ 
~ 
~~-
~ ,. 
I' .. 
I·' 
I~ 
I~ 
I-, 
I' 
I~ 
• 
1-' 

~ 
I~ 
~ 
t. 
~ 
b 
I 
, .. 
;-' .. 
1_...' 

I~ 
~, 

b 

~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 

~ 

~ 
~ 

~ 

) 

~ 

Ken• at City Pilwcr & Ught Company 
.2013 survelllanu 
MlssoutiJurisdlcUon 
TY 121311.20U. 

Accumulated Dtrerred Income Tax. h.1u1arves • Schtdule 13 

UNE At~:~olllll 

NO. • •• Une DncrfeUon 
A B 

I I !XI ACCT 190 ACCUM DEFERRED TAX 
2 ""'' 3 Net {)f)era&\g Los' 

• Vacallotl & Olher Saklrles & Wegos NQr; 
6 Advol1b..,g 
0 NudearFucl 
7 TOTAt..ACCTUO 
8 

• 281 ACCELERATf!OAMORilZA.nON 
10 
11 262 UBERAUZEDDEPRECIATfON 
12 MolholfA..l'e Oepredatlon ~Non WoN Creek 
13 Mtthod.U'o Oepredal!oo a Wo't Cleek 
1< NudeBtFuel 
15 
16 TOTAL UBERALtzeD OI!PhEClATION 
17 
18 ACCUM OIT ON BASIS DIFFERENCES 
19 Gross AFUDC • WolfCroek Oonllruc!Soo 
20 AFUDC Dob11Cap lnt- W/0 Fuel t.: WoY Creek Cons It 
21 AFUOC Dtbt .. NUde lit Fuel 
22 Conlr'Riu~s In Akl of Coos INc~ 
23 Rep11Y Mowan~ .. Rep at- Expense· WrJI Creek 
25 Rep .!It' E!'xpen!e ·Production 
26 Pensions Ca~r.zed • A!JsJgned 
27 Pcns1ons capMS:ted • JI.JbeaJ.ed 
29 Payroll Tox Capltarszed ·Assigned 
29 Payroll Ta• Capltalb.ed ~A'Iouted 
3D Ptop Tnx CapRshed • AssJgned. Wf;~ Cn:~k 
31 Ptop Tax CapR.aUed aAstlgnad 
32 Prop Tex Caplldred- Allocale<f • WO'lCred; 

. "33 Prop TaxCapRtl.ted. Al!aca.lad 
3< Heaftl16 Wcrarc Capii.Blllet:l 
35 MSCOI~O ·Strategic lnltJatfvo C;pita&zod 
35 OlherMiseei.!Mous 
37 TOTAL ACCUM otT ON BASIS DIFFERENCES 
38 
39 TOTAL ACCT 212 
•o ., 283 MISC DEFERRED INCOME TAX {RAUBASE FTEMS) 
42 Prior Yea,., Depr AOJ & Olh.ttTolaiPiant ., S0.2:Ernlulotu&OiherEI Aloe .. Postrollremenl BeneMs & Othor'Salartu t.: Wages .. Customer Oemettd Pl'O'il' & Olhar 100% MO 

•• Clls!l:merDemand Prog &Oih~r100% KS 
~7 TOTA\.ACCT 2113 
<8 

•• TOTAL ACCUMULATeD DI!FEAAEDTAXES 

2013 KCPL·MO Slltllt!artca 

ToldComp 
Flntneltl 

c 

0 
{1o,.4J7,J34) 
(f0,-405,926) 

0 
0 

(80,8,3,310) 

0 

658,9~9.908 
145,730,.(88 

321,4« • 

1!03,001,8.(0 

19,US,S99 
(11,632,206) 

0 
(26,006,048) 
51,952,""' 
44,713,485 

117.12.8,761 
414,697 

:134,003 

2t291,t09 

-42,394 
250,857 

43943321 
2.(0.49e.71B 

f ,0.43 • .(98.558 

(6,615,910) 
·11.«9,723 
{7,092,838) 
27,014,772 

fS97A96l 
2-4.0581-450 

- 988.7_13.698 

Jurit ,. .. 
ruteCue Total Cornp Faelot Juri' I Ad)u1l1d 

Ad] Jurfa ' Al!oe,ator Eh!IMD 
D .. F G H 

0 0 PTO 55.1166~il 0 
869,168 (69,5<8,216) PTD 65.1166% (38 .... 3.635) 

3,170,832 (7,235.094) .... Wg 84.7219% (3,959,161) 
0 0 100% MO 100.0000% 0 
0 0 E1 67.-1022.% 0 

•4.0-(01000 Q6,803,310) (42.302,816) 

0 0 01 64.6841% 0 

<49,266,960 i'03,206,86S 01 &4.68-4f% 388,182,870 
(9,788,747) 135,941,7-41 01 04.68Wh 74,~G,5f8 

(<,21<) 317,2;]0 El &7.4022:% 182,091 

39,-463,999 0:.2,465 639 "60.703.46-4 

(649,076) 18.-416,623 1~ MO 100.0000% 18,416,&23 
(178,70<) (11.811.000) 01 04.6$41% (~<58.739) 

0 0 E1 67A02l% 0 
( .. 3.656) (28.652,202) 01 04.6$4(% (15.806,199) 

2,427,400 64,379,644 01 61.6841~ 29,737,128 
(700.516) 44,012,&70 01 £.4.6841% 24.068,097 
.877)170 11a.ooo.~:u 01 &4.6641% 6-4,530,700 
216,875 630A72 100% MO 100.000'0% 830,>47.2: 

0 01 61.6841% 0 
163,328 -4SM31 t00%MO 100.00:10% ~90,131 

0 01 64,6M1% 0 
0 100!:4. MO 100.0000% 0 

(.(63,523) 1.827..586 100%MO 100.0000!~ 1,627,566 
0 01 54.68.(1% 0 

1,380.550 1,422,953 01 &4.68Wl4 718,129 
7~.245 324,102 01 84.6841% 177,232 

0 100% MO 100.f>OOO% .0 
f20528U 43,738,03-4 01 64.68.41% 2~9177M 

2,297,126 2-421793,8« 1-42',454.911 

.o41.7GI.f26 1.()85.259,6_&3 ~G03.158,395 

68,738 (6,529,172) 
(160,112) 11,299,811 

8.355,468 1,282,831 
(354,176] 26,680,594 
697.496 0 

e,8a5.413 32.69:31663 

15-4,438.638 1.041.160,136 

01 54.68-41% {3,570,419) 
El 57,<1022% 6,.(86,225 

Sai&Wm 04.7219% 691,045 
100% MO 100.0000% 28,660,fi9.f 
1QOI'.4 KS 0.0000¥. 0 

oo.2e1.~ 

li91.t23.02-4 

DefT ax Reserve .. Sd\ 13 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 SUiveillance . 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TV 12131/2013 

Capital Structure 

Line 
No. Description 

A 
1 long-Term Debt 

2 Preference Stock 

3 Common Equity 

4 OVerall Cost of Capital 

Actual Earned Return on Equity 
5 long-Term Debt 

S _ Preference stock 

Actual 
at 12-31-2012 Percent 

B c - 2,244,098 50.024% 

- 24,886 0.555% 

- 2,217.050 49.421% 

~486,034 100.000% 

2,244,098 50.024% 

24,886 0.555% 

Required Weighted 
Return Return 

D E 
5.7983% 2.9005%-

4.2913% 0.0238%-

9.7000% 4.7939%-

I _7,7_182%1 

5.7983% 2.9005% 

4.2913% 0.0238% 

7 Common Equity 2,217,050 49.421%!-. -6.4853%J 32051% 

8 Overall Cost of Capital 4,486,034 100.000% ,- 6.1294%) 

2013 KCPL-MO Surveillance 

==>Return on Equity -Per ER-2012-174 

=>Return on Investment 

=>Return on Equity -As Earned during 2013. 

