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107.  OnJanuary 1, 1995, GSU changed its coal inventory accounting methodology from last in,
first out, (LIFO) to the average cost method. GSU made this change to be consistent with Entergy’s

inventory accounting valuation methodology.

108.  Asaresult of GSU’s change to the average cost method, the value of GSU’s coal inventory
decreased by $996,109. The corresponding decrease in GSU’s revenue requirement is a net reduction

in Texas retail base rate revenues of $56,787.

109.  GSU’s change in coal inventory accounting methodology from LIFO to average cost resulted
in fuel savings during the reconciliation period because the prices GSU paid for coal purchased during
the first six months of 1995 were higher than the average price of all of the coal in its inventory.

110.  Under the LIFO method, the cost of coal in GSU’s inventory reflects the market price of coal.
In contrast, under the average cost accounting method, the cost of the less expensive coal purchased
by GSU in previous years and still in inventory decreases the overall average cost of the inventoried

coal burned at GSU’s power plants during the reconciliation period.

111. Therefore, the change in coal inventory accounting methodology from LIFO to average cost
method did not have a significant adverse impact on ratepayers, but likely lowered the coal costs they
would have otherwise paid during the reconciliation period, had the change in inventory accounting

valuation methods not been made.

112.  In October 1994, CEPCO advised GSU that CEPCO had expended all available funds for
operating CEPCO’s 30 percent share of the River Bend Nuclear Station (River Bend). CEPCO
therefore advised that it would not make any further payments to GSU in 1994 for River Bend’s

operations, maintenance, or capital expenses.
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113.  Consequently, GSU ceased providing all power to CEPCO from River Bend and informed
CEPCO that it would: (1) credit GSU’s share of the expenses attributable to Big Cajun II, Unit 3,
against amounts that CEPCO owed to GSU for operation of River Bend; and (2) seek to market
CEPCO’s share of the power from River Bend and apply the proceeds from that power against
amounts that CEPCO owed to GSU.

114.  Therefore, from November 2 through December 19, 1994, (the “displacement period™),
CEPCO refused to provide GSU with GSU’s share of the power from Big Cajun II, Unit 3.

115.  Because CEPCO withheld GSU’s share of power from Big Cajun II, Unit 3, during the
displacement period, GSU replaced the energy which would have been generated by Big Cajun II,
Unit 3, with more expensive energy, specifically purchased power and power from the other EOCs

(“replacement power™).

116.  Instead of including the cost of this “replacement power” in its reconcilable fuel costs, GSU
computed reconcilable fuel costs for the displacement period as if Big Cajun II, Unit 3 had continued
to supply energy to GSU and as if the replacement power had not been purchased. This displaced
cost adjustment represents the difference between the more expensive replacement power and an
estimate of what the power from Big Cajun II, Unit 3, would have cost GSU’s ratepayers if it had

been operated during the displacement period.

117.  In September 1994, GSU made an incorrect calculation, inflating the coal costs preceding the
displacement period for Big Cajun II, Unit 3, and amounting to approximately $226,583 on é total
company basis, or $90,653 on a Texas jurisdictional basis, meaning that GSU’s coal costs should be
adjusted downward by $90,653.

118.  Had GSU calculated reconcilable coal costs for September 1994 utilizing the correct tonnage
of coal actually burned at Big Cajun II, Unit 3, the total reconcilable coal costs for that month would
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have been $2,368,985 for coal stock purchases and transportation, instead of $2,594,568 which GSU
requested. The difference is approximately $225,583 on a total company basis, or $90,653 on a

Texas jurisdictional basis.

119.  In making its displaced cost adjustment calculation to account for the cost of the replacement
power for Big Cajun II, Unit 3, GSU relied on questionable coal inventory data provided by CEPCO,
failed to take into account the effect of prior month true-ups, and did not adjust for a 50,000 ton coal
inventory adjustment made by CEPCO; GSU’s displaced cost adjustment calculation of the coal costs

attributable to the pseudo-burn at Big Cajun II, Unit 3 were therefore based on unsound data.

120.  Inlight of the fact that Big Cajun II, Unit 3, did not actually generate power for GSU during
the displacement period, it was not possible for GSU to accurately predict what the heat rate and unit
efficiency of Big Cajun II, Unit 3, would have been in order to accurately calculate the displaced

power cost adjustment for the reconciliation period.

121, Because it was not possible to accurately predict what the heat rate or unit efficiency would
have been for Big Cajun II, Unit 3, during the displacement period had it provided GSU’s share of
the output, the best cost estimate available is the price of power GSU relied upon in deciding whether

or not to schedule power from Big Cajun II, Unit 3.

122, The replacement power costs for Big Cajun II, Unit 3, can best be calculated utilizing an
approximate cost of $15/MWh, which is the cost GSU’s own dispatchers use in determining whether
or not to schedule power from Big Cajun II, Unit 3. This cost is very close if not essentially the same
as the $14.85/MWh cost of coal GSU utilized in its PROMOD computer runs to estimate the

merger-related fuel savings for the reconciliation period.
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123.  Calculating the costs of generation or replacement power for Big Cajun II, Unit 3, during the
displacement period based on a cost of $14.85/MWh, with 95.27 percent of that cost as reconcilable

cost, results in a reconcilable cost of replacement power at Big Cajun II, Unit 3, of $14.15/MWh.

124.  Therefore, $14.15/MWh is the cost that should be utilized to calculate the cost to GSU of

replacement power for Big Cajun II, Unit 3, during the displacement period.

125. GSU had 255,300 MWh of displaced or replacement power at Big Cajun II, Unit 3, during
the displacement period, resulting in reconcilable cost of generation for the reconciliation period of
$3,612,495 ($14.15/MWh x 255,300 MWh = $3,612,495), which is $704,608 less, on a total
company basis, than the $4,317,103 GSU charged or requested for this item in its application.

126. The foregoing methodology is an appropriate methodology of calculating the cost of
replacement power for Big Cajun II, Unit 3, under the circumstances and eliminates the uncertainties
and inaccuracies posed by GSU’s methodology, which places too much reliance on unsound data

from CEPCO’s coal inventory and the unknown heat rate of the units at Big Cajun II.

127.  Application of the foregoing methodology results in a reduction of $704,608 in reconcilable
coal costs for GSU on a total company basis, or $226,447, with interest, on a Texas jurisdictional

basis.

128.  GSU’s portion of the long-term coal consumed at Big Cajun during the reconciliation period
was 1,599,232 tons or 25,943,427 MMBtu, representing total reconcilable coal expenses of
$33,707,201.

129.  The long-term coal supply for GSU’s share of Big Cajun was purchased by CEPCO in

conjunction with the Western Fuel Association (WFA). GSU’s long-term coal expenses for its share
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of Big Cajun of $33,707,201, subject to any disallowances for the cost adjustments for Big Cajun II,

Unit 3 during the displacement period, were reasonable.

130.  GSU’s portion of the long-term coal purchases at Nelson Unit 6 accounted for 2,383,251 tons
or 40,231,501 MMBtu for the reconciliation period, representing total reasonable reconcilable long-
term coal expenses of $60,812,584.

131.  InDecember 1994, GSU purchased 7,884 tons of spot coal from Kerr-McGee for its Nelson
Unit 6 at a price of $4.15/ton or $0.2413/MMBtu. Under the terms of the spot-coal letter agreement,
Kerr-McGee agreed to deliver up to 150,000 tons of coal at the $4.15/ton price.

132, GSU did not seek bids from any coal suppliers other than Kerr-McGee for the December 1994
spot-coal purchase, relying instead on a reported spot bid of $4.43/ton for 1995 deliveries of coal to
the Lower Colorado River Authority (LCRA) and because the Kerr-McGee bid was lower than the
LCRA’s.

133, GSU could have obtained a lower bid for spot-coal in December 1994 if it had solicited bids
from other Wyoming coal producers. The October 3, 1994 issue of Coal Week reported that Grand
Island Nebraska purchased spot coal from the Caballo Rojo Mine for $4.05/ton or $0.2411/MMBtu.
Additionally, for October, November, and December 1994, Coal Week also reported that the marker
price for 8,400 Btu/lb. coal from Wyoming was $4.05/ton.

134.  GSU was not prudent in its decision to purchase the spot coal from Kerr-McGee in December
1994 without bidding and should have solicited bids from all of the coal suppliers served by the
Burlington Northern Railroad in Wyoming and taken the lowest bid.

135. GSU’s December 1994 spot-coal purchase for Nelson Unit 6 should have reflected the lower

market prices at the time of the purchase. The market price for the total 7,884 ton spot-coal purchase
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for Nelson Unit 6 during the reconciliation period was $31,930.20, at a price of $4.05/ton. GSU paid
approximately $32,719 for the spot-coal from Kerr-McGee at a price of $4. 15/ton, or approximately
$788 more than it should have paid for the spot coal at the time.

136. GSU did not include any expenses of the Nelson Rail Spur, a rail spur that is being
constructed to its Nelson Station. GSU originally intended to complete the spur in 1995, but delayed
its completion because it believed that the lower transportation rate to justify the construction of the

spur was not available from the railroad companies.

137.  Although GSU never received the equivalent of written bids containing rates used to justify
the construction expense of the Nelson rail spur, it received verbal assurances from railroads that
deliveries could be made over the Union Pacific/Southern Pacific railroads at a substantial savings

over existing rates.

138.  GSU’s use of an estimated transportation rate during the reconciliation period to justify a
several million dollar rail spur is not prudent management. Unless and until GSU shows complete
and credible documentation that the rail spur is a benefit to GSU’s ratepayers, GSU should not

include any of the expenses in its fuel reconciliation or future rate proceedings.

139.  GSU bumed approximately 221,192 barrels of fuel oil or the equivalent of 1,396,899 MMBtu

during the reconciliation period, resulting in total reconcilable fuel oil expenses of $4,028,017.

140.  GSU burns small amounts of No. 2 fuel oil at its Sabine Station, Nelson Unit 6, and Big Cajun
II, Unit 3, power plants for start-up and flame stabilization. Additionally, GSU maintains contingency
supplies of No. 6 fuel oil in inventory at its Sabine, Willow Glen, and Nelson Stations in the event of

gas curtailments during severe cold weather.
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141.  GSU purchased its fuel oil 'during the reconciliation period by soliciting bids from an approved
qualified bidder’s list. Accordingly, GSU’s reconcilable fuel-oil expenses of $4,028,017 for the

reconciliation period were reasonable and necessary.

142. GSU owns 70 percent of the River Bend Nuclear Station (RBNS), a General-Electric (GE)
designed Boiling Water Reactor (BWR) nuclear power plant located near St. Francisville, Louisiana,
which is approximately 24 miles north of Baton Rouge, Louisiana. CEPCO owns the remaining 30
percent share in RBNS. The plant is operated by Entergy Operations, Inc., since the merger of GSU
with Entergy.

