IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WP/MEG Second Su

Sargent & Lundy
Labor Billing Attachment (A17}
Invoice No: 17772553 Dated: 02/22/22

Project |D: A13678.101

Client Job Category Employee Name Reg/OT Hours Rate
ASSOCIATET Gier, Katic Reg 10| $102.00
ASSOCIATE I - Total 1.0
ASSOCIATE 11 | Long, Mereditu 1 | Reg 05| $122.00
ASSOCIATE 11 - Total 0.5
MANAGER | Circolone, Nick P | Reg 20| $190.00
MANAGER - Total 2.0
ERJNCLPAL!SPEL‘ TESTIMONY | McHone, Sean C Reg 120]  $270.00
SUPP,

PRINCIPAL/SPEC TESTIMONY SUPP. - Total 120
A13678.101 - Total 155
TOTAL ATTACHMENT 155
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Project |D: A13678.101

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

Sargent & Lundy
Labor Billing Attachment (A20)
Invoice No: 17772553 Dated: 02/22/22

WP/MEG Second Su

Employee Name Emp No Charge Dute

Circolone, Nick P OLO59%4 01727422

Circolone, Nick P - Tofal

Gier, Katie | 0p4215 | 01/28/22

Gier, Katie - Total

Long, Meredith T | oLs116 | 01128722

Long, Meredith I - Total

McHome. Sean € OK5486 01,2122
01/24/22
01/25/22
01727722

McHone, Sean € - Total

A13678.101 - Total

TOTAL ATTACHMENT
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds

Page 487 of 1387

WP/MEC Second Supp. Direct Testimony
Page 296 of 315

SARGENT & LUNDY, L.L.C..

SARGENT & LUNDY, L.L.C.

CIBC

120 SOTITH LASALTE

CIHICAGO, 11, 60603

ADLA NUMBER.: G7100648¢

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 2185002 SWII'T CODL: PVTBUS44
ACCOTINT TITT.RE: SARGENT & TITNDY, T.T.0.

PAYMENT DITIAIL: TELEFAX NO:(312) 269-9675
aceounts.reccivablei@sargentlundy.com

REMITTANCE ADDRESS FOR CHECK PAYMENTS:
BARGHENT & [LUNDY, .1.C.

8070 SOLUTTONS CENTER

CIHIICAGO, 11, 6067 7-8001)

TIN: 36-1729848

TERMS: PAYMENT DK PER TERMS OF THE CONTRACT
Cummency Code; USD

INWVOLCL NO: 17844300
DATE: 07/22/22
PACGTE: ]

DUGGINS WELEN MANN & ROMUERO, LLP
P.0. BOX 114%
ALSTIN, 'UX TRT6T-1149

ATTN: MRE.JCOHN T7WILLIAM

PO NG 8A-32261
CONTRACT: SA-32261

CLIENT INVOICING SPLCIALIST:
Hennelly, Connor 312-269-7308

SERVICE THRU: 15/31/2022

SHENVICE DESCRIFTION: AT3673.101
2022 DEMOLITION STUDY

Deseription Bill Hours Amount To Bill
l.ahor 591.5 $116,933.00
LABOR Total 891.5 $116,935.00
Other Tvavel 0.0 $139.05
TRAVEL Totul 0.0 $159.05
TOTAL INVOICE 91.5 $117,094.05

P - Circolone, Nick P
- EMALL 1O JWILLIAMSEDWMELAW . COM

PAYMIENT.]

[IN L1:U O1
HARD-COPY ORIG. AND FORWARDING TOETIFOR  PROCSSING AND

Katie (Mer (Admimistrative} — 23 hours spend inadmimistralive sk and document condrols,

Nick Cirenlone (Project Manaper - 27 hours spent in cliont meoctings, preparation for site visit to Lardin, project
adimmistration including status discussion with the TProject Direclor apd Estimalor, teview of cosl esumales, review and
dispasilioming comitnenis received o FTT onedralt reports, and issue (inal simmary reports.