=>Return on Investment 

Cap Structure 
Page38 of 43 
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· Kansas City Powor & Light Company 
2013 Surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 1:!/3112013 

Rate Case UUIIty Allocation Factors 

Jurisdiction Factors 

100%MO Mlssoud Jurisdk:flonal 
100%KS Kansas Jul1sdlcllonaJ 

NonJur/Wh Non Jurisdicllonalivvh"'esafe 
01 01 -Demand (Capaclly) Faclor 
E1 Ef ·Energy Factor with losses (E1) 
E2 1:2 ·Energy Factorv.ilhout Losses (S2) 
C1 C1· Customer .. Elcc (Retail only} (C1} 
C2 C2 ·Customer .. Elec & Wholesale {C2) 

Blended Factors (See Calculation Below} 
Sai&Wg Sal & Wg R Salaries & Wages wfo A&G 

PTD PTO- Prod!Trsm/Disl Plant (excl Gen) 
DlslPII Dlsl Pll· Weighted Situs Basis 

Sftus BasTs Plant used for Olst Dogr BoSG[Y9 

360L 360 • Olst Land 
360LR 36o- Dis! Land Rlghls 
361 361- Oisl S!IUclures & Improvements 
362 362- Distr S!allon Equlpmenl 

362Com 362 • O!Str Slallon Equfp·Communlcalion 
364 364- Olst Potes, TOViers & Fixtures 
365 365 ~ Disl Overhead Conductor 
366 366- Olst Underground Circuils 
367 367- Dlst Underground Conduct & Devices 
368 388 - D/sl Une Transformers 
369 3G9- Dis! Services 
370 :170 .. QJstMeters 
371 371 • Dlst Customer Premlso lnstaUations 
373 373 .. Oist Street Ughls & Traffic Signals 

Calc of PTO Allocation Factor 
Total Production Plant 
Total Transmission Plant 
Total DlstnDuUOn PJ&.nt 

Total Prod, Transm & Olst Plant 

ToloJ PTDisl PJioeaUon Faclor 

Calculation of Salaries and Wages Allocation Factor 
Elac Oper & Mtce Labor 

ProducUon .. Demand Related 
ProducUon ·Energy Related Related 
Tmm~mlsslon 

Dl•lrlbullon 
Customer Aecounts 
Customer Services 
Sales 

Subtotal Sal11rles & Wages W/0 A&G 

AdministtaUve & General 

TOTAL LABOR 

2013 KCPL·MO Survaillllilce 

Jurisdictional Allocators 
MO Rolall KSRelsll 

100.0000% 0,0000% 
0.0000% 100.0000% 
0.0000% 0.0000% 

54.6841 ,., 45.0782% 
57.4022% 42.3653% 
57.5163% -42.2493% 
52.7024% ;17.1976% 
52.7019% 47.2972% 

MO KS&Wh•l 
64.7219% 45.2761% 
65.1166% 44.6834% 
64.9027% 45.0973% 

MO Relall KS Relall 

43,7101 % 56,2899% 
58.3311 % 41,6689% 
.49.4988% 60,5032% 
69.4954 'Yo 40,60~6% 

54.9208% 45.0794% 
64.6195% <45.3805% 
54.7800% 45.2194 v~ 
68.1357% 41.8643% 
52.3257% 47.6743 Ya 
67.6796% 42.3204% 
51.4020% 48.5980% 
53.8023 'k 46.1977% 
7~.4868% 25.5132 'lo 
33.295&% 66.70441% 

Per Schedule 3 
Total Adj Plant. MO Juri a 

5,285,617,074 2,9!18,008,056 

55.li66% 

COSCLAS 
Test Year Labor Fac:tor 

96,241,792 01 
7,671,343 E1 
3,100,78t 01 

23,528,557 Ols!PII 
9,539,707 C2 

841,902 C2 
311.663 C2 

141.435,665 

29,523,048 Sai&Wg 

170,956,713 

Non Jurle/ Tolsl 
Wholesale 

0.0000% 100.0000% 
0.0000 o/o 100.0000% 

100.0000 o/o 100.0000% 
0.2377% 100.0000% 
0.2325% 100.0000% 
0.2324% 100.0000% 
0.0000% 100.0000% 
0.0009% 100.0000% 

100.0000% 
100.0000% 
100.0000% 

Non Juris 1 
·Wholesale 

o.oooo f~ 100.0000% 
0.0000% 100,0000% 
0.0000% 100,0000% 
0.0000% 100.0000% 
0.0000% 100.0000% 
0,0000% 100.0000% 
0,0000% 100,0000% 
0,0000% 100,0000 ·;~ 
0.0000% 100.0000 o/o 
0.0000% 100,0000% 
0.0000% 100.0000 Yo 
0.0000 °/t 100.0000 'lo 
o.oooo% 100,0000 'Ia 
0,0000% 100.0000% 

Juris Allocator MOJurls 
54.6841% 52,628,958 
5M022% 4,518,324 
54.6841 % 1,695,634 
64,9027% 12,917,813 
52,7019 '.4 5,027,607 
52.7019% ~43,698 

52.7019% 184,210 
54.7219% 77,396,244 

54,7219% 16,155,573 

93,651,817 

Allocallon Facton> 
Page39or 43 

Schedule CGF·s11 Page 41 of 45 
I 



I 

~ 
re~ 

re'' r 
I~ 

~ I ;• 
F 
~· 
r 
~· 

·~ 

I~ 
I• 

c 
I· 
r
~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
~ 
~· 

~ 
~ 
·~ 
~ 
~ 

~ 

~ 
I 

~ 

~ 
~ 
~ 

a 

•. 

Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 Survolllanco 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12131/2013 

Rato.Caso Utility Allocation Factors 

Situs Distribution Allocation Factors 

36000 • Dlsl Land 
38001· Dlsl Land Rlghls 
36100 • Olst Structures & Improvements 
36200 • Olslt Station Equipment 
3620J • Olslr Station Equlp·CommunfcaUon 
36400 • Olst Poles, Ta.vers & F'OOures 
365<10 .. Oist Overhead Conductor 
36600- Dlsl Underground Clrculls 
36700 - Cl!t Undefground Cortduc & Devices 
36800 ~ Dlst Uno Transfoonen~ 
36900 .. Dlsl Services 
37000 .. Olsl Meters 
37100- Dlsl CusiOJ(Ief Premise Jnstaflallons 
37300 .. Dlst Slreel Lights & Ttattio Signals 

Total by Jurisdiction 

Total Dlst Plant· Wolghtod Situs 

2013 KCPL·MO SufVelllance 

Jurisdictional Allocators 

Sch3 
Total Missouri Kansas 

8,167,469 3,570,005 4,597,464 
16,589,190 9,676,655 6,912,534 
12,578,417 6,225,910 6,352,507 

191,546,089 113,961,176 77,584,913 
4,111,289 2,257,9-46 1,853,343 

289,349,912 158,041,363 131,306,529 
225,510,352 123,536,019 101,974,333 
248,355,046 144,362,932 103,972,114 
4~3.252,646 231,g35,257 211,317,369 
269,82~,399 155,533,589 114,190,810 
116,323,178 59,792,485 56,530,693 
97,124,142 52,255,004 44,869,138 
10,885,397 8,10&, 188 2,777,209 
35,956,923 11,972,081 23,964,842 

1,969,574,446 1,081,346,631 888,225,816 

1 ,969,57 4,44 8 _1)181,34 8,631 888,225,816 

Juris Allocators 
Missouri Kansas 
43.7101 % 56.2899% 
58,3311% 41.6669% 
49A9S8 % 50.5032 % 
59,4954 o/o 40,5046 % 
54.9208% 45.0794 % 
54.6195 o/, 45.3805% 
54.780S 11/~ 45.2194% 
58.1357 o/~ 41.6643 ~k 
62.3257 % 47.6743% 
57.6796 % 42.3204 % 
51.<4020% 48.5980 o/o 
53.3023% 46.1977% 
74A868 o/o 25.5132% 
33,29S6 o/o 66.7044% 