143. RBNS achieved commercial operation on June 16, 1986, and its nuclear reactor is rated at

a capacity of 2,984 MWHh, with its turbine generator rated at 936 MWe (Megawatts net electric).

144. Although RBNS’ performance during the reconciliation period was comparatively low, based
on its heat rate, capacity factor, and forced outage rates and those of other U.S. BWRs, Entergy’s
long-term goal of placing RBNS in the top quartile performers of national BWR nuclear power plants

resulted in a substantial performance improvement during the reconciliation period.

145. RBNS’ comparatively poor performance during the reconciliation period was due to an
extended forced outage (FO-94-02) which started on September 8, 1994, and lasted approximately
42.7 days.

146. The uranium (U308) utilized as nuclear fuel at RBNS during the reconciliation period was
purchased primarily under long-term contracts executed in the 1970's. During the 1970's, fuel-grade

uranium was in short supply and the price of uranium was therefore high.

147. GSU made the purchases of the uranium in the core-in-service at RBNS, along with all other

nuclear fuel cycle services, on behalf of CEPCO. The Commission previously considered these
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nuclear fuel contracts and expenses for RBNS nuclear fuel and found them to be reasonable in Docket
No. 10894.

148.  The parties in that proceeding are identical to the parties in this proceeding and the issue of
the reasonableness of GSU’s nuclear fuel costs based on the 1970s long-term uranium contracts was

fully and fairly litigated. Docket No. 10894 was GSU’s last fully-contested fuel reconciliation.

149.  With the exception of reactor operation and spent fuel disposal, GSU accumulates the costs
of RBNS nuclear fuel as a total direct capitalized cost of nuclear fuel. GSU further capitalizes

financing costs of the nuclear fuel at RBNS incurred prior to its insertion into the reactor core.

150.  During the operation of the reactor at RBNS, GSU’s recoverable nuclear fuel costs during
the reconciliation period include: (1) the amortization of the nuclear fuel; (2) the in-core financing

costs; and (3) spent fuel expense.

151. A typical fuel cycle for RBNS is approximately 18 months in duration, including a period for
a refueling outage. Therefore, a typical fuel cycle at RBNS consists of approximately 16 months of

operation and a two-month refueling outage.

152. The nuclear reactor at RBNS requires approximately 650,000 pounds of uranium to support
an 18 month fuel cycle, which represents approximately one-third of all of the nuclear fuel in the

reactor.

153.  Each reload of the nuclear fuel typically remains in the reactor at RBNS for three fuel cycles.
Therefore, the reactor refueling is staggered so that approximately one-third of the nuclear fuel is

replaced each fuel cycle.
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154.  The uranium purchased by GSU pursuant to contracts entered into in the mid-1970s was used

in the reactor core at RBNS from the time it achieved commercial operation, up to the present.

155. The 1970s uranium purchased by GSU for RBNS has now all been loaded into the reactor
core and will be completely used over the next two refueling cycles, refueling cycles 6 (RF-6) and 7

(RF-7).

156. GSU did not solicit bids for the uranium enrichment services for RBNS because at the time,
all U.S. suppliers had to contract with the United States Government for these services.
Nevertheless, GSU achieved the prevailing market prices for its later uranium purchases and

conversion services through operation of the competitive bidding process.

157. GSU’s uranium, conversion, enrichment, and fabrication contracts were reasonable and
consistent with the purchasing practices of other utilities for other U.S. nuclear facilities at the time,

both in terms of price and contract specifics.

158. In 1990, at a time when uranium prices were relatively low, GSU purchased significant
quantities of uranium in the spot market to complete the uranium requirements for RBNS refueling

outage number 4 (RF-4) in April 1992.

159. By the end of 1990, GSU signed two additional separate uranium contracts to meet the
uranium requirements for RBNS into the late 1990s. The suppliers were Uranerz Exploration and
Mining (Uranerz) and RTZ Mineral Services (RTZ). GSU awarded these contracts to Uranerz and

RTZ after the solicitation and receipt of favorable bids from these suppliers.

160. The relatively high cost of the nuclear fuel at RBNS incurred by GSU during the reconciliation
period was due to the fact that the uranium was purchased under long-term contracts entered into

in the mid-1970s when uranium prices were high.
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161.  Although GSU placed less expensive uranium into the core-in-service at RBNS during
refueling outage number 5 (RF-5), the core-in-service during the reconciliation period still contained
significant amounts of the expensive 1970s uranium from refueling outage number 3 (RF-3) and

refueling outage number 4 (RF-4).

162.  On a total percentage basis, from April 1994 through January 1996, the core-in-service at

RBNS still contained approximately 52.5 percent of expensive 1970s uranium.

163. GSU’s nuclear fuel costs for RBNS during the reconciliation period were nevertheless
reasonable, because prior to and during the reconciliation period GSU and Entergy management made
reasonable choices from among the range of alternatives available and in light of the information on

nuclear fuel supplies and prices at the time.

164. GSU’s uranium, conversion, enrichment, and fabrication contracts were well managed by
GSU and Entergy and were consistent in terms and cost with the contracts and contemporaneous
industry procurement practices at the time. Therefore, GSU’s nuclear procurement prices and overall

nuclear fuel costs were reasonable during the reconciliation period.

165. GSU’s U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) nuclear Decontamination & Decommissioning
(D&D) costs for RBNS during the reconciliation period were governed by Title XI of the National
Energy Policy Act of 1992, which established a D&D fund with the U.S. Treasury and provided for

annual deposits of $150,000,000 via a special assessment from domestic utilities.

166.  Although neither GSU nor Entergy has sought or received a refund of D&D fees during the
reconciliation period from the DOE, GSU made its last payment of the assessment “under protest
with full reservation of all rights to challenge the validity of the assessment and to seek a refund of
the entire amount of the payment, with interest as allowed by law.” This issue should be addressed

in GSU’s next fuel reconciliation case.
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167. Refueling Outage five (RF-5) at RBNS began on April 15, 1994, and ended on July 6, 1994.
GSU originally planned RF-5 to last 53 days, but the outage actually lasted 82 days.

168. GSU established major activities for RF-5 as follows: (1) replacement of approximately one-
third of the used nuclear fuel assemblies; (2) motor-operated valve testing; (3) main turbine rotor
replacement; (4) Residual Heat Removal (RHR) system repairs; (5) diesel generator maintenance; and

(6) other modifications to existing plant systems to improve the material condition of the plant.

169. In general, the purpose of a nuclear refueling outage is to refuel the reactor by replacing -
approximately one-third of the nuclear fuel in the reactor core, make repairs or modifications to the
plant that cannot reasonably be made while the plant is operating, and to correct problems that are

identified for the first time during the outage.

170. The length of a nuclear refueling outage is determined from a management perspective by

evaluating the tasks on the “critical path.” of the outage.

171.  The critical path for an outage is the series of the most lengthy tasks during an outage that
cannot be performed simultaneously. The parallel work that would have become critical path to the
refueling outage if the actual critical path activity had not occurred is known as near-critical-path

activity.

172. Without reference to the specific tasks and the critical path activities of a refueling outage
based on an analysis that centers on critical path activities, it is nearly impossible to make a decision

whether or not a particular extension of an outage was the result of imprudent management.

173. The duration of RF-5 at RBNS during the reconciliation period was reasonable to the extent
of 69.06 days and was prudently planned and managed to that extent.
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174.  The duration of RF-5 was not reasonable to the extent of 12.94 days, due to GSU’s failure
to adequately plan and manage the reactor containment airlock work that was performed during the

outage.

175.  The cost of the replacement power attributable to the unreasonable 12.94 day extension of
RF-5 is $1,830,569, based on the average cost of nuclear fuel at RBNS during the reconciliation
period of $8.60/MWh. Therefore, $1,830,569 of GSU’s fuel expenses attributable to the cost of the
replacement power for the unreasonable extension of the duration of RF-5 by 12.94 days should be
disallowed.

176. Forced Outage No. 94-01 (FO-94-01), or Outage No. 94-03 at RBNS, occurred on
September 8, 1994, when RBNS experienced a process water “noise spike” that was perceived by
the reactor vessel water level transmitters as an improper or high reactor vessel water level. The
vessel water level transmitters sent a “scram signal” to the reactor protection system logic, which shut

down the plant.

177.  GSU replaced a leaking fuel rod assembly during forced outage FO-94-01, (outage no.
94-03), and also repaired eight segments of Control Rod Drive (CRD) piping, one of which was
found to be leaking. The outage lasted 42.7 days.

178.  The reactor vessel water level transmitter automatic shutdown feature at RBNS ensures that
water will not enter the steam lines and eventually travel to the main turbine where the turbine blading

could be damaged.

179.  The actual source of the initiating event or noise spike causing forced outage FO-94-01 at
RBNS was never identified, but all four of the reactor vessel water level transmitters responded to

the event.
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180. During RF-5, GSU installed Rosemount Model 1153 Transmitters to replace two of the four
reactor vessel water level transmitters due to the degradation of the originally-installed Rosemount
Model 1152 Transmitters. There was a need for the installation of a special “damping” card in the

new Model 1153 transmitters to allow them to function like the original Model 1152 transmitters.

181. “Damping” on a reactor vessel water level transmitter serves to filter out spurious or

background signals that do not represent actual vessel water conditions.

182.  GSU personnel installed one of the new Model 1153 transmitters without any damping card

and the other transmitter contained a damping card with incorrect settings.

183. The accepted exponential mathematical proof expressing process water noise spike amplitude,
reactor water vessel level, and the level of damping installed in the Model 1153 transmitters at RBNS
at the time of FO-94-01, conclusively demonstrates that a noise signal or spike of the amplitude
experienced at RBNS on September 8, 1994 would have caused the reactor shutdown even if

maximum damping had been installed in the transmitters.

184. Therefore, forced outage number FO-94-01, or outage number 94-03 at RBNS, was not due
in whole or in part to imprudent management by GSU, because the spurious reactor vessel high water
level signal was not caused by either GSU’s failure to install damping or by the installation of

incorrect damping levels in the Rosemount Model 1153 transmitters.

185. Because forced outage number FO-94-01, or outage number 94-03 at RBNS, was not due
in whole or in part to imprudent management on GSU’s part, although fuel costs increased due to

the outage, GSU should not be required to absorb any of the increased fuel costs.
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186. Forced outage number FO-94-02, or outage number 94-04 at RBNS occurred on
October 8, 1994, due to a failure of a recirculation pump seal which required a reactor shutdown for

repairs. This forced outage lasted 5.8 days, ending on November 3, 1994,

187.  The failed recirculation pump seals at RBNS had been replaced prior to the forced outage
with a new-type seal during an earlier refueling outage, RF-5. Before RF-5 at RBNS, the
recirculation pump seals were replaced several times and the new design was an attempt by GSU to

correct the performance problems encountered with the old design.