Sean Mellone (Project Director) - 128 hours spent in clicnt meetings, project status discussion with the Project Manager
regarding the cxiimate development, and basis of estimate, review of related estimates used m precedent cascs, review of draft
Lestimony, alending, chent meetings, review and dispo=itioning, cotnmenls received ITom ETT on Lhe dralt reports, aned

finalizing the revised roports.

Greg Amen (Lead Estunatory — 349 hours spent in prepanng e cost eslimaie with commadities from previous elforl and
developing the cost estimate input commaodities and cost for Hardin and MCPS.

Borko Andric (Lstimating Manapgor) — 49 hours spend in support of the cost estinate preparation and review.

Jose Guuerrey (Tnerineen) — 335 heurs spend i preparation For and in visil le ITardin stalion, reviewing and commenling on (he

inputs and details of the cost estimate.

lineorice
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WP/MEG Second Su

Sargent & Lundy
Labor Billing Attachment (A17}
Invoice No: 17844500 Dated: 07/13/22

Project |D: A13678.101

Client Job Category Employee Name Reg/OT Hours Rate
ASBOCIATET Gicr, Katic Reg 25.0 $102.00
ASSOCIATE I - Total 250
MANAGER Andric. Borko Over 4.0 $190.00

Reg 5.0 £190.00
Circolone, Nick P Reg 270 $190.00
Gutierrez, Jose d Reg 535 $190.00
MANAGER - Total 80.5
PRINCTPAL/SPEC TESTIMONY | McHong., Scan C Reg 128.0 $270.00
Supp,
PRINCIPAL/SPEC TESTIMONY SUPP. - Total 128.0
SENIOR PROJECT ASSOCTATE | Amen, Gregory Over 137.0 $180.00
Reg 2120 FIRO.00
SENIOR PROJECT ASSOCIATE - Total 344.0
A13678.101 - Total 3415
TOTAL ATTACHMENT 341.5
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Project |D: A13678.101

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

Sargent & Lundy

Labor Billing Attachment (A20)
Invoice No: 17844500 Dafed: 07/13/22

WP/MEG Second Su

Employee Name

Emp No

Charge Dute

Amen, Gregory

ODO150

0211222

02/15422

02/16/22

02717422
02/1822

02719422

02,2122

02722422
02/23/22

02,2422

02/25/22

02/26722

02/28/22

03/01/22

U342/22

03/03/22

03/04/22

03/05/22

U37/22

03/08/22

03/09/22

03/10/22

031122

03/12/22

03/14/22

03/15/22

0316422
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

Sargent & Lundy

Labor Billing Attachment (A20)
Invoice No: 17844500 Dafed: 07/13/22

WP/MEG Second Su

Employee Name

Emp No

Charge Dale

Amen, Gregory

9150

03/17/22

03/18/22
03/19/22

03/21/22

03/22/22

03/23/22
03/24/22

03/25/22

03/26/22

03/27/22

04712722

04/13/22

04/14/22
04/15/22

Amen, Gregory - Total

Andric. Borko

ON9192

03722422

03,2322

03/25/22

03/26/22

Andric, Borko - Total

Circolone, Nick P

QL0594

02/09422

02/10/22

02/11422

03/01/22

03/03/22

03/10/22

0314722

040622

04/1122
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

Sargent & Lundy

Labor Billing Attachment (A20)
Invoice No: 17844500 Dafed: 07/13/22

WP/MEG Second Su

Employee Name

Emp No

Charge Dale

Circolong, Nick I?