54.9027 o/, 45.0973% 

AnocaUon Factors 
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Kansas City Powor & Light Company 
20t3 Surveillance 
Missouri JurJsdlcUon 
1Y 12131/2013 

Aulhorl~ed Depreciation Rates by Jurlsdlcllon 

ACCT. MISSOURI 
NO. DESCR\PilOH JURISDIC110H 

31000 

31100 
31102 
31104 
31106 

31200 
31201 
31202 
31203 
31204 
31205 
31206 

31~00 
31404 
31408 

31500 
31501 
31502 
31504 
31505 
31506 

31600 
31601 
31604 
31605 
31606 

32100 
32101 

32200 
32201 

32300 
32301 

32400 
32401 

32500 
32501 

32801 
32802 
32803 
32804 
32800 

PRODUCTION PLANT 
STCAM 

LAND & LAND RIGHTS 

STRUClURES & IMPROVEMENTS 
STRUCTURES & IMPROVEMENTS· HS 
STRUCTURES & IMPROVEMENTS ·lA TAN 2 
Slruclures & lmprov -I alan 2 • MO Juris Disallow 

BOILER PlANT EQUIPMENT 
UNIT TRAINS 
AQC EQUIPMENT 
BOILER PLANT EQUIPMENT· HS 
BOILER PLANT EQUIPMENT -lA TAN 2 
Boiler Pll Eq ·latan 1 MO Juris Disallow 
Boiler Pll Eq -!alan 2·MO Juris Disallow 

TURBOGENERATOR UNITS 
TURBO GENERATOR UNITS·IATAN 2 
Turilogeneralor·lalan 2·MO Juris Disallow 

ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT 
ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT· H6 
ACC ELEC EQUIP • COMPUTERS 
ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT·IATAN 2 
Acceosory Elec Equip • !alan 1 MO Juris DISallow 
Accessory Elee Equip -I alan 2 MO Juris Disallow 

MISC. POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 
MISC. POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT· H5 
MISC. POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT·IATAN 2 
Mise Pwr Pll Eq ·lalan 1 • MO Jur Disallow 
Mise Pwr Pll Eq ·!alan 2 • MO Jur Olsallow 

NUCLEAR 
STRUClURES & IMPROVEMENTS 
MISSOURI GROSS AFOC 

REACTOR PLANT EQUIPMENT 
MISSOURI GROSS AFDC 

lURBOGENERATOR UNITS 
MISSOURI GROSS AFOC 

ACCESSORY ELECT. EQUIPMENT 
MISSOURI GROSS AFDC 

MISC POWER PLANT EQUIPMENT 
MISSOURI QROSS AFDC 

REGULATORY DISALLOWANCES 
MPSC DISALLOWANCE 
MPSC DISAlLOW. NOT MO JUIRIS 
KCC DISALlOWANCE 
KCC DISALLOW· NOT KS JUIRIS 
MISSOURI GROSS AFDC 

OTHER PRODUCTION PLANT. CT 
LAND ·CT 
LAND RIGHTS· CT 
STRUCTURES~IMPROVEMENTS·CT 
FUEL HOLDERS,PRODUCERS AND ACC • CT 
GENERATORS· CT 

o.mw~ 

3.07% 
1.21% 
Ui2% 
1.52% 

2.88% 
3.16'!. 
O.Wio 
1.21'1. 
1.66% 
2.86% 
1.68% 

3.27~~ 
1.6g% 
1.591.4 

3.87% 
1.03% 
3.871/t 
1.71% 
!),87% 
1.71'h 

2.27% 
o.62Yt 
1.40% 
2.27'/o 
1.<40~, 

1.48Vo 
1.48% 

1.60% 
1.60% 

1.71'/o 
1.71fJ~ 

2.11% 
2.11% 

2.93% 
2.93% 

1.60% 
1.60% 
0.00% 
o.Ooo/, 
1.80% 

O.OO'Yt 
0.(]0% 
2.99% 
3.18% 
3,63% 
2.17'!. 

34000 
34001 
34100 
34200 
34400 
34500 
34600 

ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT· CT 
OTHER PROD·MISC PWR PLT EQUIP· CT 2.27% (a) 

2013 KCPL-MO SurvelllanCI> 
DEPR% 
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Kana as City Power & Light Company 
2013 surveillance 
Missouri Jurisdiction 
TY 12131/2013 

Autllorfzad DapreclaUon Rates by JurlsdlcUon 

ACCT. MISSOURI 
NO. DESCRIPTION JURISDICTION 

OTHER PRODUCTION PLANT· WIND 
34000 LAND·WIND 
34102 STRUCTURES & IMPROVEMENTS· WIND 
34402 GENERATORS· WINO 
34502 ACCESSORY ELECTRIC EQUIPMENT· WIND 
34602 OTHER PROD-MISC PWR PLT EQUIP· WIND 

TRANSMISSION PLANT 
LAND AND LAND RIGHTS 

35000 LAND 
35002 LAND RIG~TS.WOLF CREEK 

36200 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 
35201 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS·WOLF CREEK 
35202 MO GROSSAFDC 

35300 STAT!Otl EQUIPMENT 
35301 STATION EQUIPMENT • WOLF CREEK 
35302 MO GROSS AFDC 
35303 STATION EQUIP· COMMUN EQUIP 

35400 TOWERS AND FIXTURES 

35500 POLES AND FiXTURES 
35501 POLES AND FllmJRES-WOLF CREEK 
35502 MO GROSS AFOC 

35600 OVERHEAD CONDUCTORS AND DEVICES 
35601 OVERHEAD CONDUCTOR & DEVICES·WOLF CREEK 
35602 MO GROSS AFOC 

35700 UNDERGROUND CONDUIT 

35600 UNDERGROUND CONDUCTORS & DEVICES 

DISTRIBUTION PLANT 
LAND & LAND RIGHTS 

36000 LAND (NON·DEPRECIABLE) 

36100 STRUCTURES & IMPROVEMENTS 

36200 STATION EQUIPMENT 
36203 STATIOtl EQUIP· COMMUN EQUIP 

36400 POLES,TOWERS, & FIXTURES 

36500 OVERHEAD CONDUCTORS & DEVICES 

36600 UNDERGROUND CONDUIT 

36700 UNDERGROUND CONDUCTORS & OEV. 

36600 LINE TRANSFORMERS 

36000 SERVICES 

37000 METERS 

37100 INSTALLATION ON CUST,PREMISES 

37300 STREET LIGHTS & SIGNAL SYSTEMS 

GENERAL PLANT 

39000 STRUCTURES AND IMPROVEMENTS 

2013 KCPL·MO SuNeillance 

0.00% 
ltOOY; 
5,(10'/t 
5,00¥, 

0.00% 
0.00%· 

1.93~. 
1.93% 
1.93% 

1,51'/. 
1.61% 
1.61% 

12.60Yo 

0,87% 

2.40% 
2.40~. 
2.40% 

1.721\ 
1,72% 
1.72% 

1.66% 

0.929. 

0.00% 

1.529. 

1.!W/. 
12.50% 

3.40% 

2.-15% 

2.63~. 

2.23% 

1.92'/. 

4.65% 

1.17Yo 

1.13% 

4.66% 

2.66% 

DEPR% 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
2013 surveillance 
Missouri JurisdlcUon 
TY 1213112013 

Authorfled DepreclaUon Rales by Jurisdiction 

ACCT. MISS01JR1 
NO, DESCR1PT10N JORI!.otcnoN 

39100 OFFICE FURNITURE & EQUIPMENT 6.00% 
39101 OFFICE FURNITURE & EQUIPMENT-WOLF CREEK 5.00% 
39102 OFFICE FURNITURE & EQUIPMENT· COMPUTERS 12.60% 

3~200 TRANSPORTATION EQUIP -AUTO'S 10.71'1. 
39201 TRANSPORTATION EQUIP· LIGHT TRUCKS 9.36% 
39202 TRANSPORTATION EQUIP· HEAVY TRUCKS 7.50'/• 
39203 TRANSPORTATION EQUIP. TRACTORS 6.25% 
39204 TRANSPORTATION EQUIP. TRAILERS 3.75% 

39300 STORES EQUIPMENT 4.00% 

39~00 TOOLS, SHOP & GARAGE EQUIPMENT 3.30'1'. 