188.  Although GSU carried out a thorough plan to evaluate potential materials to be installed in
the new recirculation pump seal design that failed, the new pump seal design failed due to accelerated

wear caused by particles in the reactor cooling water at RBNS.

189.  GSU was not imprudent in choosing the old tungsten-carbide seal material rather than the new
silicon-carbide material for the new seal design, given the history of repeated recirculation-pump seal
failures at RBNS, because the new silicon-carbide material was not a sufficiently industry-proven

material for the application.

190.  There was no reason to suspect poor recirculation pump seal water at RBNS because both
GSU and the seal manufacturer had tested the water quality prior to replacing the seals under various
plant operating conditions and the test results reflected a high purity seal water supply at RBNS,

191.  The seal water quality tests performed at RBNS by GSU and the seal manufacturer did not
reveal a particulate problem at RBNS due to the “crud burst” phenomenon at RBNS. A “crud burst”
is a phenomenon that occurs in water systems due to particulate accumulation on the inside surfaces

of water pipes during normal operation.
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192. GSU reasonably investigated the use of both available seal materials at RBNS and prudently
chose the industry-proven tungsten-carbide seal material for recirculation pump seal replacement

during RF-5. GSU prudently planned and management forced outage number FO-94-02.

193. Outage number 94-05, (forced outage number FO-94-03), occurred at RBNS on
December 4, 1994, when a technician at the plant made a communication error which caused a
reactor trip or shutdown during the monthly testing of the Main Steam Isolation Valves (MSIVs).
The outage lasted approximately 7.4 days, ending on December 12, 1994.

194. During the monthly testing of the MSIVs at RBNS, GSU technicians initiated a half isolation
of the controls for the MSIVs. The MSIV test is designed such that only a single, one-half isolation
is encountered at one time. Two concurrent one-half isolations will cause the closure of the MSIVs

and a plant shutdown or reactor “scram.”

195. During the MSIV testing at RBNS, one of the technicians performing the test misunderstood
a communication in the control room to be an acknowledgement that a first one-half isolation signal

had been reset, when in fact the communication concerned the reset of an alarm annunciator.

196. Upon hearing the control room alarm reset communication, the technician signed-off the reset
procedure step and the test proceeded to the next section, which involved inserting the second half
isolation in the plant logic at RBNS.

197. Because the first one-half isolation had never in fact been reset, the insertion of the second
half isolation completed the logic for the closure of the MSIVs, causing a plant shutdown and forced

outage number FO-94-03.

198. The MSIV testing error and resulting forced outage number FO-94-03 was not caused by a

failure to follow the operating and communications procedures in effect at RBNS, but by an isolated
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misunderstanding of a specific verbal communication by a trained technician and was therefore due

to human error.

199.  Although GSU management had a clear policy in effect (ADM-022) regarding
communications at RBNS, it was unlikely that any GSU management intervention would have
prevented the human error since such errors causing a reactor shutdown are expected to happen from
time-to-time at nuclear power plants like RBNS; therefore, forced outage number FO-94-03 was not

caused by imprudent management at RBNS on GSU’s part.

200.  As a result of the operation of the ESA, GSU paid $36,936,199.02 to its affiliate Entergy
operating companies (EOCs) for energy it received from the Entergy system energy exchange pool

during the reconciliation period.

201. GSU’s affiliate EOC purchased power expense represents 1 ,838,569 MWh of electricity it
purchased from affiliate EOCs during the reconciliation period at an average cost of $20.09/MWh.

202.  Schedule MSS-3 of the ESA determined the pricing and exchange of energy among GSU and
the affiliate EOCs during the reconciliation period.

203. By approving Schedule MSS-3 and the ESA, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) has determined how the EOCs will be reimbursed for energy sold to the exchange pool and
how the EOCs, including GSU, will purchase energy from the exchange pool.

204. 'When an EOC such as GSU supplies energy to the exchange pool that the EOC produced,
it receives an Operations & Maintenance (O&M) adder, the purpose of which is to reimburse the

producing EOC for the incremental cost associated with making the sale to the exchange pool.
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205. The EOC exchange pool affiliate transaction O&M adder is not reflected in GSU’s fuel costs

for the reconciliation period and is therefore not passed on to ratepayers in their fuel costs.

206. GSU purchased power from its affiliate EOCs participating in the system exchange pool
during the reconciliation period at an average price of $20.09/MWh and that price was no higher than
the prices charged by the supplying EOC affiliates to the other EOCs or affiliates.

207. The FERC has determined that the ESA and Schedule MSS-3 is a just and reasonable way
of allocating energy costs and revenues among the EOCs, including GSU, and has determined that
the charges imposed on GSU by operation of the ESA are fair and reasonable in comparison to the

charges imposed on the other EOCs.

208. Additionally, because the O&M adder for energy sales to the EOC energy exchange pool is
not reflected in the GSU’s fuel costs and does not include a profit, GSU’s purchased power expenses
of $36,936,199.02 for energy purchased from the system exchange pool during the reconciliation

period were reasonable.

209. Although each EOC’s allocation of energy costs and revenues under the ESA may vary based
on its relative size and its operating characteristics, the ESA ensures that GSU is paying
proportionately no more for purchased power through the ESA than any of its affiliates who are also
parties to the agreement.

210. Schedule MSS-5 of the ESA provides that GSU is to be reimbursed for its cost of fuel to
supply the pre-merger system power sales plus an O&M adder, but that GSU not share in the net
revenue balance or profits from such sales. In its opinion and order approving the merger of Entergy
and GSU, the FERC found good cause for limiting GSU’s participation in the profits from off-system

sales contracts in existence at the time of the merger.
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211. The FERC approved the allocation of off-system sales O&M adders among GSU and the
EOC:s as set forth in Schedule MSS-5 of the ESA as reasonable. Although GSU did receive its share
of net balance revenues from such sales made after the merger during the reconciliation period, GSU

properly accounted for the differential in revenues received by GSU, as compared to the other EQCs.

212.  The $1,189,982.80 System Fuels, Inc., fuel-oil purchase by GSU was reasonable because the
$121.80 price per barrel was below the market price for fuel oil when compared to both the average
and low spot market prices, according to Platt’s Oilgram. The price for the fuel oil was no higher

than the prices charged by System Fuels, Inc,, to its other affiliates.

213.  During the reconciliation period, GSU purchased all of Agrilectric Company’s (Agrilectric)
net energy output at a price of $35.42/MWh pursuant to a contract rate approved by the Louisiana
Public Service Commission (LPSC). GSU purchased a total of $3,756,557.78 worth of purchased

power from Agrilectric during the reconciliation period.

214. * GSU’s purchased power costs for its Agrilectric transactions during the reconciliation period
were above GSU’s avoided cost. Had Agrilectric been located in Texas rather than Louisiana, GSU
would likely have paid for the purchased power in accordance with GSU’s Texas tariff for Small
Power Producers. The total purchase price for the Agrilectric power under that tariff would have
been approximately $1,750,800.10, or approximately $2,005,756 less than GSU paid during the

reconciliation period.

215. Because GSU was not obligated to purchase the Agrilectric power, the appropriate price
ceiling is GSU’s avoided cost, reflected by what GSU would have paid for the power had the
Agrilectric power been purchased under GSU’s Small Power Producer tariff. Accordingly, GSU’s
expenditure of $2,005,756 above its avoided cost of $1,750,800.10 for the Agrilectric purchased

power was unreasonable and excessive and should be disallowed.
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216. In the Preliminary Order in this docket, the Commission directed that the profit margins or
“adders” from GSU’s off-system power sales were, in their entirety, subject to a reasonableness

review and reconciliation beginning April 28, 1994, through the end of the reconciliation period.

217. Pursuant to that Order, GSU is required to allocate 100 percent of its off-system sales adders
as reconcilable beginning on April 28, 1994, the date of the final order in Docket No. 12712.

218. The Commission’s Final Order in Docket No. 12712 did not explicitly continue the
75-25 percent split or sharing of the margins from GSU’s off-system sales originally approved in
Docket No. 10984. Therefore, no vested interest in a share of the off-system sales revenues or adders
was conferred on GSU.

219.  Although the interim fixed fuel factors in effect during the last portion of the reconciliation
period were implemented by agreement of the parties on an interim basis in Docket No. 12712
beginning as early as March 1994, the Commission did not consider and finally approve those fuel

factors until April 28,1994, the date the Final Order in that docket was signed.

220. The Commission Preliminary Order directed that GSU’s off-system sales adder revenues
should be allocated 100 percent to ratepayers as reconcilable beginning on April 28, 1994.

221. GSU’s total transmission or wheeling revenues which it received under transmission service
contracts approved by the FERC between GSU and wholesale transmission customers (“Company

Service”) amounted to $42,007,597, on an Entergy systemwide basis, for the reconciliation period.

222.  GSU’s company service transmission or wheeling revenues are revenues which GSU received
pursuant to contracts GSU entered into before the merger with Entergy Corporation. Consequently,

these revenues are not part of the Intra-System Bill (ISB) and are therefore not allocated to any of

the other EOCs.
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223. GSU'’s total transmission or wheeling revenues associated with FERC-regulated Entergy
System transmission transactions under Entergy’s open access transmission tariff (“Access Service”)
amounted to $1,501,687 during the reconciliation period. Access service transmission or wheeling
revenues are revenues GSU received through the Entergy system pool and were allocated to each of
the EOCs including GSU, ona monthly basis by operation of the ISB under the FERC-approved
ESA.

224.  GSU had total transmission equalization expenses, which were charged to FERC Account 565
and which GSU incurs under Schedule MSS-2 of the ESA, amounting to $16,565,619 during the

reconciliation period.

225. GSU’s total net transmission or wheeling revenues for the reconciliation period, after
deducting transmission equalization charges, amounted to approximately $26,943,665 on a total

company basis, or approximately $11,000,000 on a Texas retail jurisdictional basis.

226. Because GSU’s transmission or wheeling revenues and costs were not allocated to Texas
retail ratepayers during the reconciliation period, but were allocated to a separate rate class specified
by the Commission’s Order in Docket No. 12852, GSU’s last base rate case, Texas retail ratepayers
should not benefit from an inclusion of GSU’s net wheeling revenues in this fuel reconciliation

proceeding.

227. GSU’s SO2 emissions allowance revenues during the reconciliation period resulted from the
EPA auction of withheld allowances first available for use in the years 2000-2001. GSU received
approximately $50,000 from the auction of its SO2 emissions allowances during the reconciliation

period.