Circolone, Nick P - Total

010594

04/12/22

04/13/22
04714722

04/19/22

04/20/22

04/29/22

Gier. Katie

OP4213

0240722

02/11/22

02/15/22

02/23/22

02/28/22

03/04/22
03/17/22

03/22422

04714722

04/15422

04/18/22

04/21/22

04/26422

0429722

Gier, Katic - Total

Guticrrez, Josc d

088333

0301722

03/02422

03/03/22

03/04/22

U3A¥7/22

03/08/22

0340522
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

Sargent & Lundy

Labor Billing Attachment (A20)
Invoice No: 17844500 Dafed: 07/13/22

WP/MEG Second Su

Employee Name

Emp No

Charge Dale

Guticrrez, Jose d

{IS8333

03/14/22

03/15/22
03/16/22

03/17/22

03/18/22

03/21722
03/22/22

03/23/22

03/24/22

3/25/22

03/28/22

03/29/22

03/30/22
03/3122

04/04/22

040522

04/06/22

0450722

04/14/22

Gutierrez, Jose d - Total

MMeHone, Sean ©

OK35486

02/10422

02/14/22

02/15/22

02722422

0223722

03/01:22

0342722

03/09/22

03/10422
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

Sargent & Lundy

Labor Billing Attachment (A20)
Invoice No: 17844500 Dafed: 07/13/22

WP/MEG Second Su

Employee Name

Emp No

Charge Dale

MeHong, Scan C

R S486

03/15/22

03/16/22
03/21/22

03/24/22

03/28/22

0401722
04704722

04/05/22

04/06/22

04457722

041122

04/12/22

04/13/22
04/14/22

04715722

04718722

0420422

0425722

04/27/22

04/2922

05/05/22

03/06/22

05409/22

03/10422

05/11/22

03/12/22

U5/13/22

031822

McHone, Scun € - Totul
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Sargent & Lundy

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

Labor Billing Attachment (A20)
Invoice No: 17844500 Dafed: 07/13/22

WP/MEG Second Su

Employee Name

Emp No

Charge Dale

A13678,101 - Total

TOTAL ATTACTIMENT
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WP/MEG Second Su

Sargent & Lundy, LLC
Travel Expenses
Report Run On: Jul .

Tracking Number: ER00045528

Employee Name: Jose Gutierrez

Category  Expenses Incurred On: | v I Tolal
Mar §, 2022

- [ _

Car |

Cell |

Fusl |

"Ground Transportation I g1280  s1280

-Hutel Reom Rate Per Day |
Room Tax Per Day

Olhar Travel
Misencidental

Mileage $146.35 $146.25
Mileage - KM

Tatat $15805  $158.05

I

|

|

|

Wilzage - Canada ]
N Z |
|

Project Allocation:

Title: Visit to Entergy Peaker plant
Employee Number; 058333

Charge Expenses To:
| Project 113 Project Mame Expanse Charge Type - Transaction Cumency Amount
A13678.101 EXPOCROO0D DEMOLITION STUDY DIRTRAVEL 515805
| Overal - Totat $159.05 -
Mileage Breakdown: Air Travel:
No Data Available
1
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WP/MEG Second Su

Sargent & Lundy, LLC
Travel Expenses
Report Run On: Jul

Tracking Number: ERC0045528 Title: Visit to Entergy Peaker plant
Employee Name: Jose Gulierrez Employee Number: 038333
Start Datc [ ldiles I Ratc ! I'\«’ﬁlr}agc’I Destination |

Mar8. 2022 250 0585 14625 1103 Foster Creck Or
Approved by: Nick Circolone

Documents Notes: Met with Asset Manager & Field Supervisor during walkdown of the existing plant as part of the Demalition Study.
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WP/MEG Second Su

Sargent & Lundy
Travel Attachment with no Receipt
Invoice No: 17844500 Dated: 07/13/22

Project ID: A13678.101

AP Invoice TD Name D Meul Misc Other
EROOO45528 Tose d Gutiermez, 088333 $0.00 (.00 $159.05
Jose d Gutierres - Total $0.00 $0.00 #159.05
ERMO45528 - Total F0.00 .00 F159.05
A13678.101 - Total §0.00 $0.00 $159,05
TOTAL ATTACHMENT $0.00 $r.00 $159.05

512



IBEW RFI01-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi
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IBEW RFI01-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi
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IBEW RF101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WP/MEG Second Su

o encusivy

— @ HCTR MAKE A PAY MISSED PAY
HENY PAYMENT TOLLS INVOICES
P Acct: 935275 | Bak $17.11
Dashboard
Account Activity
= HCTRA toll transactions typically post within a few business days. Toll transactio
agencies may take up to 60 days to post to your EZ TAG Account. Note: Searcha
currently limited to the last 90 days.
Ill
Acesunt
— Transactions | Statements | Yearly Sum&fy | R
,,é. Filtered By: All Transactions v All Vehicles v Mar 04, 2022 to Mar 11,2022 ]  So
Settings