39500 LABORATORY EQUIPMENT 3.30% 

39500 POWER OPERA TED EQUIPMENT 6.54% 

39700 COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT 2.86% 
39701 COMMUNICATIONS EOUIPMENT·WDLF CREEK 2.86% 
39702 MO GROSS AFDC 2.86% 

39800 MISCELLANEOUS eQUIPMENT 3.33% 

39900 OTHER TANGIBLE PROPERTY o.oo•;. 

PLANT THAT IS AMORnZED (OepreclaUon rato Is O'h) 

lAND RIGHTS & LEASEHOLD IMPROVEMENTS 
31101 LEASE HOLD IMPROVEMENTS· P&M BLDG O,OOo/, 
32000 LAND & LAND RIGHTS· NUCLEAR 0.00% 
32001 MISSOURI GROSS AFOC 0.00% 
34002 LAND RIGHTS· WIND o.nov. 
35001 LAND RIGHTS ·TRANSMISSION 0.00% 
38001 LAND RIGHTS· DISTRIBUTION 0.00% 
38900 LAND & LAND RIGHTS· GENERAL 0.00% 
39003 S!ruet & ImplY· Leashold (901 CharioHo) 0.00% 
39004 Slruet & lmpiV • Leashold (Marshall) 0.00% 
39005 Slruet & ImPlY· Leas hold (1KC PlaC<>) 0.00% 

INTANGIBLE PLANT (to be AmOIIlzed) 
30100 ORGANIZATION 0.00% 
30200 FRANCHISES & CONSENTS O.OO'A 
30301 INTANGIBLE SUBSTATION EQUIP {LIKE 353) 0.00% 
30302 6-YR SOFTWARE 0.00% 
30303 10-YR SOFTWARE 0.00% 
30304 INTANGIBLE COMMUNICATION EQUIP {LIKE 397) 0.00% 
30305 6-YR SOFTWARE·WOLF CREEK 0.00% 
30308 INTANGIBLE ACC eQUIP {LIKE 34!!) 0.00% 
30307 Mise tnlg Pll-srct (Like 312) o.ow. 
30308 Mise lnlang Trans Line (Like 356) 0.00% 
30310 Mise lnlang-latan Hwy & Bridge 0.00% 

a} Rate aJ]proved In DepreclaUon AulhoriiV Order effeetiv&July7, 2012, E0-2012·0340 

2013 KCPL-MO Survalllance 
DEPR% 
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Featherstone, Cary 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Featherstone, Cary 
Saturday, May 30, 2015 6:15 PM 
Featherstone, Cary 

Subject: FW: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&l MO Surveillance Report - Q4 2014 

From: Featherstone, Cary 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 3:01 PM 
To: 'Kiote Ronald'; Rush lim 
Cc: Schallenberg, Bob; Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen; Dotthelm, Steve; Williams, Nathan; Bax, Alan; Oligschlaeger, Mark; 
Williams, Hampton 
Subject: RE: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

Ron- thanks for the explanation on why KCPL did what It did and explaining the Company's position. 

There is no confusion. We have an agreement with KCPL to provide an annual surveillance reporting requirement. Until 
such time as that agreement Is changed, modified, amended or terminated, we have an agreement to provide the 
historical and traditional reporting. The other reporting requirements of the Company on clauses, surcharges, riders, 
etc. have nothing to do with the Stipulations reached in Case Nos. E0-85-185 and E0-85-224, modified in case NO. E0-
93-143. I would ask that the Company review those agreements and supply agreements it is reviewing so we all are 
looking at the same documents. As such, what ever the Company Is providing for the opportunity to have use of a 
MEEIA surcharge does not relieve KCPL of its obligation and responsibility under the terms of the above referenced 
agreements. 

As. to KCP&l Greater Missouri Operations, we have no such agreement regarding annual surveillance reporting 
requirements like we have with KCPL. GMO is under the traditional surveillance reporting requirements like every other 
utility the Commission regulates. While I can not speak to how well the GMO reporting operates, GMO's reporting 
requirement in no way alters the agreements we have with KCPL. 

KCPL has unilaterally, without discussion, and without notification, changed how it is reporting its annual surveillance 
reporting. In addition, it appears KCPL is attempting to manipulate the results respecting allocations and the impact of 
the earned returns for 2013 and 2014. 

At the very time of KCPL making a rate case issue in its current filing, it is providing less surveillance information. The 
MEEiA surveillance reporting is not sufficient for examining rate base components, jurisdiction factors, etc. Therefore, it 
is not acceptable to replace the MEEIA surveillance reporting for the agreed upon Annual Surveillance Reporting KCPl 
has supplied in the past. 

We continue to expect a full annual reporting with all supporting schedules and work papers be provided to Staff as 
soon as possible. With the close of May, this reporting is already a month late. 

From: Kiote Ronald [mailto:Ronald,Kiote@kcpl.coml 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 11:31 AM 
To: Featherstone, Cary 

--·· .. ··-·---

Cc: Schallenberg, Bobi Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen; Dotthelm, Steve; Williams, Nathan; Bax, Alan; Rush Tim 
Subject: RE: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&l MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

Cary, 
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See response to your questions below: 

The Demand Factor (and all allocation factors) included in the 2014 annual SUJveillance Report are the same 
allocation factors that are included in the 2013 Annual Surveillance Report. As such, the 54% Demand allocator 
would be based on the actual results June 2013 to September 2013. The reasoning behind this is as follows: 

In early 2015, we realized there was a compliance requirement on a quarterly basis to file a KCPL-MO Quarterly 
Surveillance Report. As such, we developed a process (that had to be streamlined from the annual reporting 
process) that would provide us the ability to be in compliance with this requirement. We patterned this approach 
after the GMO Surveillance Reporting process which has been successful for a number of years. As such, developing 
allocation factors which were an embedded piece of the process to develop the annual report were not 
available. As such, we developed a process to use the 2013 allocation factors (one year in arrears) to produce the 
2014 Annual Surveillance Report. In addition, we have discussed that once the allocation factors are set in the rate 
case we will use those on the quarterly Surveillance Report until the subsequent rate case. This Is consistent with 
how the.GMO Surveillance Reports are completed. That provides the fact pattern that we went through to develop 
the quarterly reports which also provided annual data. As such, we have a process that will comply with both the 
quarterly and annual reporting process and provide the necessary data. 

When looking at the difference between 2013 and 2014 allocation factors. You reference 2012 and 2014 being very 
similar based on actual data. The results may be the same, but both are based off of different time periods. 2012 
would be based off of June 2012 to September 2012 and 2014 based off of June 2014 to Sept 2014. Yet, 2013 actual 
results were different than those 2 years and were based off of actual2013 results. If you did replace the 2013 
factors with 2014, I am estimating that the ROE would move from 5.5% to approximately 6%. You can do that in the 
model I sent you for a reasonableness check by simply changing the allocation factor tab. 

The MEEIA Surveillance Report provides the KCPL-MO data at the KCPL-MO jurisdictional level and thus there is no 
additional allocation needed. It provides the KCPL-MO rate base at the KCPL·MO jurisdictional level. That is why the 
100% value is noted and is correctly stated. 

Ultimately, we were required to develop a process that would be In compliance with Surveillance Reporting process 
and provided us the efficiencies needed to complete the work. As such, 2014 reporting was a transition period 
which you are seeing and I think is causing some of the confusion. One additional note. There are significant 
differences between assumptions used to complete a Surveillance Report versus assumptions used to complete a 
rate case revenue requirement model. 