228. GSU accounted for the SO2 emissions allowance revenues which it received during the

reconciliation period in FERC Account 411.8, entitled “Gains from Disposition of Allowances,”
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which is included as utility operating income in the Statement of Income for the Year in FERC
Form 1 for 1994.

229. P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23 defines eligible fuel costs according to the FERC Uniform System
of Accounts, as of September 30, 1992.

230. On March 31, 1993, the FERC issued Order No. 552, effective January 1, 1993, regarding
“Revisions to Uniform System of Accounts to Account for Allowances under the Clean Air Act
Amendments of 1990,” expressly leaving the proper accounting treatment of revenues from SO2

emissions allowances to be determined by the state regulatory commissions.

231. Because the Commission has not expressly determined whether or not SO2 emission
allowance revenues are reconcilable fuel revenues, GSU should record SO2 emission allowance
revenues in FERC Account 254, rather than Account 411.8, so that both emissions revenues and

costs may be considered by the Commission at a future date.

232. Because GSU’s SO2 emission allowance revenues amounted to only $50,000 during the
reconciliation period, the regulatory treatment of such revenues should not be decided on the merits

due to the relatively small amount of such revenues in this reconciliation.

233.  GSU’s system electricity losses during the reconciliation period amounted to 2,543,009 MWh
of electricity, out a total of 51,512,084 MWh of electricity produced. During the reconciliation
period, GSU identified and recovered approximately $1,000,000 in lost revenues due to equipment

failure, process failure, and theft of electricity.

234.  GSU has in place adequate measures to address lost revenues attributable to theft of electricity

and current diversion in its diverse, mainly rural service territories and its employees have been trained
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to investigate current diversion, take corrective action appropriate to the circumstances, and

reasonably recover lost revenues during the reconciliation period.

235.  GSU’s reconcilable fuel expenses are $316,507,429 for the reconciliation period, GSU’s its
reconcilable fuel revenues are $296,971,740, and miscellaneous reasonable adjustments are ($12,039)

for generation expenses and purchased-power true-ups.

236.  GSU’s cumulative fuel cost under-recovery for the reconciliation period is $22,894,943, with
interest, as of October 1996. This finding is subject to exact calculation of the recommended
adjustment of the Staff’s reccommended 100 percent off-system sales adder allocation for the months
of March and April 1994 and removal of the $300,000 theft recovery disallowance.

237. GSU’s total fuel cost disallowances for the reconciliation period are $12,541,771, subject to
exact calculation of the disallowance of the $317,000 in total Texas jurisdictional coal costs as

recommended by the OPC.

238.  After deduction of GSU’s total fuel cost disallowances for the reconciliation period, GSU’s
total net fuel cost under-recovery, before interest, is $20,452,982.

239.  GSU adjusted its Generation Expenses & Purchased Power Expenses, resulting in net
amounts for these downward adjustments of $17 and $12,022, respectively. The foregoing
adjustments are reasonable as timing adjustments to reflect actual costs and adjustments in the

applicable months.

240.  GSU made the refunds ordered in Docket No. 13170, its last fuel reconciliation for the period
October 1, 1991, through December 31, 1993, after December 3 1, 1994. GSU should have made
these refunds to customers before December 31, 1994, because on January 1, 1995, interest on the

refunded amounts began to accrue.
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241. In making the refunds ordered in Docket No. 13170, GSU made an entry of $50,091 to reflect
the interest associated with those refunds which was not correct because the actual refunds occurred
over several months. Therefore, the $50,091 in interest recorded for the refunds should be deducted

or removed.

242. As of October 31, 1994, GSU’s ending balance of the refunds ordered in Docket No. 10894
was under recovered by ($779,971). GSU did not carry forward this refund balance from Docket
No. 10894 and include the balance in the instant fuel proceeding, the next fuel reconciliation after
Docket No. 13170, as required in Docket No. 10894.

243. GSU did not carry forward or transfer its $779,971 over-refund amount from the Docket
No. 10894 refunds until April 1996. The $779,971 amount of the over-refund in Docket No. 10894
should be carried forward into GSU’s over/under-recovered fuel balance at the beginning of
November 1994.

244. Based on GSU’s Texas retail eligible projected fuel costs of $232,636,597 as set in Docket
No. 12852, GSU’s under collection of approximately $22,894,943 in fuel costs is equivalent to
9.5 percent, which exceeds the threshold limit of 4.0 percent set forth in P.U.C. SUBST.
R. 23.23(b)(2)(A)(iii)(T).

245. GSU continues in a state of material under collection of its fuel costs and should surcharge
its net fuel cost under-recovery, net of interest, of $20,452,982, in a single one-month period in the

first monthly billing cycle following the Commission’s Final Order in this proceeding.

246. GSU’s cumulative under-recovered interest balance on its under-recovery balance is

$2,441,961 as of October 1996.
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247. Therefore, subject to calculation of the appropriate corrections by Commission Staff to
account for the timing of the Commission Final Order in this proceeding, GSU’s cumulative under-
recovered interest balance of $2,441,961, as of October 1996, should be surcharged in a single one-
month period in the first monthly billing cycle following the Commission’s Final Order in this

proceeding.

248. Except as indicated otherwise above, during the reconciliation period GSU generated
electricity efficiently and maintained effective cost controls, and for all nonaffiliated fuel and fuel-

related contracts, its contract negotiations produced the lowest reasonable cost of fuel to ratepayers.

B. Conclusions of Law

1. Entergy-Gulf States (GSU) is a public utility as defined in the Public Utility Regulatory Act
of 1995, Tex. Rev. Civ. Stat. Ann. art. 1446¢c-0 (Vernon Supp. 1997) [PURA 95] §2.001 1(1).

2. The Public Utility Commission of Texas (Commission) has jurisdiction over this proceeding
under PURA 95 §§1.101(a), 2.001, 2.208, and 2.212(g).

3. The State Office Of Administrative Hearings (SOAH) has jurisdiction over all matters relating
to the conduct of a hearing, including the preparation of a proposal for decision with findings of fact
and conclusions of law in this proceeding pursuant to PURA 95 §1.101(e) and TEX. GOV’T. CODE
ANN. Ch. 2003.047.

4, GSU provided published and direct notice of its application in this proceeding as required by
P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(4).

5. P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b) (eff. May 1, 1993) applies to this proceeding because GSU’s

fixed fuel factors in effect during the first two months of the reconciliation period (January and
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February 1994) were set in Docket No. 10894, decided on August 19, 1993, after the May 1, 1993
effective date. GSU’s fixed fuel factors in effect for the remainder of the reconciliation period were
set in Docket No. 12712, decided on April 28, 1994.

6. A utility’s expense is not an allowable reconcilable fuel cost to the extent it resulted from the
utility’s imprudence, or was not reasonable and necessary to provide reliable electric service, as set
forth in P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(i)(I).

7. The scope of a fuel reconciliation proceeding includes any issue related to determining the
reasonableness of the utility’s fuel expenses during the reconciliation period and whether the utility
has over- or under-recovered its reasonable fuel expenses. P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(1).

8. Prudence is the exercise of that judgment and the choosing of one of that select range of
options which a reasonable utility manager would exercise or choose in the same or similar
circumstances given the information or alternatives available at the point in time such judgment is
exercised or option is chosen. There may be more than one prudent option within the range available
to a utility in any given context. Any choice within the select range of reasonable options is prudent,
and the Commission should not substitute is judgment for that of the utility. The reasonableness of
an action or decision must be judged in light of the circumstances, information, and available options
existing at the time, without benefit of hindsight. Inquiry of the Public Utility Commission of Texas
into the Prudence and Efficiency of the Plarming and Management of the Construction of the South
Texas Nuclear Project, Docket No. 6668, 16 P.U.C. BULL. 183, 483 (June 20, 1990); and Petition
of Southwestern Public Service Company for a Fuel Reconciliation, Docket No. 14174, _ P.U.C.
BULL. __ (Jan. 5, 1996) (not yet published).

9. An isolated error or failure to identify or correct an isolated problem can constitute
imprudence; however, whether it does or not depends upon whether the utility’s conduct accords

with the prudence standard as stated above. Application of Gulf States Utilities Company to
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Reconcile Fuel Costs, Establish New Fixed Fuel Factors, and Recover its Under-Recovered Fuel
Expense, Docket No. 10894, 19 P.U.C. BULL. 1401, 1419 (April 28, 1994).

10.  Ifits eligible fuel expenses for the reconciliation period included an item or class of items
supplied by an affiliate of the utility, the utility has the burden of showing that the prices charged by
the supplying affiliate to the utility were reasonable and necessary and no higher than the prices
charged by the supplying affiliate to its other affiliates or divisions or to unaffiliated persons or
corporations for the same item or class of items. P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)()(II).

11.  The doctrine of res judicata, or claim preclusion, bars litigation of all issues connected with
a cause of action or defense, which, with the use of diligence, might have been tried in the prior suit.
The doctrine of collateral estoppel, or issue preclusion, bars the re-litigation of any ultimate issue of
fact actually litigated and essential to the judgment in a prior suit, regardless of whether the second
suit is based upon the same cause of action. Bonniwell v. Beech Aircraft Corp., 663 S.W.2d 816,
818 (Tex. 1984). The doctrine of collateral estoppel requires that the facts sought to litigated in the
second action were fully and fairly litigated in the prior action. Bonniwell, 663 S.W.2d at 818.

12. By definition, collateral estoppel does not bar the re-litigation of issues stipulated and
specifically reserved for future review in the prior proceeding. Because the final order in Docket
No. 13170 specifically reserved, in a non-contested proceeding, the review of the reasonableness of
certain fuel issues, it is appropriate to consider those issues in this docket. Once the Commission has
reviewed the prudence of the original prices, terms, and conditions of a fuel contract in a fuel
reconciliation proceeding, res judicata precludes the reconsideration of such in a subsequent
proceeding. Application of Southwestern Electric Power Company to Reconcile Fuel Costs, Docket
No. 12855, 20 P.U.C. BULL. 843, at 864-865; and Petition of General Counsel for a Fuel
Reconciliation for Southwestern Public Service Company, Docket No. 9030, 17 P.U.C. BULL. 395
(June 3, 1991).
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13. GSU, the other Entergy Operating Companies, and System Fuels, Inc., are affiliates under
PURA 95 §1.003(2).

14.  GSU successfully carried its burden of proof to show that its purchased power and fuel oil
transactions with its affiliates during the reconciliation period occurred at reasonable and necessary
prices charged by the affiliates and were at prices that were no higher than the prices charged by the
supplying affiliates to its other affiliates or divisions or to unaffiliated persons or corporations for the
same item or class of items in accordance with P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(i)(II) and PURA 95

§2.208(b).