Transaction Dale v

Showing results for: "All Transactions for All Vehicles from Mar 4, 2022 to Mar 11, 2022 filtered by Trans

8 Records found ~ PDF B Excel Filter

VEMICLE / TRAMSACTION LIC. PLATE HICKMAME LOCATION DESC

TRAMSACTION DATE

e

LPW619003/08/22

03/08/22 05:43 PM "+ FBWD WESTPARK TOLLWAY - B op-
LPW6190 Tl

05:43 PMCST

csT
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TX-

o3/08/22 9532 PM | pyygig0
05:32 pM CST
csT

-
LPWE19003/08/22
03/08/22 0516 PM
LPW6130
05:16 PM CST
CST

Tx-

LPWE19003/08/22

03/08/22 06:57 AM
LPW&I90

06:57 AMCST

CsT

-
LPWE190 03/08/22
03/08/22 06:45 AM

/ LPW&190
06:45 AMCST
CST

TX-
LPW619003/08/22
03/08/22 0637 AM
/08/22 LPWE190
06:37 AMCST
CST

-

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WESTPARK TOLL ROAD - WEST...

WESTPARK TOLL ROAD - WEST...

SAM HOUSTON TOLL ROAD - S...

SAM HOUSTON TOLL ROAD - §..,

SAM HOUSTON TOLL ROAD - S...

WP/MEG Second Su

516

AVl

Tran

AVl
Tran

AVI

Tran

AVl
Tran

AVl

Tran



A=

06:32 AM
03/08/22 gy LPWEI20
06:32 AM
csT

-
LPWS12003/08/22
03/08/22 06;21 AM

LPWE190
06:21 AM CST
CST

2HCTRA

00000

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WP/MEG Second Su

AV
WESTPARK TOLL ROAD - WEST... Tran

10P-
FBWP WESTPARK TOLLWAY - W..

Tran

ABOUT NEWS CAREERS FAQS HELP & SUPPORT

Privacy Policy | Internet Security Policy

Marris County Toll Road Authority © 2022, All rights reserved
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SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257
PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds

Page 513 of 1387

WP/MEC Second Supp. Direct Testimony
Page312 of 315

SARGENT & LUNDY, L.L.C..

SARGENT & LUNDY, L.L.C.

CIBC

120 SOTITH LASALTE

CIHICAGO, 11, 60603

ADLA NUMBER.: G7100648¢

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 2185002 SWII'T CODL: PVTBUS44
ACCOTINT TITT.RE: SARGENT & TITNDY, T.T.0.

PAYMENT DITIAIL: TELEFAX NO:(312) 269-9675
aceounts.reccivablei@sargentlundy.com

REMITTANCE ADDRESS FOR CHECK PAYMENTS:
BARGHENT & [LUNDY, .1.C.

8070 SOLUTTONS CENTER

CITICACO, TE, 6067 7-8000

TIN: 36-1729848

TERMS: PAYMENT DK PER TERMS OF THE CONTRACT
Cummency Code; USD

INVOLCL NO: 17908673
DATE: 11/10422
PAGH: 1

DUGGINGS WELEN MANN & ROMUERO, LLP
P.0. BOX 114%
ALSTIN, 'UX TRT6T-1149

ATTN: MRE.JCOHN T7WILLIAM

PO NG 8A-32261
CONTRACT: SA-32261

CLIENT INVOICING SPECIALIST:
Meckhail, Heba 312-269-2119

SERVICE THRU: 10/31/2022

SHENVICE DESCRIFTION: AT3673.101
2022 DEMOLITION STUDY

Deseription Bill Hours Amount To Bill
l.ahor 42.0 F10.212.00
LABOR Total 42.0 F10,212.00
TOTAL INVOICE 42.0 $14,212.00

M - Crireolone, Mick I
SEND TOPATRICK PEARSALL (PPEARSALLGIDWMRLAW . COM)