I hope this helps. We can discuss further next week if needed. Thanks. Ron 

From: Featherstone, Cary [mallto:cary.featherstone@psc.mo.gov] 
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2015 12:17 AM 
To: Klote Ronald; Rush Tim 
Cc: Schallenberg, Bob; Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen; Dottheim, Steve; Williams, Nathan; Bax, Alan 
Subject: RE; E0-2014·0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

This is an EXTERNAL EMAIL. Stop and think before clicking a link or opening attachments. 
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The demand allocation factor (the Dl factor) used in the 2014 surveillance model you sent me earlier today shows a 
54.684% level. How was the demand factor calculated? This is significantly higher than what has been historically 
used. For example, in 2012 the demand factor was 53.19% consistent with Staff calculation of 53.17% for 2014. [Year 
2011 was 52.49%; Year 2010 was 53.81%; Year 2009 was 53.50%·· in fact, you have to go all.the way back to Years 2002 
at 54.60% and 2003 at 54.54% to get anywhere comparable to what is being used In 2013 and 2014 for demand factor] 

The 54.684% factor appears to be nothing more than the 20131evel used in the 2013 Annual Surveillance Report of 
54.68%, which we know is wrong based on the June 2013 abnormality identified in KCPL's direct filing (see Klote and 
Bass testimony), !looked at the 2013 Surveillance work papers for allocations and it is clear the 2014 model sent today 
Is using the same 54.684% determined In the 2013 Surveillance Report. 

In the past, when KCPL has had allocation Issues in the surveillance report it has been a 100 basis point impact (note the 
2005 where the Company used 12 CP instead of the required 4 CP and never restated the surveillance report for that 
year and the 2006 report which had problems with demand factor as well). 

The MEEIA surveillance report doesn't identify rate base but shows jurisdictional allocations factor to "100.000%" which 
is certainly wrong. 

We need the 2013 and 2014 surveillance reports restated to reflected "corrected" demand allocation factor to 
determine the real return on equity of KCPL's Missouri operations. Until! get those corrections to allocations, I will 
assume at least a 100 basis point "correction" to calculated returns provided. As an example, we know the 2014 4 CP is 
53.17% ·-a 1.514% reduction from the 54.684% used in 2014 surveillance model sent me today. A corrected 2013 4 CP 
summer months replacing June 2013 with June 2014 will come closer to the 53.17% calculated for 2014 than the 
54.684% level. 

--------·------· --·--- ........ _, ________ .......................... .. 
From: Featherstone, cary 
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 11:01 PM 
To: 'Kiote Ronald'; 'Rush Tim' 
Cc: Schallenberg, Bob; Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen; Dottheim, Steve; Williams, Nathan 
Subject: RE: E0-2014·0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

As a follow-up to the 2014 Annual Surveillance issue now before us, Company's response to Data Request 25S provided 
February 10, 2015, stated: 

"There Is no update at this time. The 2014 Annual Surveillance report for the period ending December 
31, Z0141s not available until Aprll30, 2015." 

[Tim Rush signed the data request February 9, 2015] 

This gave us clear indication that the annual reporting that we have received in the past was going to be provided at the 
same time of the year as we have always received this Information. The Aprll30, 2015 date is when the surveillance 
Information has been available. The Information KCPL supplied In the May 27, 2015 response to updated Data Request 
25 was the MEEIA reporting for 2014 that was available much earlier than April30, 2014. When KCPL supplied the 
February 10, 2015 response to Data Request 25, It wasn't planning on providing the MEEIA surveillance report but the 
"traditional" Annual Surveillance. That Is how I took the response made In February. 

From: Featherstone, cary 
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 1:02 PM 
To: 'Kiote Ronald' 
Cc: Schallenberg, Bob; Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen; Rush Tim; Dottheim, Steve; Williams, Nathan 
Subject: RE: E0-2014·0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report - Q4 2014 

Thanks Ron for getting this to me. 
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As to the rest of the annual surveillance reporting which includes supporting work papers, multi-year comparisons, and 
year-end reports, that Is the agreement reached in a Stipulation from Case Nos. E0-85-185 and E0-85-224, modified in 
Case NO. E0-93-143. To my knowledge, no discussion has taken place to amend or in any way modify the terms of this 
annual surveillance reporting requirement pursuant to the agreements reached with Kansas City Power & light 
Company. No proposals to amend or modify the terms of these annual surveillance reporting requirement has been 
presented to Staff for its consideration. In fact, no discussions have taken place concerning the annual surveillance 
reporting. 

In a prior meeting at KCPL headquarters, Tim Rush Indicated a desire to discuss the annual surveillance reporting 
requirement but did not go into any details as to what the Company concerns were. T·im did say the Company planned 
to provide the this year's reporting for 2014, but said there needed to be discussion on future reporting in light of the 
MEEIA surveillance reporting requirements. I suggested the prehearing conference on April 29'h (which, ironically Is the 
date we normally received the annual surveillance reporting) would be a good time to discuss this matter with Bob 
Schallenberg while all of us were in Jefferson City. Bob and Steve Dottheim were Instrumental in reaching agreement 
with KCPL many years ago regarding the annual surveillance reporting requirement. It was at that time, a suggestion 
from the Company to change its surveillance reporting requirements to a semi·annual reporting, and later modified, at 
the request of the Company, to an annual requirement. No similar approach has been taken to modify the reporting 
requirements per the Stipulations above. 

From Staffs perspective, KCPL made no attempt to discuss this with us. The Company made a decision not to provide 
the annual surveillance reporting for 2014 on Its own without Informing Staff of this apparent decision. 

Staff continues to expect that the full terms of the agreement to provide this reporting continue pursuant to the 
agreements reached in the Stipulations cited above until such time as those agreements are no longer valid through 
mutual agreement of the Company and Staff. 

From: Klote Ronald fmailto:Ronald.Kiote@kcpl.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 10:28 AM 
To: Featherstone, cary 
Cc: Schallenberg, Bob; Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen; Rush Tim 
Subject: RE: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

Cary, 

Here Is the rate model for the 2014 Surveillance Report for KCPL-MO as discussed. 

We will need to have a discussion regarding the rest of the report. That will take some time to pull together as the 
workpapers have some significant data to gather. Thanks. Ron 

----····--·--·- .. - ---------··-·· 
From: Featherstone, cary [mailto:cary.featherstone@psc.mo.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2015 7:09PM 
To: Klote Ronald 
Cc: Schallenberg, Bob; Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen; Rush Tim 
Subject: RE: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

This is an EXTERNAL EMAIL. Stop and think before clicking a link or opening attachments. 

We didn't chance to discuss the annual surveillance report today. What is the status on this report? 
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From: Klote Ronald [mailto:Ronald.Kiote@kcpl.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 9:25PM 
To: Featherstone, Cary 
Cc: Schallenberg, Bob; Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen; Rush Tim 
Subject: RE: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report - Q4 2014 

Yes. We can talk about it tomorrow. See you then. 

From: Featherstone, Cary [mallto:cary.featberstone@psc.mo.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 7:22PM 
To: Klote Ronald; Rush Tim 
Cc: Schallenberg, Bob; Majors, Keith; Lyons, Karen 
Subject: FW: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report - Q4 2014 

This is an EXTERNAL EMAIL. Stop and think before clicking a link or opening attachments. 

Tim and Ron-
We need to discuss the annual surveillance report for 2014 while we are in Jefferson City. We need to know the status 
of this report. I expected to see it by now and in time for surrebuttal. I haven't heard back from you on this request. 