15.  GSU'’s Agrilectric purchased power transaction expenses above GSU’s avoided cost during

the reconciliation period were not reasonable and necessary, and therefore not in accordance with
P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(i)(1).

16.  GSU’s long- and short-term natural gas contracts and expenses were reasonable and necessary
to provide reliable electric service to its customers during the reconciliation period, with the exception
of $62,958 in spot-gas purchases at Willow Glen in March 1994, which GSU failed to show was
reasonable and necessary as required by P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(i)(]).

17. GSU failed to show that 12.94 days of Refueling Outage 5 (RF-5) at River Bend Nuclear
Station (RBNS) were prudently planned and managed; therefore, GSU’s replacement purchased
power costs for that portion of RF-5 were not reasonable and necessary as required by P.U.C.'
SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)}(B)(1)(I). However, under generally accepted principles of cost-of-service
rate regulation currently applicable to GSU, GSU ratepayers should bear the risk of costs associated

with an extended forced outage that is not caused in whole or in part by imprudent management.
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18.  GSU did not properly and accurately account for $90,653 in coal costs for the month of
September 1994 at Big Cajun II, Unit 3, during the reconciliation period and that expense is not
reasonable as required by P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(i) and (ii).

19.  GSU failed to accurately justify $226,447 in replacement power costs for Big Cajun II, Unit
3, with interest on a Texas retail basis, as reasonable and necessary fuel expenses incurred during the
reconciliation period as required by P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(i) and (ii).

20.  The Commission has the discretion under P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(1) and (b)(3)(B)(ii)
to proportionately and consistently allocate fuel costs among fixed- and non-fixed-fuel-factor
customers. Because, GSU did not establish that its fuel cost allocation methodology proportionately
and consistently allocates fuel costs to fixed- and non-fixed fuel-factor customers based on GSU’s
actual incurrence of fuel costs to serve them, the Commission is well within its discretion to adopt
a just and reasonable fuel cost allocation methodology based on actual fuel cost incurrence, and is not
required to allocate fuel costs according to whether the customer pays rates based on GSU’s system

average or system incremental fuel costs.

21. A total of $12,541,771 of GSU’s requested fuel costs should be disallowed because GSU
failed to carry its burden to prove the reasonableness of these costs as required by P.U.C. SUBST.

R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(i) and (ii).

22.  GSU should surcharge its total fuel cost under-recovery as of October 1996 of $20,452,982,
net of interest, in the form of a one-time monthly surcharge on customer bills, because GSU is in a
state of material under collection as defined in P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(2)(A)(iii)(II).

23. GSU should also surcharge its cumulative under-recovered interest on the under-recovered

fuel balance of $2,441,961, as of October 1996, in the form of a one-time monthly surcharge on
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customer bills, because GSU is in a state of material under collection as defined in P.U.C. SUBST.
R. 23.23(b)(2)(A)(ii)(I).

24.  Except as provided otherwise in the Findings of Fact, GSU met its burden of proof under
PURA 95 §§2.212(g), 2.208(b), and P.U.C. SUBST. R. 23.23(b)(3)(B)(i)-(ii) regarding costs it

requested be treated as allowable reconcilable fuel expense for the reconciliation period.
SIGNED AT AUSTIN, TEXAS the / ﬁ "{/hday of December 1996.

STATE OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

WILLIAM CLAY HARRIS /
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE




DATE
12-07-95

01-09-96

01-22-96

01-30-96

01-31-96

02-05-96

02-06-96

02-23-96
02-23-96

06-04-96

08-14-96

09-09-96
09-23-96

10-08-96

ATTACHMENT A

PROCEDURAL TIMELINE

EVENT

GSU files its application for fuel reconciliation
Case transferred to SOAH

Initial prehearing conference held; order issued adopting protective
order to be used by the parties

Commission issues order requesting briefing on threshhold issues
GSU begins publishing notice once a week for two consecutive
weeks in newspapers of general circulation in those counties
affected by the application

Protective order modified

GSU begins mailing notice of application to retail customers in
monthly billings

Second prehearing conference held
Commission issues Preliminary Order

GSU begins mailing notice of application to its large industrial
customers

GSU files affidavits of published notice and direct mail notice to
its retail customers and all parties to Docket No. 13170

Hearing on the merits begins
GSU files revised proof of published notice

Hearing on the merits concludes after 21 days of hearing






ATTACHMENT B

PARTIES AND REPRESENTATIVES

GSU
Carolyn Shellman, Paula Cyr

Michael Etchison

Cities of Port Neches, G N
Yidor, Beaumont, China, Conroe, Port
Arthur, Nederland

Barbara Day

State of Texas *

Jason M. Wakefield, Rupaco T. Gonzalez, Jr.

Richard A. Muscat

* Withdrew 07-17-96

North Star Steel Texas, Inc.
Garrett A. Stone, Phillip A. Chabot, Jr.
Julie B. Greenisen

OPC
Marion Taylor Drew, Alex Schnell

Texas Industrial Energy Consumers
Rex D. VanMiddlesworth, Carl S. Richie






ATTACHMENT C

COMPARISON OF 1995 MERGER RELATED FUEL SAVINGS

2nd Rev. Exhibit KMT-3
Supplemental Testimony

1992 1995
INPUTS: FORECAST  ACTUAL
Fuel Costs (S'MMBTU) (i)
Spot GAS
Texas . a1l 1.70
Louisiana 2.34 1.93
Neison Coal 1.45 .63
Cajun 2.83 185 155
River Bend 0.86 0.83
Demand
Peak (MW) 5637 5983
Energy (GWH) 328¢5 34043
Equivalent Availability
Nelsoa Coal 63% 78%
Cajun 2,#3 90% 74%
River Bend 76% 99%
Economy Purchases (S/MWH)
Annual Average Cost
Peak 239 19.2
Off-Peak 18.8 14.7
RESULTS:
Savings:
Energy and Purchase Power Expense
Energy(GWH)
Gas (2.248) (1.133)
Coal (123) ! (136)
Nuclear 71 ©)
Net Purchase & Sales (2) 2.301 1.269
Total 0 ]
Energy(3$000) '
Gas (66.025; (15.084)
Coal ) (2.128) (2.013)
Nuclear 539 -
Net Purchase & Sales (2) 32.619 11.503
Total ) (34,995)

(1) Forecast of GSU fuel prices prior 1o the Merger.
(2) Excludes La Sution; Includes NISCO & Cogen @ Avoided Cost

L’ 9.592 /

Docket No. 15:02

Page { of |
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Exhibit KMT 4
Suppiemental Tesumony

Docket No. 15102
Page 1 0f 2
GSU Recoverable Fuel Costs
Price/Volume Variance Analysis
Jan - Jun 1995 Actual vs Docket No. 12712 Order
(5000)
Jan - Jun 1995
Yarianse .
Brge Yolume JYotal
Recoverable Cost

Ous (1359) 9,850 8,493
Coul : (4.504) 2 (4582)

Nuclesr Q.723) 4977 2254

Towl Thermal Asu) 1490 6068
Lese Other Noo-Resov jsm 3,502

Phas Stiputation 2208 2,208

Plus Proj Merger Savings 43 4,603

Pius Net Purch & Sales (i3.609) {4233) (17,868}

Total Fosl & Purchased Power (UsMs)  1046% (4399)
Texas Allocator 39.054%

Texas Fuel & Purchesed Power ann




Exhibit KMT4
Supplemental Testimony
Docket No. 15102

Page 2 of 2
GSU Recoverable Fuel Costs
Price/Volume Variance Analysis
Jan - Jun 1995 vs Docket No. 12712 Order
(5000)
Summer 91 Awg93 Mans4
. Docket 16834 Sdpalated Stiputated Actual vs 3/9%¢
—ALL__ __Oder __ Order ~Actysl 95 Differeace % Difference
Recoverable MWR ' .
. Gas 9,153 9,667 Si4 %
Coul 1908 1916 s 0%
Nuelear 2284 2825 s41 2%
Total Thermal 13,346 14,409 1,063 %
Net Purcd & Sales 1,385 776 (609) 4%
Total Pue! & Puch Power "—T421T 15,184 454 %
Recoverable Cost
Gus 176,722 185215 3,493 %
Coal 34,188 29,776 “38) 3%
Nuclear 23,726 25980 2284 %
Total Thermal T 234,606 260971 6365 3%
Net Parch & Sales 23238 s420 (7868 %
Less: Other Nog-Recov . 3,502 3,502
Total Fuel & Puch Power 257,895 257398 242,889 (15008 W —
Less Stipulstion . 2,208 2,208
Total less Stipulatiog T 255687 255,687
Lass Proj Merger Sevings 3,403 3,403
Tatal Receverable Cost 247,284 242,389 (4,395) 2%
S/MWH
Gas 193 192 (0.1) -1%
Coal 179 185 4 3%
Nuciesr 10.4 92 (12) J 1%
Towul Thermal 176 167 ©9) %
Net Purch & Sales _l63 2.0 ) ST%
Teotal Fuel & Puch Power 17.5 16.0 19 %






(L1%'671'778)
(OT9'TTO'TTY)
G t6e's16°1TS)
QRL GO ITY)
(TSO'LEL1TS)
(06£'959'1T7%)
(86£'085°178)
(rLt'tos 1y)
(9IR'RTL"128) .
(690°8€€°1TS)
(11$°¢99°129)
(+TS'SRI'LLY)
(GI%'060'LLS)
(OLR°TTS'LIS)
(Lor'86Y'0TY)
(TI'096'728)
(0ts'THL'Tes)
(90+'21£°€29)
(LT6'001°$TS)
(1ST°691'979)
(66Y'61L°(TS)
(LBEFTH 0TS)
ors'LeLs'tL1s)
(Lre'Lonos)
(9£L'066°9%)
(L85'09t'¢S)
(€18°'t95°78)
0s

2 )
152101U] 29 [ony§
Jo K19A003y
(3opun)/900
dAnejnwn)

t Jo | adegd

V 2Inpayds yuis
70151 ON Wy0Qg
VAR

(re8°9L9°1$) 08
(8£9°695°19) 08
(196’29t 1) 08
OR'9sL'1S) 0%
(690°08Z°18) 08
(809°t0T°19) 08
O1°LTI'18) 08
(6t'1S0'1S) 08

(PER'SLGS)
(L6t°006S)

(+00°'+T8$) (160'05$)

(6TL'L9LS)
(L86'TOLS)
iy
(Zr0'89s8)
(LL6'98YS)
(v16'STHS)
(0zg'e9ts)
(+76's67%)
(099'5TZ$)
(£L6'1918)
(rc1°Lols)
(R£6°6SS)
(Rt6°t¢S)
(8L1'91%)
(£88'9%)
0§
0s