CC 1O SEAN MCLIONL

Invoice 17908675 lor service [tem 8/1/22 through 10/31/22

Nick Cireolone (Project Manager) - 12 hours spent in elient meetings, response to REL
Scan Mellene (Project Director) - 29 howrs spent 1o chont mectings, responsc to HUL and preparation of rebuttal estimeny.
Katic Cior (Administrative) — 1 howrs spent in administrative task and document eontrols.

lineorice
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IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

WP/MEG Second Su

Sargent & Lundy
Labor Billing Attachment (A17}
Invoice No: 17908675 Dated: 11/10/22

Project |D: A13678.101

Client Job Category Employee Name Reg/OT Hours Rate
ASSOCIATET Gier, Katic Reg 10 $102.00
ASSOCIATE I- Total 1.0
MANAGER | Circolone. Nick P | Reg 120]  $190.00
MANAGER - Total 12.0
PRINCIPAL/SPEC TESTTMONY ‘ McHonwe, Scan C ‘ Reg 290 $270.00
SUPP,

PRINCIPAL/SPEC TEST]]\'[ONY STUPP. - Total . 0.0
A13678, 11 - Total 42,0
TOTAL ATTACIIMENT 42,0
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Project |D: A13678.101

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directi

Sargent & Lundy
Labor Billing Attachment (A20)
Invoice No: 17908675 Dated: 11/10/22

WP/MEG Second Su

Employee Name

Emp No

Charge Dute

Circolone, Nick P

OLO594

08/2322

08,2422

08/29/22

0830422
08/3122

1024722

10/28/22

Circolone, Nick P - Total
Gicr, Katic

OP4215

0830422

Gier, Katic - Total

McHone. Sean C

OK3486

08/17/22

0818722

08/19/22

08/29/22

U8/30/22

10/04/22

10/06/22

10,2422

10/277/22

10/28/22

10721422

Mg Hone, Sean C - Total

A13678. 11 - Total

TOTAL ATTACHMENT
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Commonwealth Consulting Group of VA, Inc.
P.O. Box 816

McLean, VA 22101

Invoice for Payment of Services Rendered In:
Work Performed on Behalf of Entergy Texas, Inc.

Task Location Tracking Party Work
Date  Description Of Work Code Responsible Performed By
2/10/2022 1,27 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
2115/2022 , VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
2120/2022 , VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
3M10/2022 1.7 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
3M11/2022 7.8 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
3M13/2022 1.7 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
3M14/2022 1,27 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
3/24/2022 8 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
3/30/2022 7.8 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
4/6/2022 1,27 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHII:
41112022 7.8 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
4112/2022 1,27 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
411812022 1.27 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
51712022 1,27 VA ETI 2022 Rate Case  |M. BOLDT L. BLANKENSHI
Tracking Code Total-ETI 2022 Rate Case
AMOUNT DUE A
GRAND TOTA
Task Description Codes

1 Review Documents 6

2 Prep/Rvw Testimony 7

3 Prep/Rvw Data Request/Response 8

4 Prep for/or Attend Meetings 9

5 Prep for/or Attend Hearings 10
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oUAR Docket NU. 47 3-24-13252

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 517 of 1387

Tnz following files are not convertible:

Exhibits MEG-5D2-_ through MEG-3D2-
13.xls=x
Please see Lhe EIP [ils [for Lhis Filing on Lhe BUC Inlerchange ip order Lo

access these files.

Cortact certralrecords@puc.texas.gov if you have any questiors.
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SLAR DocKkel NO. 4/3-24-13.32

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEW RFI01-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 518 of 1387

Filing Receipt

Filing Date - 2023-08-25 12:35:44 PM
Control Number - 54634

Item Number - 444
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SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 519 of 1387

SOAH DOCKET N{. 473-23-14020
PUC DOCKET NO. 54634

APPLICATION OF SOUTHWESTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR § OF
AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS
REBUTTAL TESTIMONY
of
THOMAS K, ANSON
on hehalf of
SOUTHWESTERN PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY
(Filename: AnsonRRRebuttal docx; Total Pages: 30)