From: Featherstone, Cary 
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 4:10 PM 
To: Klote Ronald (Ronald.Kiote@kcpl.com); Nunn Linda 
Cc: Lyons, Karen; Majors, Keith 
Subject: RE: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

Ron and linda-

The Surveillance Report I was looking for Is the 2014 annual surveillance report and supporting work papers KCPL has 
prepared over the years based on a Stipulation and Agreement reached between the Company and Staff in November 6, 
1987 Joint Recommendation in Case No. E0-85-185 and E0-85-224, as modified in Case No. E0-93-143 (see attached 
Jetter transmittal for the 2008 survelllance report). 

What Is the status of this report? 

Thank you for looking into this report . 

. ···- -------·-----
From: Lyons, Karen 
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 3:56 PM 
To: Featherstone, Cary 
Subject: FW: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

Karen Lyons 
Regulatory Utility Auditor 
Utility Services 
Missouri Public Service Commission 
Phone: (816)-889-3949 
Email: Karen.lyons@psc.mo.gov 
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Confidentiality Statement: This electmnic transmission may contain information that is confidential, privileged, 
and pmhibited from disclosure and unauthorized use pursuant to applicable law. If you are not the intended 
recipient of this transmission, take notice that any viewing, use, dissemination, or copying of the infmmation 
transmitted herewith is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please return it to the 
sender and delete all copies from your system. 

----·· ·-·--··--· ~---~-·-· ---- ·-· .. -· 
From: Nunn linda [mailto:linda.Nunn@kcpl.com] 
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 2:28 PM 
To: Lyons, Karen 
Subject: FW: E0-2014-0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

It would help if I could type. I guess you work for spc now. 

Thank you, 

Linda 

---- ··-.·~· ~ ... ..._ __________________ ....• ----·--··----- --·-·· --···-···-· ----· 
From: Nunn Linda 
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 2:27 PM 
To: 'cary.featherstone@psc.mo.gov'; 'karen.lyons@spc.mo.gov' 
Cc: 'Rush Tim' 
Subject: FW: E0-2014-009S Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report - Q4 2014 

Karen, 

Please forward to Cary. 

Cary, 

You asked Ron about the KCP&L MO 2014 surveillance report. We are now required to file a quarterly surveillance 
report for KCP&L due to the MEEIA rules. We made that filing on March 16 in EFIS. I'm forwarding the service email 
that was sent a long with the report. 

linda 

·-----·-······· 
From: Nunn Linda 
Sent: Monday, March 16, 2015 4:39 PM 
To: 'opcservlce@ded.mo.gov'; 'staffcounselservlce@psc.mo.gov' 
Cc: Rush Tim; Klote Ronald; Starkebaum Lisa; Steiner Roger; Lomax carla; Liechti lois; Turner Mary; Lutz Brad; Miller 
Marisol; Dority Matthew; Sivils carol; Winslow Kimberly; Foltz Mark 
Subject: E0-2014·0095 Quarterly KCP&L MO Surveillance Report- Q4 2014 

This shall serve as electronic service In the above-captioned matter. Please be advised that the attached contain 
HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL Information and should be handled accordingly. 

Linda Nunn I KCP&L I Supervisor- Regulatory Affairs 1816-701-051211ax 816-556-2110 llinda.nunn@kcpl.com 
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Missouri Public Conunission 

Data Request No. 

Company Name 

CaseiTracking No. 

Date Requested 
Issue 

Requested From 

Requested By 
Brief Description 

Description 

Response 

Objections 

Missouri Public Service Commissiot: 

Respond Data Request 

0025 

Kansas City Power & Light Company-lnvestor(Eiectric) 

ER-2014-0370 

11/3/2014 

General Information & Miscellaneous- Company Information 

Lois J Liechti 

Nathan Williams 
Return on Equity and Investment and Interest Coverage 

For Great Plains Energy (total Company) and each of Its 
subsidiaries including the Ka·nsas City Power & Light Company 
(Missouri, Kansas and FERC) and KCP&L Greater Missouri 
Operations (MPS electric and FERC and L&P electric and 
steam), 1 a. please provide for each company's actual earned 
and budget! projected returns on equity and investment (rate 
base) from lhe period 2000 to 2013 and 2014, when available 
b. provide budget! projected returns on equity and investment 
(rate base) from the period 2015 to 2020. 2. For Great Plains 
Energy (total Company) and each of its subsidiaries including 
the Kansas City Power & Light Company and KCP&L Greater 
Missouri Operations (MPS electric and L&P electric and 
steam), please provide each company's pre-tax and post-tax 
interest coverage ratios for. past lhree years and through 
December 31, 2013. Please provide the projected interest 
coverage's for 2014 and through 2020. (KCPL Case ER-2006· 
0314, DR 38; ER-2007 -0291, DR 25; ER-2009-0089, DR 25; 

. ER-2010-0355, DR 25; ER-2012-0174, DR 25) GMO ER-2010-
356, DR 25; ER-2012-0175, DR 25. DR requested by Cary 
Featherstone (cary.featherstone@psc.mo.gov) 
Please see attached. 

NA 

The attached information provided to Missouri Public Service Commission Staff in 
response to the above data information request Is accurate and complete, and contains 
no material misrepresentations or omissions, based upon present facts of which the 
undersigned has knowledge, information or belief. The undersigned agrees to 
immediately inform the Missouri Public Service Commission if, during the pendency of 
Case No. ER-2014·0370 before the Commission, any matters are discovered which. 
would materially affect the accuracy or completeness of the attached information. If these 
data are voluminous, please (1) identify the relevant documents and their localion (2) 
make arrangements with requestor to have documents available for inspection In the 
Kansas City Power & Light Company-lnvestor(Eiectrlc) office, or other location 
mutually agreeable. Where identification of a document Is requested, briefly describe the 
document (e.g. book, letter, memorandum, report) and state the following information as 
applicable for the particular document: name, title number, author, date of publication and 
publisher, addresses, date written, and the name and address of the person(s) having 
possession of the document. As used In this data request the term "document(s)" 
includes publication of any format, workpapers, letters, memoranda, notes, reports, 
analyses, computer analyses, test results, studies or data, recordings, transcriptions and 
printed, typed or written materials of every kind In your possession, custody or control or 
within your knowledge. The pronoun "you" or "you~· refers to Kansas City Power & Light 
Company-lnvestot(Eiectrlc) and Its employees, contractors, agents or others employed 
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Missouri Public Commission 

by or acting in its behalf. 

Security: 
Rationale: 

Public 

NA 

Page 2 of? 
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Question:0025S 

KCP&L 
Case Name: 2014 KCPL Rate.Case 

Case Number: ER-2014-0370 

Response to Williams Nathan Interrogatories- MPSC_20141103 
Date of Response: 02/10/2015 · 

Supplemen/al- Please provide update for the period ending December 31, 2014 

For Great Plains Energ)' (total Company) and each oflts subsidiaries including the Kansas City 
Power & Light Company (Missouri, Kansas and PERC) and KCP&L Greater Missouri 
Operations (MPS electric atid PERC and L&P electric and steam), I a. please provide for each 
company's actual earned and budget/ projected returns on equity and investment (rate base) from 
the period 2000 to 2013 and 2014, when available b. provide budget/ projected returns on equity 
and investment (rate base) from the period 2015 to 2020. 2. For Great Plains Energy (total . 
Company) and each of its subsidiaries including the Kansas City Power & Light Company and · 
KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations (MPS electric and L&P electric and steam), please provide 
each company's pre-tax and post-tax interest coverage ratios for past three years and through 
December 31, 2013. Please provide the projected interest coverage's for 2014 and through 2020. 
(KCPL Case ER-2006-0314, DR 38; ER-2007-0291, DR 25; ER-2009-0089, DR25; ER-2010-
0355, DR 25; ER-2012-0174, DR25) GMO ER-2010-356, DR25; ER-2012-0175, DR 25 . .QR 
requested by Cat·y Featherstone (carv.featherstone@.psc.mo.!!oY) 

Response: 

There is no update at this time. The 2014 Aruma! Surveillance report for the period ending 
December 31, 2014 is not available until April 30, 20 15. 