U]

junowy
1S2101U
aanemwn)

0s 0s

08 0s

0s 08

0s s

0s oS

0s 0s

0s 0s

0s 0s

0 os 0
0s 0% os
(@ 160'0ss 0s

0s oS 0s
0s 0s s
0s 0s 0s
0y oS 0s
0$ 0s 0s
11 0s 0s
0s 0s 0s
0s 0s (11
90s°'TS (v) (905°T$) 0s
0os 0s 0s
0s os 0s
0s oS oS
08 - 1 0s
0s 0s 0s
0s 0s 0os
(113 0s 0s

J) 3npayos ffois 12-Yd anpayog 12~ npaysg
()] L)) @)
waunsnipy wausnlpy punjoy
1S919u] sudN| 15339
yes nso nson

FONVIVE AUTA0DTY (MAANMAIAO TN NO IDNVIVE LSAYALNI AILV'INDTVD

d INIWHOVLLV

(961°L01$)
(LL9'901$)
(091°9019$)
(eL'9Ls)
(19v'9Ls)
(T61'9LY)
(rT6'sLs)
(Ls9'sLS)
(Leg'sLs)
(€6¥°'9LS)
(9£9°098)
(1v€'098)
(L98°19%)
(6L0'cLS)
(590'188)
(¥90°'19%)
(v65°T98)
(96£°L98)
(voz'oLs)
(L89'¢€98)
(6£8°'¥SS)
(961°L¥S)
(066'tT8)
(oLL'sis)
(T6T'68)
(L38'9%)
0s

1)

unowy
1s9191u]

AlyiuopN

196L98¥00°0
1$$L98+00°0
1€$L98v00°0
0L90L$£00 0
0E£90£$£00°0
0£90£5$£00'0
0£90£€€00°0
0£90£$£00°0
0£90£$€00°0
0£90t$£00°0
0£90£$€00°0
0£90£$£00°0
0£90€€£00°0
0£90£$€00°0
0£90C$L00°0
166¥89700°0
T66¥89700°0
766¥89700°0
166¥897000
166¥891000
166¥89700°0
166¥892000
766892000
166¥897000
166¥897000
166¥89700°0
T66¥89200°0

C)
ANy
1S2u]

(z86'TS¥°0T9)
(z86'Ts¥'0T8)
(Z86'Ts¥°0T8)
(TR6°TS v OTs)
(T86'TS¥°0TS)
(z86°T5H°0CS)
(z86°T54°0TS)
(z86°Ts¥°0TS)
(z86'Ts¥'0TS)
(1Ls'Lerozs)
(Los‘1¥8°0zs)
(961°TTH'91S)
(zTes' L8 ots)
(S1L'188°918)
(osv'ots‘ozs)
(ser'eLy'ITs)
(929'91£°778)
(980°6¢6°TS)
(€00's08°'v2S)
(165°cv6'sTS)
(9zs°Lss'€Ts)
(esT'Li€'0Ts)
(To9o'Lis'LiS)
(66£°TLT'68)
(855°¥L6°9%)
(ooL'esy'es)
(€18°v95°T8)
0$

g ammpayas ffoig

()
£13A059Y

(s3pun)/3310
sAnejMun)

sexs

$661 ‘0€ unf yanoay) pe6l 1 Kaenur posag UoHENIIB0INY Y} 0y

GIANIWNOIOAY 44VLS 40 TTNATHIS
NOILVITIONOOT TaNd - T0IST ‘ON L DID0a
ANVAIWOD ALI'TILN SALVLS 41ND

9661  Jep
9661 ‘P4
9661 uef
$6061 RNag
$661  AON
$661 PO
$661 'dag
s661  ‘dny
$661 nf
$661 ung
$661 Kepy
$661 ‘dy
$661 BN
$661 ‘P4
$661 wef
#661 "2
#661  AON
#661 PO
¥661 'dag
#661 ‘dny
#661 of
¥661 unf
¥661 Koy
¥661 sy
661 1B
$661 X
¥661 uef

uejeg Sutuuidog

) @
JeIA Juon

(e)
oN
aur



(536°LyS) . SSS'LYS %6 1v¥s) TVIOL 9%

(€¥6'v68°2TS) (196'1+4°78) 0 oS os (Zo60118) 155L98¥000  (Z86'TSH'0TS) 9661 PO St
(1$0'+8L'TTS) (850'1€€°TS) 08 0s 0s (s9c'0118) 155L98v000  (786'TS¥'0TS) 9661 ‘dos e
($L9'€L9'TTS) (£69'07T'TS) 08 0s 0s (1£8°6018) 155L98%000  (TR6'TS¥'OTS) 9661 8y ¢¢
(S+8't95°7TS) (Z98'011°T8) 08 0s 0s (667°601$) 15SL98¥000  (786°TSH'0TS) 9661 L S 4
(9vS*rSH'TTS) (+95°100'Z$) 0% 0s 0s (69L°8018) 155L98¢000  (Z86°TSH'0TS) 9661 unf (€
(LLL'swe'es) (t6L'T6R1S) 08 0$ 0s (ZvT's018) 155L98¥000  (786°TSH°0TS) 9661 ey ot
(SE8'LeT'TTY) (TSS'VRL'1S) 0% 0s 0s (BIL°LO1S) 15SL98V00°0  (ZBO'TSHOLS) 9661 Wy 6T
D ainpayog ffois 12-44 3npayos g ampayas f[fois
o ()} ()] U)] @ o C) (0] ) @ (e)

1S219)u] @ |oN4 unowy waunsnfpy waunsnfpy punjoy unowy ey £13A009y WA YUON  ON

Jo U009y 152191} 1S9133] 1s319)u] 153191u] 15359W] 153590] (13pun)/13A0 ury

(Japun)/1nQ wvepum) yeis nson nso Liyopy JAneuIny

anemun) , SEXIL

$661 ‘0€ Junf Y3noay) p6Gl ‘I AssnuE POLIdJ UOHEHUINY Y} 404
FONVIVE AUTA0DTY (WAANMAIAO TANA NO FONVIVE LSTHALNI GALVINITYI

£Jo 7 ddeg GAANIWWNOITY 44VLS 40 FTNATHOS
V ANPIYIS Puis NOLLVI'TIDNODTY 13N4 - T0IST "ON LIND0d
T01S1 'ON W¥0Qg ANVJAIOD ALITILN SALVLS 4TND

vividid



PUTDI OLTET "ON 19450( U0 [BIIOE 1SOIDIUL O) WAWISHPY §661 ABIN S,1SD) IA0WII 0) UOHEPUIWIOII Jje)S

(a)
1SNUL O} JAWISHIPY 01084 55O p661 ISNINY S,1SD SA0WIII O} UOIEPURUWIOII els )
uopdudnq UMY ANON
e sadug wsom
e e e SALON T —— -

(f) uwinjoo snid (p) uwnjo) o)

'() uwnjod sy Juasmd said (f) uwniod s yuow Joug [())

0 3NPIYIS JjeIS 01 JuIpiocoe SISUISHIPR 1SAINUI POPUIWILIONII PEIS ()

"12-4d 3InPYaS 0 Suspioooe Judunsnipe 1sa3)ul 5,1SO )

"12-Y:d SINPYIS 0) Juipiodoe papunjas 1531948 5,N1SO @

"3181 152124ul (3) BWINOD $,JIUOW JULIND JY) SR} IS P [IN]
J0 £13033Y (39pu))/19A0 ANEINWNY ‘() UWN|OO §JIUOW JOUJ )
"$3181 15959101 pascudde uosssimwio) ()
@ ANPAYIS gers wioyj

194030y (J3pUN)/35A0 ANEINUIND SEXIL PIPUANLOINY JFeIS )

"KIATIOR JO 24 ©)

"ANAIOR JO Yluop @

“INPAYIS JEIS JO JdquInN 1 (®)

LD | DWRPY )|
23deg yop
. ___NOLLVWMOJNI NWNT0D

$661 ‘0 Junf ydnoay) pgel ‘I Lrenusy poudg UOHEIIIUCINY Y 104

£ Jo ¢ o3ed ADNVIVE AYIA0DTY (UAANNNIAO TANA NO IONV'IVE LSTHALNI GALVINDIVD
V ANpIYIs yjeis QAANIWNOITY A4VLS 40 ATNATHIS
T01ST ON WYR0Qq NOLLVITIDONOD®Y 1304 - 70I1STI ‘ON 1LINDOG

viviu3 ANVAWOO ALI'TILA SALVLS 410D







b

NOILVTINDTVD A¥IA0DTY (WAANMAITAO 1aNd AIANTWWOITY 44 VIS JO AINATHOS

(Lnrongd (9cc'srl)
(g TN T} i) BT 0 0
(T86'TSHOD) 0 0 0
(CRO'TSHOSY 0 0 0
(EROTSHOT) 0 0 0
(TRG'TSHOY 0 0 0
(P YN M1 AR 0 0 0
(CRO'THI'UT) 0 0 0
(T86'TSro) o 0 0
(Tg6'TSP'oT) o 0 0
(ZTR6'TSYOT) 0 0 0
(Z86'TSY'OD) O 0 0
(TR6'TSY0D 0 0 0
@@Ro'zsv'or) o 0 0
(TRG'TSHOT) 0 0 0
@R6'TSYoT) o 0 0
(T6e'zsvor)  (iv'st) « o 0
QLs'Ler o) (Ts'ey) ) o 8SY'LEY
(Wos' 1t8'07)  (L0I'2IvY D o oT'Los'n)
worv'al) o 0 (£9¢'ve)
@ew'esev) o 0 £88'coy
(SIL'INR9D 0 0 VEL'BYT €
(ost'oti'oT)  oss'LIs'T (W) o (s95'vLy)
(Ser'eLy'zd) o 0 (608'951)
(929'91¢°cT)  (Le6Ly) () o 1E¥'ZIv'L
(980'6r6'CT) 0O 0 L16'ss8'1
(€00's08'YT) O 0 88¢'8¢€1°1
(6S'EP6'ST)  92T'8PI @ (9zTsrl)  (590°98¢'7)
(yzs'Lss'ed)  (iLe'sn) W o (Toe'veT'e)
(gs'Licod)  (rg'el) V) o (018's8L'7)
@o9'LIs'L)  (Lxe'st) ) o (99Z'6TT'8)
(66£'TLT6)  (bLI'L1) o (L91'98Z'0)
(8sS'rL6'9)  (g11'cn) v) o (vrL'805'€)
(ooL'ese’e)  (r2r'il) ) o (eov'LL8)
€i8'v9s'e)  (pes'zi) ) o (6£6'155°7)
0 0
3 uwvs ffos 1044 'rwPys
(w) ()] ¢)) ()]
Kva002y sjuaunsnipy sjuswisnipy Kianoooy
(12pufy)/s980 Il Wpunpey  (9puf))aag
ETY LT Y ong Aiyuop
sex3], 5180 sexo)
SISRg] )3y s8%3]
TJo | adeg
t ANpYds ywis
TOIS1 ON 1oo(]
viviid