Table of Contents

L. WITNESS IDENTIFICATION ..., PRI PPIC.

I SUMMARY OF REBUTTAL TESTIMONY AND
RECOMMENDATIONS i i et e v sreaeree e ee e

[ HOURLY RATE CAPS e e e 6
IV, DELOITTE PAYMENT .o e v et e snee 20
AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS K. ANSON. v s 25
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ... it e v e 200

TESTIMONY ALTACHMENT:
Attachment TKA-RR-R1 (nom-ticttive Jormet). ... 27

Rebuttal Testimony of

Thomas K. Anson i SOAH Docket No. 473-23-14020

PUC Docket No. 34634
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SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 520 of 1387

GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS AND DEFINED TERMS

Acronym/Defined Term Meaning

Comunisgion or PUC Public Ullity Comnmussion of Texas
NMGRT New Mexico Gross Receipts Tax

QAG (Office of the Attorney General of Texas
Qruc Office of I'ublic Utility Counsel

PURA Public Utility Regulatory Act

RF1 Request for Information

SPS Southwestern Public Service Company
SWEPLCO Southwestemn Electric Power Company
TAC Texas Administrative Code

Rebuttal Testimony of

Thomas K. Anson » SOAH Docket No. 473-23-14020

PUC Docket No. 34634
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SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 521 of 1387

REBUTTAL TESTIMONY
OF
THOMAS K, ANSON

L WITNESS IDENTIFICATION

Please state your name and business address,
My name is Thomas K. Anson. My business address is 720 Brazos Street, Suite

700, Austin, Texas 78701,

Q. On whose behall are you testilying in this proceeding?

I am filing testimony on behalf of the applicant, Scuthwestern Public Service
Company, a New Mexico corporation (*SP87), and a subsidiary of Xcel Enerpgy

Inc.

Q. Are you the same Thomas K. Anson whe filed direct and update testimony on

behall ol SPS in this docket?

A Yes.

Rebuttal Testimony of

Thomas K. Anson 3 SOAH Docket No. 473-23-14020

PUC Docket No. 34634
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SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 522 of 1387

by —

L)

18

19

1. SUMMARY OF REBUTTAL TESTIMONY AND

RECOMMENDATIONS
Q. What is the scope of this rebuttal testimony?
A Public Utility Commission of Texas (“Commission” or “PUC™) Staff witness,

Rebuttal Testimony of
Thomas K. Anson 4

Vonetta Jackson, provided direct testimony on August 11, 2023 regarding the
recovery of rate case expenses by SIS in this rate case and in certain of the prior
dockets for which SPS seeks rate case expense recovery. Ms. Jackson has reviewed
SPS’s rate case expense information, has recommended some adjustments to
certain of the SPS rate case expense amounts, and has recommended that SPS
recover it§ rate ¢ase expenses subject to those recommended adjustments, My
rebuttal testimony responds 1o certain aspects of the divect testimony of Ms. Jackson
with regard to SPS’s external rate case expenses. SPS witness Dr. Michael K.
Knapp addresses in his rebuttal testimony certain other aspects of Ms. Tackson’s
direct testimony.

Office of Public Utility Counsel (“*OPUC”) witness Constance T. Cannady
provided direct testimony on August 4, 2023, regarding various matters, including
the recovery of one of the rate case expenses by SPS in this rate case. My rebuttal
testimony responds to the direct testimony of Ms. Cannady with respect o that rate

Case expense matter.
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Rebuttal Testimony of
Thomas K. Anson 5

Was this testimony prepared by you or under your direction and supervision?
Yes. This testimony was prepared by me or under my direction and supervision.
The information contained in this update testimony is true and correct to the best
of my knowledge, information, and belief after reascnable ingquiry.

Is Attachment TKA-RR-R1 a true and correct copy of the document you
purport it to be?

Yes.

PMlease summarize your rebuttal testimony and recommendations.

Ms. Jackson seeks to impose an acrosg-the-board hourly rate cap for attorneys’ feeg
and consultant fees. For the reasons 1 detail in my rebuttal testimony, such a cap is not
appropriate or rzasonable and should be rejected.

Ms. Cannady recommends & specific adjustment to exclude all of cost of
Deloitte’s limited accounting review of certain rate filing package schedules. My
rebuttal testimony provides support for the recovery of that expense.

