Public Utility Commission of Texas

Memorandum


To:
Stephen Journeay


Director


Policy Development Division

From:  
Kit Pevoto


Chief Rate Analyst


Electric Division


Date: 
April 23, 2001

Subject: 
Response to Order Requesting Commission Staff to Provide Estimates of Tariff Rates for PUC Dockets 22348, 22349, 22350, 22351, 22352, 22353, 22354, 22355, and 22356.

The purpose of this memorandum is to respond to the Order requesting Commission Staff to provide estimates of tariff rates for PUC Dockets 22348, 22349, 22350, 22351, 22352, 22353, 22354, 22355, and 22356.  I have attached the following schedules to this memorandum:

1. Schedule Commission Staff-1 : Comparison of Utilities’ Generic T&D rates;

2. Schedule Commission Staff-2 : Comparison of Utilities’ System Benefit Funds Fee and Nuclear Decommissioning Charge;

3. Schedule Commission Staff-Rates-Reliant : Comparison of Reliant’s Proposed and PFD’s Generic Rates;

4. Schedule Commission Staff-Rates-TXU: Comparison of TXU’s Proposed and PFD’s Generic Rates;

5. Schedule Commission Staff-Rates-CPL : Comparison of CPL’s Proposed and PFD’s Generic Rates;

6. Schedule Commission Staff-Rates-WTU : Comparison of WTU’s Proposed and PFD’s Generic Rates;

7. Schedule Commission Staff-Rates-SWEPCO : Comparison of SWEPCO’s Proposed and PFD’s Generic Rates;

8. Schedule Commission Staff-Rates-Entergy : Comparison of Entergy’s Proposed and NUA Settlement’s Generic Rates;

9. Schedule Commission Staff-Rates-TNMP : Comparison of TNMP’s Proposed and Settlement’s Generic Rates;  and,

10. Schedule Commission Staff-Rates-SPS : SPS’s Settlement Generic Rates.

These Schedules reflect Commission Staff’s estimate of the tariff rates that would result if the recommendations of the adminstrative law judges contained in the proposal for decisions in those dockets (Reliant, TXU, and AEP) are followed.  Also, for Entergy, these schedules show the tariff rates for the NUA settlement.  For TNMP and SPS, these schedules show the tariff rates for the stipulations.  Sharyland has not developed its T&D rates in its settlement because the settlement allows Sharyland to set its T&D equal to or less than CPL’s T&D rates.  Therefore, Sharyland will not have its T&D rates until CPL’s T&D rates are determined.

Also, for ERCOT utilities, the transmission rates were determined based on the methodology included in the stipulations related to how the wholesale and retail transmission rates are determined filed under the generic docket.  For Entergy, the estimated transmission rates were developed based on its proposed 1999 historic transmission revenue.

Due to lack of information, the following PFDs’ decisions were not reflected in Commission Staff’s estimated rates shown on the schedules attached to this memorandum:

1. For Reliant, CPL, and WTU, the no ratchet requirement for the recovery of the transmission costs for non-IDR customers;

2. For Reliant, the exceptions to the Secondary > 10 kVa and Primary classes; and,

3. For CPL, WTU, and SWEPCO, the inclusion of the Municipal Franchise Fee in the distribution rates.

Attachments