3 LNTFWHOVLLV

OPL'1L6'96T 62V LOS'9IE

0
0

-
-~

SO0 OCOCCDS

8EL'PLO'0T
Yor'89s'st
Lv'zer'vl
YT S|
T6H'800°91
vT6'6SL'S]
SolI'ssL'st
196'T66'p1
190'86'91
L90'Lig'6l
69T's18'81
9ZE'LTI'61
171°000'81
GIV'T60'S |
Lb¥'6v6'pL
SLTEIE'PI
0£S'€Z8'St
BES'LET'9L

10-V4 Pys
)
snuaaay
g
SON3],

i -VN- 0
0 “VN- 0
0 “VN- 0
0 -VN- 0
0 “VN- 0
0 VN~ 0
0 -VN- 0
0 -VN- 0
0 “VN- 0
0 -VN- 0
0 “VN- 0
0 VN~ 0
0 -VN- 0
0 -VN- 0
0 -VN- 0
0 “VN- 0
08T'LEY'6l *%L6L'SE 65S¥'S19°'08
1L9'SLI'Ll %0Z0'8E 6SE'SLI'SY
ORL'ISH'PL  %9SE'LE TT0'00L'RE
6LS'VEL'YL %8BI10'1Y LITIL6'SE
8SL'6SL'TL %0S1°6€ PL6'16S'TE
GRY'PET'IL %LLY'RE 60L'T6V'TY
vLE'IIG6'S]l %T899E S1'sLeE'ey
0£S'08S'€l  %L66'9€ zu'LoL'9e
rrI'6ZU'St %S90'LE oLs'Lig'oy
6LV'SLI'SL %LOV'SE UIEC'LY
PEE'I0T' 1T %90T 8E 6S1°T6¥'sS
829°1S8°TT %09L '8¢ 6ZL'956'8S
IS6'S8L'0T %8LE 8E o1 191'ps
SEL'ITE'ET %ILELE TT9'L6E'TY
B09'SET'LY %L6V'LE L10'9EE"9Y
610'TTB'LL %8B9E'LE S9T'E69'LY
£66'00L'91 %S6TLE £8L'08L'YY
LLV'6BL'SL %bLO6E $06'980'8¥
O s s
()] () ()
sso)  (uswpoop Ljor) 150D
g 10wV ng
paIsO0yY oy pasnipy
seXo] fUXo], Auedwio)
woL

ILLIPS'TI poR'poL'8LS
0 1}
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
LIL'Y68  TwL'OTL'6Y
(LTS'TEY) 988'LO9'SY
ISTRL  60S'LIS'8E
656'S86  89T'9€6'bE
€IS'196  19v'0€9°1€
(£8€'€82) T60'ILY'ZY
€50'SSE  660'€T0'EY
9TT6LL 988°LT6'SE
L61'6TI'1 €L9'889°6€
SEV'6T8  ¥IL'I0S'9Y
1991151 86b'086'€S
(LTO'v61) 9sL'ost'6S
TEL'BT6 BLETETES
8T8'TO1'1 YEL'VST 19
96S°SEV'L  1TV'006'vY
98T'601'1 6L6'E8S 'OV
8ZL'6E8 SSO'IVG'EY
T9T0F  £19'089'LY
PSS 1LY TeNS
€)] ®
siwawsnfpy 150D
ums Py
Kuwdwo)
w0y,

$661 ‘0€ Jung ydnoay pe6] ‘1 Lisnusy popiag uopeIPUCIY ) 04

NOLLVITIDONOO T 13n4 - T0ISI 'ON LINOO0A
ANVARNO0D ALI'ILA STLVIS ITIND

VIOL 9€¢
9061 ™) St
9661 dog  pe
9661 vy g€
9661 e F4 %
9661 ‘unf i€
9661 Anpy ot
9661 Wy 6
9661 N 8T
9661 P4 L2
9661 wf 9z
$661 (1 §T
$661 ‘AON  pT
$661 £ S ¥ 4
$661 dog T2
$661 ‘ny (£4
$661 ‘g (174
$661 unp 6l
$661 Ay g1
$661 Wy )
$661 N 9l
$661 P4 Sl
5661 ue
¥661 wg €l
¥661 ‘AN 21
¥661 PO {
¥661 dog 01
¥661 By 6
661 g 8
$661 unf L
¥661 Ly o
¥661 Wy ¢
661 BN b
r661 P4 €
661 wp oz

souspeg Buluuilag |
(@) () (v)
1A -—-—Oz .Oz
’ aur]




(sayory Biwsy) uonendns ol sad pes1 €/Z1 290J9Q PIPUNJSS ION SEM YIYM PUnjal L€ | 'ON 1990(] UO 1531U1 JO UONEINUINDE Y} JOJ JUNOIIE O) UOHEPUANLIDA] s

(19yo1y 81817)) . a0uBjRg 19pUN/I9A0 BUNSIXD UYL, SY) OJUS PIEAMIJ PALIED 3G O) P6B(T "ON 1XP0(] W02 JUNOWIS PIPUNJDL JIA0 ) JOJ IUNOIR O} UNIFPUINLLINII 1N MMW
(1040 BIe10) “20UNEE] (J9PU[ 1A II9Y SWX5. 0) JUSWISNIPE J0JN) §50f 5661 ISABAY 51 FAOUI O} 0) UOHFPUILIIO! RIS @
(39yosy B1D) “Tp-YD LI W9 $136unoD) [813u3() 0) 2u0dsas £SO od 5uIWISIPS §30] JO UOHIPURLWONA JJRIS (v)
UsHapQ WP 0N
U sadeg oM
T T SELON _ )

*(u) BWINOY) JO UNOWE SHIUOW
soud oy snyd (w) pus ‘(1) *(x) suwsnjoD) Jo wns oy (w)
(sonoay FiesDy) (D) puw ‘(1) ‘(W) °(B) suwuniod 3 ANPARS
9IS 398 0S|y SISUE] SUXD | © U0 SIUASRIPY PIPUALILIGIS YRS ()]
1 2-Y:d SANPAYOS 8N1SO 0) Buipsooos ‘suursnipe pus punjal g S\
(1) uwinjo) #5394 (f) vwingE) 0}
"1 -4 2InPayag NSO 0 Fuipioaoe INUIAIY PN 1Y SXIL )
(4) uwRjod saw (§) uwnge) 10)]
(uswipoop JJ3f) "D HANPRPS
111§ U0 (P) ULINIOD 30§ "JOJEIO|IY (11} SEXD], PAPUANLILIO JYWIS @
'(3) vwnio) snid (p) uwnjod o
"D ANPAHPOS
LIWIS VO (M) UINIOD 20§ "SISEE| WISAS [RIOL ¥ U SUSWEAIPY 1INS ©)
1WA APPSR
20d (sasuadxz| woiskS) 1507 0y Ausdwo)) jmo), 1))
-ANARIS JO IR ©)
“KyAio8 JO Yluopy @
"S[NPIYOS JWIS JO SqUINN u'] (®)
woRAPR] PERIFY LUl e )
sadeg iom
- NOILVYIWUOUINI NWNT0D

$661 ‘0 Jung q3noay) 66l ‘I Alunusp Popiag Uos|PUCY 3Y) Jog
NOLLYINDTVD AUZA0DTY (WAANNUIAO TNd AFANTWIWODTY J4V1S 40 TTNATHOS
NOLLVI'TIONOD@Y 13N4 - 10151 'ON 1L3NJ0d
ANVAWOD ALI'TILN SALVIS 4TND

Clogadeg

t anpayas yeis
T01S1 ON 1Yo
VivVaA




Stadl Schedule C

Page 1 of 3

ERRATA
Docket No 15102

L LIS 905 15 eI $IVIOL It
14
*VN- (1r'c18) “¥N- "VWN- -“YN- WN- *VYN- $661 M o
os ((14311)) os os os oS 161360 s661  uny  g)
0s vo1'21078) 0 ] os (160°058) 0208€ 0 s66l Moy 31
os o os o o 0 9660 sest My
os os 0 o os os siotvo s661 w9
os o o 0 os o 051660 s661 w4 §1
0s oss'Lin‘tS os o os 0s uvgo §661  wp g
0 oS os os o o 89950 6l g §1
(16'6129) os os os 0s oS 166950 661 AN TN
os os os os 0s s $90LE0 "6l PO U
s o os os o o LOFBE O »ol dbg o)
os 0s oS P74 41 905°TS 0 907860 el Wy ¢
o ns (1L6'618) os o o 0980 L T |
os o (ivs'c19) os os o Ko 661  wnf ¢
0 os (Les's1s) 03 os o LELEO 66l hay 9
s oS (ve9°118) os oS os L61LED 661 Ny ¢
os os (e1r'zis) os os o 296460 61 AN ¥
0s s (vzv'iis) os os os [237TY) 651 P4 ¢
os os (es'z1s) os o 0s vLO6E 0 "6l w7
upg Rmnsdag |
() 0] () @) ()] ©) ®) O) @ (@
(xpry Bux)) (piry Sm1)) - AINOwOWE)  (spry Bu)) (opuySe))  (DpryIn)) (wupoop oy) max  uopy  oN
SUR[NQ SIpUTy ndng wrog waRW] o4 - BPUYRAQ X1 O wION] 0 W) oy om0l ury
Bunenea uag, d pe/1€/T| 920)3q (pry Sier)) waunenipy mwnipy wwEnipy 1Ry
) o pRmIo) Papunyor LON WV I g 0pey sy orwg o] $661 Ay L
paums 2q 0y oM P punyay $190Un00) RBRUID $66( wnny $661 Wiy £11SD srouny o
¥6301 ON Pypoq SOLIEI ONWPOOQ  O100undeay KIS0 Bd  S/1SOIMOWIY 01 EIED GACURY 0F UONIPUNLAINY
05) wmoury wo IR gﬂ‘( !.— .3_;!-!-80‘ g s
PIPUY BAQ Jo woimnumsoy ms img

0 10§ pmoooy o,

(81502 i HSVHUOEA SINAOWY SATIVORN “IS0D THIL 35 VHYONT SINNOWY BALLSO)