[ recommend the Commission approve the recovery of 8PS’s requested
amount of external raie case expenses as set forth in the rebuttal testimony of Dr.

Knapp.
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HIL HOURLY RATE CAPS

PUC Siallf witness Ms. Jackson, on pages 15-18 of her direct testimony,
recommends a reduetion in the recoverable rate case expenses in this and prier
dockets that are being reviewed in this case [or hourly rates in excess of $550
per hour. How de you respond?

I disagree with that recommendation for four reasons.

What is the first reason for your disagreement with DMs. Jackson’s
recommendation?

Ms. Jackson recotrimends the imposition in this case of a proposed $550 per hour
cap on professional services based on the cutcome of the last comprehensive rate
case of Southwestern Electric Power Company (“SWEPCO™)." The bulk of her
adjustment is to law firm expenses.

However, nothing in the SWEPCO case says that $550 should be the
maximum hourly rate on an across-the-board basis in all rate cases, much less for
any particular professicngl in any particular rate case. Instead, in that SWEPCO
rate case the Commission found that SWEPCO had not met its burden of proof to
show the reasonableness of certain law firm hourly rates in excess of $550 based
on the facts in that particular case: “SWEPCO did not meet its burden of proof to

show that the nature, extent, and difficulty of the work performed by the attorneys

U Application of Southwestern Fleciric Power Company fir Authority I Change Rates, Docket

No. 51415 Order (Jan. 14, 2022). availsble at:

Rebuttal Testimony of
Thomas K. Anson G

hitps:/interchange. pue (¢xas. gov/Documents/S 1415 705 1180622 PDF,
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who charged in excess of $350 per honr justified hourly rates in excess ot $350 in
this base-rate case.”

In contrasi, SPS in its rate case has shown that the nature, extent, and
difficulty of the professional work performed justified the hourly rates for those
professionals whose rates are in excess of $550.

What has SPS provided showing that the nature, extent, and difficulty of the
work performed by those who c¢harged in excess of $350 per hour justified
hourly rates in excess of 55507

As T discussed in my direct testimony, (at pages 16-21, 25-28), only a limited
number of professional firms could meet SPS’s requirements for this
comprehensive rate case and the several other Texas rate proceedings that are under
review in this one; the professional firms SPS engaged have a high level of
expertise and knowledge of electric utility rate regulation, as well as significant
direct experience in SPS’3 prior rate cases; the rates charged by the atiorneys are
reasonable based on my independent review and analysis; and the fact those rates
are generally comparable to rates charged by other practitioners providing similar
services, with the upper end being in the $600 to $800-plus range, further confirms
that the hourly rates under review in this case are reasonable.

With regard to rates charged by other prachitioners, Ms. Jackson does not
address the tact (as detailed in my direct testimony at p. 20 and footnote 36) that

outside expert witness rate case expense testimony in other PUC electric rate cases

Rebuttal Testimony of
Thomas K. Anson 7

* i, Omder at Finding of Faci No. 308,
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supports my conclusion that the upper range of reasonable hourly rates are currently
600 to $800-plus. I note that the Railroad Commission of Texas recently tound
that hourly rates ranging as high as $877 are reasonable and may be recovered from
ratepayers by regulated gas utilities® Gas utility rate proceedings are similar in
nature to electric utihity rate proceedings, involve many of the same ratemaking
principles, and often involve professionals who also work on electric utility cases.
This further supports my conclusion that the current upper range of reasonahle
hourly rates are $600 fo $800-plus.

While Ms. Jackson does not address my direct testimony about outside
expert wiiness rate case expense testimony in other PUC electric rate cases
supporting the upper range of reasonable hourly rates of 3600 to 3800-plus, she
dees quote one of the SWEPCO case fact findings which says: “310. The fact that
other entities may be willing to pay an attorney a rate in excess of $550 per hour
does not mean that the rate is reasonable and not excessive in the context of a
Commission electric utility rate proceeding.™ To be clear, my direct testimony did
not asscrt that the cther utilitics” willingness to pay rates in excess of $550 per hour
i1 those other rate cases did not by itself make the rates charged to SPS reasonable

by definition. Instead, 1 set forth why the rates charged to SPS were on their own