Inf01mation Provided By: Aron Branson 
Attachment: Q0025S_ Verification. pdf 
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Verification of Response 

Kansas City Power & Light Company 
AND 

KCP&L Greater Missouri Operations 

DocketNo. ER-2014-0370 

Theresponseto Data Request# 00258 is true·and accurate to the best of 
my knowledge and belief. 

Signed:&~ 
7 

Date: February 9, 2015 
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Kansas City Power & Light Company 
Case No. ER-2014-0370 

Kansas City Power & Light Company has 
deemed the following document labeled 

Schedule CGF-sl as Not Highly Confidential. 

Per June 3, 2015 e-mail correspondence by Ron Klote 
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Total Com[!an:i Rate Base 
Plant in Service 

Intangible 
Producllon -Steam 
Produc!ion ·Nuclear 
Production • Other 
Transmission 
Distribution 
General 
To1al Plant in Service 

Reserve for Depreciation 
Intangible 
Ptoduction- Steam 
Production. Nuclear 
Producllon ·Other 
Transmission 
Distnoullon 
General 

KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
Missouri Jurisdictional 

QUARTER ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2014 
PER BOOKS $(000) 

(HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL) 

Measurement Basis 

End ol Period 157,546 
End or Petlod 1,944,812 
Emf of Period 942,760 
End of Period 151,033 
End ofPertod 243,569 
End o!Peliod 1,147,159 
End of Period 194,159 

End of Per1od 95,882 
End or Period 869,340 
E'nd of Peri<ld 471,530 
End of Period 47,692 
End of Period 99,566 
End or Period 405,231 
End of Period 47,489 

Total Reserve for Depreciation 
Net Plant 

Add 
Materials & Supplies 13MoMg 

From prior rale case 
Cash JneUdlng offsets ewe 
Fuel inventory 13MoAvg 
Prepayments 13}/.o Avg 

Other Regulatory Assets End of Period 

Less 
Customer Deposits 13MoAvg 

_p_ustomer Advances 13 MoAvg 

Accumulated Deferced Income Taxes fMlofPerfod 

Olher Regulatory Liabilities End ofPerfod 

Total Rate Base 

Net Operating Income 

Return on Rate Base 

Cf::cembe[ ~1 1 20_14 

$ 4,781,037 

2 036 731 
2,7M,306 

59,194 

(47,755) 
57,816 

8A14 
99,814 

{3,730) 
(629) 

(653,467) 
(41,500) 

i 2,222,462 

$ 124,728 

5,61% 
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KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
Missouri Jurisdictional 

QUARTER ENDED DECEMBER 31,2014 
FINANCIAL SURVEILLANCE MONITORING REPORT 

CAPITAL STRUCTURE AND RATE OF RETURN 

Long-Term Deb I 

Short-Term Debt 

Preferred Stock 

Other 

Common Equity 

Total Overall Cost of Capital 

(HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL) 

Overall Cost of Capital 

Amount 
.{$ in OOO's) Percent 

$ 3,503,103 49.14% 

0.00% 

39,000 0.55% 

0.00% 

3.586.145 50.31% 

$ 7,128,248 100,00% 
Based on Rate Case Rate of Return on Equity 

Long-Term Debt 

Short-Term Debt 

Preferred Stock 

Other 

Common Eqully 

Total Overall Cost of Capllal 
Actual Rale or.Relum on Equity 

Actual Earned Return on Equity 

Amount 
.{$ in OOO's) Percent 

$ 3,503,103 49.14% 

0.00% 

39,000 0.55% 

0.00% 

3,586,145 50.31% 

$ 7,128,248 100.00% 

Weighted 
Cost Cost 
5.55% 2.73% 

0.00% 

4.29% 0.02% 

0.00% 

9.70% ~ 

7.63% 

Weighted 
Cost Cost 
5.55% 2.73% 

0.00% 

4.29% 0.02% 

0.00% 

5.69% 2.86% 

5.61% 
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Opera ling ROVDnUDS: 
Sa~es lo Res!OOnUa~ Commercial, & lndostrial 
Customers 

Reslden!lal $ 
Commuciol 
lncltnllisl 

Gross Recetpls Tmctn MO Revenue 
Tole! of Sales 10 ResldenUal, Commercial, & 
lndw!rlal Customers 
Other Saleslo ummate customers 
Sates ror Resa!e 

Off.System Sales 
Other Seles for Resale: 

Pcovlslon for Rcfvnds 
OlhetOpcralhg Rcvonues 

Tolal Opuallng Revenues 

Operallng & Malnlenanee Exptnses: 
ProOOcllon E,;pemes 
Fuol El:p=nso 

Nallve Load 
Off.Syslem Sales 

Olhcr Produc!Jon-Operatlons 
other Produc:lion-fl.aii\\enanee 
Pu"thaud PO'.wr.Eneroy 

Nallvel..oad 
OH·Sf!\em Sales 

Pvrchased Ptwer·Capacity 
lola! ProduWon Expense! 

TrMsmlsslon Expenses 

Dh.\rl!AAion Expense$ 

Cu5\omer ~un\s Expense 

Customer Servtce & lnformalion~ Expenses 

Sales Expenses 

Admlnsltt\Uva & General ~nsos 

lo1al Operallng & Malnlenanco Expenses 

Deptetlellon & Amortization Expenn: 
Depreefalkm Expense 
Amortllali!lfl Expense 
Deoomrnlsslon'ng Elqlense 
Olhor 
Total Dopretlauon ~ AmortluUon Expense 

Taxes Olherlhan Income Tilxes 

Operating Income Before Income Tax 

Income Taxes 

Nel Operating Income 

Ae!U&l Coo-'ln" Degree Days 

Nonnal Cool'ng Oagree Dliys 

Actual HeaUng Degree Days 

NoJlll<)f Healing Degree Days 

KA~SASCilY POWER & UGHT COMPANY 
I}Jnoulf JurisdltUon;l 

QUARTER ENDED DECEMBER 31, .20t4 
(llllHOUSAUDS OF DOLLARS) 

FmAtlCIAL SURVELLANCE MOOITORJNO REPORT 
OPMATlllG INCOME STATEMENT 

(HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL) 
···•···· .---......, .. ;;; .. ::: .. ;;:: ... :-.: .. ::;: .. -;;-. ----, 

&2,163 ' 300,894 
93,216 410,988 
23,630 105,696 

(13,344) (60,25&) 

• 165,667· • 757,521 
1,739. 6,926 

17,165 104,190 
2,664. 20,61l3 

. 2700 10,090 
$ 189,954 I 899,412 

31.135 
12,955 
13,775 
10,736 

11,756 
(123) 
405 

385,1-45 

9,634 3M14 

6,5D2 27 ,75(, 

14,0B1 

G,IO? 14,840 

213 

237<46' 8863-( 

$ I 599,082 

26,005 100,393 
4,418 13,271 

31,324. 110,670 
11 501' 54,583 

16,89lJ 156,077 

31,349 

$ 17,652 $ 124,728 

1,26S 

1,420 

5,743 

5,0~9 
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KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
Missouri Jurisdictional 

QUARTER ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2014 
FINANCIAL SURVEILLANCE MONITORING REPORT 

MISSOURI JURISDICTIONAL ALLOCATION FACTORS 

(HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL) 

Description 
Plant in Service 

Jurisdictional 
Allocation Factor 

lnlanglble 
Production· Steam 
Production • Nuclear 
Pro~uction • Olher 
Transmission 
Distribution 
General 
Total Plant in Service 

Reserve for Depreciation 
Intangible 
Production ·Steam 
Production • Nuclear 
Production -Other 
Transmission 
·Distribution 
General 
·Total Reserve for Depreclallon 

Net Plant 
Materials & Supplies 
Cash 
Fuel Inventory 
Prepayments 
Other Regulatory Assets 
Customer Deposits 
Customer Advances 
Accumulated Deferred Income Taxes 
Olher Regulatory Liabilities 