SISVEIIVLAN SYXAL ¥V NO SINIWNASNraV

$661 '0¢ Jung yinesy) peg] *| Kisnwep popsag TN W) Jey

4 LNIAWHDVLLV

SANAWLSIHY GAGNAWNODAN 44VIS 40 W INARHDS
NOLLVTIIONODTY ‘T304 - 10451 ‘ON 11X000
ANVINOO ALTILIN SALVIS F10ND




-y

ERRATA
Docket No 1810
Sutt Schedule ©
Fage Zof3

nwewm'us

0s
LHEORS
es vy
LISTHIS
656'$56$
€15°1968
(EREERTS)
[TYUITY T
sqT6LLS
Lter'ezt'ls
UPY'GIRS
199°11s°18
(tzo'vels)
TEL'8L68
[RTO1NS
YW rig
WTent'ls
sLeLas
1909088

(n)
FINVMOTIVSIQ
TIANAINNODIY

44vis
‘vi0L

(0" nN'18) fuss'sonzs)”

-VN-
o

"

(733

"

o

os

(1

os

(123

s

oS
(951°656%)
L1z’ iess)
og

(LY

(LY

os

oS

U
(s
wain)
150;))
Jamng
waueday
ViVNNA

wgoats)  (owt't98)

[ {tzo'zis) _ W) _Geo'sies)
“VN- “WN- “VN- “WN- “¥N- -¥N-
(e’ 1018)  (999'91%) oS s (zze'1s) 000’6 (1zr'ses)
Nee'nis)  (moig) us " (oeL'ous) oS (ivt'nts)
(stivis)  (999°918) os 08 os oS (z00'9¢s)
Gise'riis)  (999'91%) o 0s 90€L9LS 0s (6eL'028)
rezis)  (999'919) os os C1T's198 (000'68) C16r'1118)
(za6'ce1s)  (999'9tg) 0s os (ov6'L198) os (19v'cs)
(orc'eers)  (999'91s) (saL$) os 0$ oS (£99'6$)
(925" 1v18)  (999'918) os os (£05'ss) wWTLYS (v09'198)
@or'siis)  (999'918) os 0s os (6»9'iss) (so8°'sys)
Gs'rviig)  (999'918) os os 0s (1,13 (szes)
@v'ess)  (999'918) os os os $O£°16€S (oer'sis)
(z3) (999'91%) os [ os (say'16€8) Gus)
(809°1018)  (999'91$) [ 03 oS os (vs)
to'us)  (999'918) os os o [ (se9'078)
GIT't68)  (999'01S) 0 os os o8 (ts)
(0ZT9118)  (999°'918) (856°'798) os 0s oS (03)
(6£9'0018)  (999°'918) 0s 0s oS os 09’
(Lee'stis)  (999'918) 0s os o8 o8 08Z's018
(s) ) (b) (0] (o) (v) (w)
(saBryf [v)})  (sa@np pH)  (uouny wug) (AajaoN unp) (pry ) (Ppry 1)) (pry )
waunmipy unioig Budug ooy Rupayy YO 1LY Wog WrvO LY g wo) 135§
Ay Aaosoy s Py NSO Aoy (moy LAWNO) FRWS)  sPEMO) PRRD  URRAS O
ot \J ™ ssuodey ) asuodsay soqy
ASD 2d NSO RBd onuaADY NAjeE
viVvHY3 awEnipy sunsnipy wonshs-yo
Bmod ssuadng Jo vormjddy
pasmpmg uonuRRD ViVay3

Wo¥B0'LlS SIVIOL ¢t
(1]
“VN- “WN- 661 ™ T»
e 001 661wy p
rEv'azss %001 661 AN ov
961'9LES %00t s6sl  dv 6t
600'1L€S %001 661 AN 8¢
$L5°9098 %00| $661 W4 «LC
999’888 %001 s661 Wy o€
168'6158 %004 »6l  2a  $E
€9TL56$ %001 661 AN ¥
6LS°166°1S %001 ¥sl B0 ¢
€99'9768 %001 w61 g ¢
rie'IsT'ls %001 6l v ¢
T'rLI'lS %001 6l M of
TGS %001 6L w62
6N 1IT'IS %001 vt LN st
W/Y'SKS'Is %001 el My 12
0E1'S0L°1S %001 6l AN 9T
CIr'ovss %SL 66l P4 ST
S86°ErYS %St LT L 4
souepeg Sumnnlog €2
w (&) (O] @ ()
(wuwpoop) [2f) (wuipoon y3f) M35 wop{ ON
seusdy oY an
uwerig NSO  WoD g
SqUA0RY  uRWig-IO
wo eduiy saoqy
ojopoyrpy UMY S
ViV wIRAg PO
ViV

T ISIS00 Tnd BSVIYIRA SINNOWY SAIIVDAN 1SOD Tand SVANONI SINNOWY SISO
SISVE WELSAS NSO TVLIOL V NO SINTNISNIQY

$661 ‘0 sunp yBnesyy pggl 't Lisnuer pepsag uenuyuedsy s Jog

SINTWLISNIY GRANAWNOI3N 44VIS 40 TINAAIDS

NOLLVTHIONODRN ‘TANA - TOIST ‘ON LN 0
ANVJWOO ALT LN SELVIS XIND




StatT Schedule C

Page 5 of

ERRATA
et N

(1) wumioo y@nonp (1) sumios jo ums o4y, s3ouRmOY IS PIPUBUALCIY 1jmig (101
(Buogei] wyp) 1000 samod waunowidas sp uo NP IMS VI VHHT
(so@nyq o1p) ROUNSNIpY 215100l SR U WONEPEOWNo0: NG
Ac.?_:._:ﬁ-ﬁ.g..ls.s{:-iigeé
(ouxy usug) Buoug pony g U0 UOHUPNOUNICS NS VI VN
Aiszﬁqvgl_;?}#%!g;
(syary $11)) I YO 13y g s ommo)) fereuap o osuodeas 5150 d SRRURSA{PY SR MO PISTIRING S JO WOPPUINALN20) LIS

.!vzreuailsoﬁv.!ogi@oigsineovil!?g viviug
(wwpoon yar) RNV IFRY 3L 3 JO UONNPUBALINIS: LG (P) LIINOD 008 oY ggg;!&%lt?.ﬁn viviua
(Umipoop 1) J0W0i[Y WOD) SRS WNEAS-DO WOy Srmensy SIeS WANAS-DO vivaua
(snpry Sres)) <INARIN] (303340 TUISIKD LR, S ORA PIMIC) POLLRD 5] OF pEOL ON 97P0(] W0Jj IR0 PEPUIYE) SN0 U0 VONUPUIIALIORS LNg
(3yary $ivs))  vonwindns wiof 534 pes| *I€ BQuA0N(] $1058q POPAYAL LON W PR PRI 50/ (€ | .isiﬁilal%!;!!;s.!!ﬂzﬂeh%
—pry
(3) pue ) su|03 235 051V 71V 14 YOS 840000 [RIUID O} ORIOd 53.&.>azoazo=<§5§_§§.3§é§s§§!:§e§
?52-.!3.;azouzoFgu:ﬁEz_«EiaF.nIoEfngz
) asuodsas 51)51) sad ipy 550 2t 105 }n03ow 03 01 (y) 9 (5) Wamioo e9e oepy ..uﬂ.:zgl!hsisiagn&_gsacgsg.g
(1Y Br1D) - | 'ING SNOILLY'INY VD LSTHALNI 4O Rounsnipy L - TrVO I g

1) 03 asuod 541S0) 54 waunenlpy sw0r] o 10) wnoaoe o1 03 (y) 3 (3) Voo 208 oy WKW O KoUIipY 10184 S0 S661 INENY 81150 SAOURY OF UOPUIMALIN LG
(2pry Sm10) wonendns wrof 13d peg) *1€ Joqusseq swmpaq
PIPURIAL P FEA G214 PUNJ3S OLICT ON 19330(] U0 B213u1 JO VOIS B4 20 JUN029% 0 1) WUMO3 336 OBy WM} 01 wunenipy 661 AR 515D SAOUDY 0) ORPUIUALOSA) NS

(unupoop) o) (1) wamjos 206 sty Jowoyjy oy T3 1, U JO UOSpUIALIO) Jnig

Aoy Jo map
Auaniay jo yopy
HPNPS IS Jo 2qunp] our] v,
_pdE L) ) ] -3

- - e- . .. ... NOLLVWHOININWNTOD -

$661 08 sunr yBneuy) peg 1 1 Lawnunp papsag wepesauesey syy 204
SINFWLSNIY GIANTWINODEY 44V1S 40 XINAAHIS
NOLLVTTIONODIY T2N - 20151 "ON L3204
ANVANOD ALIILLN SALVIS 4TIND







ATTACHMENT G

ERRATA
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GULF STATES UTILITY COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 15102 - FUEL RECONCILIATION
STAFF RECOMMENDED SUMMARY SCHEDULE
OF OFF-SYSTEM SALES MARGIN SHARING
For the Reconciliation Period January 1, 1994 through June 30, 1995

TOTAL TOTAL
AMOUNT AMOUNT
WHICH WHICH
SHOULD BE WAS Staff
CREDITED CREDITED Adjustment
Line TO ELIGIBLE TO ELIGIBLE (Craig
No. Month  Year FUEL COSTS FUEL COSTS Archer)
(a) (®) © (d (e) ®

1 Jan. 1994 2,521,407 2,626,687 105,280
2  Feb. 1994 3,577,532 3,598,152 20,620
3 Mar 1994 4,845,954 4,845,954 (1))
4 Apr. 1994 6,207,505 6,207,503 (2)
5 May 1994 2,139,813 2,119,115 (20,698)
6 Jun 1994 5,706,035 5,706,031 é4)
7  Jul 1994 13,212,443 13,211,656 (787)
8§ Aug 1994 10,568,154 10,552,684 (15,470)
9 Sep. 1994 3,585,706 3,585,378 (328)
10 Oct 1994 3,232,158 3,183,353 (48,805)
11  Nov. 1994 9,034,409 8,972,805 (61,604)
12 Dec. 1994 3,916,257 3,906,614 (9,643)
13 Jan 1995 5,071,112 5,067,651 (3,461)
14  Feb. 1995 5,738,906 5,627,415 (111,491)
15 Mar. 1995 5,252,350 5,231,611 (20,739)
16 Apr. 1995 6,614,720 6,578,718 (36,002)
17 May 1995 13,224,514 13,188,373 (36,141)
18 Jun 1995 10,841,256 10,745,435 (95,821)
TOTAL 115,290,232 1 14,955,135 (335,097)
COLUMN INFORMATION :
Work Paper !
lumn Reference Discription f
a) . Line Number of Staff Schedule. i
b) . Month of activity. ,
c) - Year of activity. |
d) From Schedule of Staff Recommended Off-System Sales Margin Sharing. '
e) From ScheduleFR-21 i
) Staff Recommended Monthly Adjustment. l’
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