Operallng Revenues 
Producllon Expenses 

Fuel Expense 
Native Load 
Off System Sales 

Other Production Operations 
Other Producllon Maintenance 
Purchased Power-Energy 

Native Load 
Off System Sales 

Purchased Power-Capacity 
Transmission Expenses 
Dlstrlbullon Expenses 
Customer Accounts Expense 
Customer Serv & Info Expense 
Sales Expense 
Administrative & General Expense 
Depreciation Expense 

Depreclallon Expense 
AmortiZation Expense 

Taxes Other than Income Taxes 
Income Taxes 
Other Items 

100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 

100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 

100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 

100.000% 

100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 

100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
100.000% 
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KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
Missouri Jurisdictional 

12 MONTHS ENDED 
PER BOOKS AT OCTOBER 31;2014 

FINANCIAL SURVEILLANCE MONITORING REPORT 

NOTES TO FINANCIAL SURVEILLANCE REPORT 

(HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL) 
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J(Rnns City Power & Light CompAny 
Qur~rtcr Ended. Ycr~r to Date and Cumulr~th•e ToiAI Ended December 31,1014 

SURVEILLANCE MONITORING REPORT 
1\fissouri Energy Efficiency Im•cstment Act of 2009 (MEEIA) 

Slnfus ofDemRnd·Side Progt·ams and DemRnd·Side Pl'Ogmms ln\•cstmcnt Mechanism 

DSM 'Program Name · SlariDt~le Planned End Dale· 
Air Condilionin~ Ue~ede Rebate 07/06/2014 12/31/1015 
Buildinf!: O~crator Certification 07/0fi/2014 12/31/2015 
Busincs.s Eneray Anai~'Zct 07/06/2014 12/31/2015 
SV$iness Enecg~ Efficienc:r: Reb.ttes. CUstom 07/06/2014 12/31/2.015 
Susiness Energy Efficienc:r: Reb.ltes. S!andard 07/06/2014 12/31/2015 
Home LightinG Rebate 07/06/2014 12/31/2015 
Home AE~liance R9cling ReOOte 07/06/2014 12/31/2015 
Home EnctiD:' Anal:r:zer 07/06/2014 12/31/2015 
Home Enerm: Rc~rt 07/06/2014 12/31/2015 
Home Energy Re~rt Income Eligible 07/0S/2014 12/31/1015 
Jncome·Eii&ible Weatherization 07/0fi/2014 12l31/2015 
Pcogrammeble Thermostat 07/0fi/2014 12/31/2015 

Quarter Ended 
Cat$orr . Dc.seriptor Decc:m6er 31,2014 \'TD December Jl, 2014 

Total Progmms• Costs (S) PJanntd (I) s 3,445,884 s 7,073,141 
Total Programs' Cosls (S) Actual ((1) s 3,977,268 s 6,313.,962 
1'otnl l'rog~ms' Costs (S) Varia nee s (531,384) s 759,180 

Tofal Programs' Cosls (S) Billed s 3,158,363 s 4,834,760 
Total Progcnms' CosiS (S) Actual ({,) s 3,977.268 s 6.313,962 
Total Programs' Costs (S) Variance s (818,905) s (1,479,201) 
TofRI Programs• Costs (S) Interest s (2,943) s (5,562) 

Energy SR\'lngs (kWh) Planned (2) 16,880,124 33,872,024 
Energ)' Sa\·Jngs (kWh) Adual (7) 32,006,023 41,540,029 
Energ)' SJt\'lngs (kWh) V1ninnce (15,125.899) (7,668,005) 

Dem1md Savings(kW) PJ:mncd (3) 12,059 24.342 
Dem:md SAvings (kW) Actual (7) 3,404 :?3,213 
Dem11nd S1wlngs (kW) Varfnnce 8,655 1,129 

Net Denents (S) Planned t<) s 5,083,997 s 9,782,889 
Net Bcndils (S) Eslim11ted s 7,218,396 s 10,904,5'7 
Net Dcndils (S) VllriRnte s (2,134,398) s (1,121,658) 

ContpAnyTD·NSll Share (S) Planned l51 s 1,969,843 s 4,008,399 
Company TD·NSB Share {S} bislntenll\'e (8) s 1,902,589 s 2,&74,439 
Compan)' TD·NSB Share (S) Variance s 67,254 s 1,133,961 

Compnn)' 'fD-NSD Share (S) Dilled s 1,785,113 s. 2,737,956 

Company TD-NSD Share (S) Dlslncenll\'t (8) s 1,902,589 s 2,874,439 
Com pan)' TD-NSB Shnre (S) VortRnce s (117,476) s (136,482) 
Company TD-NSD Share (S} Interest s 839 s (117) 

Footnotes: 
(I) Total planned program coslsreflect $7,073,141 for prognnn )'e<~r land Sl2,102,701 for progmm year2, 
(2} Total planned energy savings (kWh) ere based on 33,872,024 annuol20l4 kWh savings. 
(3) 'rots\ planned demand savings (kW) ere based on 24,342 Mnual2014 kW savings. 
(4) Tota12014 planned ntl benefits ofS9,782,889 alloceted to the third and founh quarters b:lsed on kWh savings. 
(5) Company TD-NSB Shrue (S) ofS4,008,399 allocated to the third and fourth quarters b.'lsed on kWh$~lVings. 
(7) ActuaJ demand and energy savings are reporCed at the mc!er. 
(&) Disincentive amounts reflect the 26.36%share applied lo the Net SharedBencfifs@ lOW/.. 

Noles for Otstriplors: 
1. Planned""" amounts which :.re consistent with and Included in I he Company's Comml!sion-spprond MEEIA Pl~n 
2. Jlllled = amounls billed to customers ror reco\·ery or ProgrAms' Cosls or Company TD-NS8Share 
3. Actual- Pmounts (prlor tot\':Jiuatlon, measurement and verlritnllon (El\1&\')) us~ to detemtine Estlmaled Net Demncs 
4. Eslimflled • net IJtnefits Amounts caltulated monthly using »SMorc model and prior to EM&\' 
S. Dislnccnli\'C= Commlsslon·apprm·ed ptrcenfage of pre-lax Estimated Net Dcnelils CAII:ulntcd using a com.bined (cdcraVstate 

tax rat~ specified in lhe utilily's Commlulon·apprQ\'td DSIM 

AcluRI End Date 

Cumulath·e Tolnl 
Ended 

s 7,073,141 
s 6,313,962 
s 759,180 

s 4,834,760 
s 6.313,962 
s (1,479,201) 
s (5,562) 

33.87l,024 
41,,540,029 
(7,668,005) 

24,342 
23,213 

1,129 

s 9,782,889 
s 10,904,547 
s (1,121,658) 

s 4,008,399 
s 2,874,439 
s 1,133,961 

s 2,737,956 
s 2,874,439 
s (136,482) 
s (117) 

6. Variance- PlAnned less Actual, Dilled less Actual1 Planned lm &Umnlcd1 Plnnned lm Dlsinccnlh·e, or Dilled Jess Dlsincenth·e 
7. Interest- amounts ofintertsl determined through th~ methodologr spctlfiOO In the utilll}''s Commlsslon·apprO\'t~ DSIM 
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AFFIDAVIT OF RONALD A. KLOTE 

Cow1ty of Jackson ) 
) ss 

State of Missouri ) 

Ronald A. Klote, being duly sworn, deposes and says that the information accompanying 
the attached "Financial Surveillance Monitoting Report Filing - Kansas City Power & Light 
Company, Missouri Jurisdiction," was prepared by him or under his direction and supervision, 
and that the information is true and conect to the best of his knowledge, infonnation, and belief. 

My Commission expires: 
\ 

'---:::~~~~C:, ;)oIL, 

hk£/a0-

·~ ~ ./ ,2015. 

Schedule CGF-s14 Page 8 of 8 

! 

I 
l 

I 
~ 
! 
' 

I 
I 
t 

l 

f 