Y Statement of Inlent Filed by Universal Nalural Gas, Inc., o Increase and Consolidate Rates in
the Unincorporated Areas Served by Universal Natvral Gas, LLC, et al, RRC Dockel No., O5-20-00004865,
Proposal [or Decision abp. 22 (Mar, 31, 2021) and Order (Apr. 14, 2021); Siatement of hatent Filed by Hooks
Gas Pipeline, LLC fo increase and Consolidate Rates for [eoks Gas Pipeline, LLC, et af.. RRC Docket No.
O8-0-00004856, Proposal for Decision af p. 14 {Mar. 23, 2021) and Order (Apr. 14, 2021).

* Direct Testimony of Vonetta Jackson at 17 (Ang. 11, 2023) {quoting Appfication of Southwesiorn
flectric Power Company fior Authority to Change Rates, Dockel No, 51415, Order a1 Finding of Facl No.
31 (Tan, 14, 2022)).
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basis reasonable, then referenced the expert testimony in those other rate cases
which had concluded that the rates charged there were reasonable, as confirmation
of my independent conclusion. In other words, [ did not solely rely on the expert
testimoeny in those other cases, [ simply ulilized the expert testimony in those other
cases as an additional factor supporting my conclusion in this case that the rates
charged to SPS were reasonable.

It should also be kept in mind that there is not an unlimited supply of law
firms that can provide the kinds of legal services necessary for electric rate cases
before the PUC. There are only a limited number of qualified and experienced law
tirms that have the necessary qualifications, experience, and depth af personnel and
other resources, given the complex and specialized nature of electric utility
raternaking before this Commission.

Within that limited scope of potentially available law firms here in Texas,
not all are available due to contlicts of interest. And even those that may not have
a contlict of interest may already be deployed in the service of other utility rate
cases, such that they do not have the ability to provide the time and attention
necessary for a rate case engagement when the need arises for SI'S.

Compounding that aspect, SPS’s need for qualified and experienced Tegal
counsel was not limited to the handling of only the Texas rate cases being reviewed
For rate case expense recovery in this case, bul also for the handling of the
comprehensive New Mexico rate case that it was pursuing in tandem with the Texas
comprehengive rate case (for efficiency reasons, as 1 described in my direct

testimony at p. 11). That scope of SPS work requirements furthar limited the

Thomas K. Anson 9 SOAH Docket No. 473-23-14020
’ PUC Docket No., 54634
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rumber of firms with the requisite number ot qualified and expenienced lawyers
and other law fimm personnel and rescurces that could provide the range of legal
services which SPS needed for these various rate cases,

Indeed, all of the individuals 1dentified 1n Ms. Jackson's Attachment VJ-9
who have hourly rates in excess of 3550 worked on prior SPS matters, and are
senior and very experienced professionals such as law firm partners. The Eversheds
Sutherland (US) LLP attorneys whose hourly rates exceed $550 are all law firm
partners, have utility law and litigation experience ranging from over a decade to
nearly two and a half decades, and worked on prior SPS rate cases including the
last comprehensive one, Docket No. 51802, The Baker Botts, LL P. attorney
whose hourly rate exceeds $550 is a law firm partner, has nearly two decades of
utility law and litigation experience, and worked on the SPS fuel factor proceeding
in Docket No. 51625, the rate case expenses for which were reviewed in part in
Docket No. 51802 and the trailing costs for which are being review in this docket.
I am a member (i.e., the equivalent of a partner} of Clark Hill, PLC, have over four
decades of utility law and litigation experience, and provided cxpert witness
testimony on external rate case expenses in the last comprehensive SI'S rate case,
Docket No. 51802 The consultant with Utility Credit Consultancy, LELC is the
tounder and principal of that consulting firm, has over three decades of utility credit
analytical expenence, and provided expert witness testimony on credit ratings in
the last comprehensive SPS rate case, Docket No. 51802, In other words, those

protessionals with hourly rates above $350 all have extensive expertise, in general
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and direct experience, with SPS rate cases in particular, enhancing their ability to
provide effective and efficient services for the utility.
As I indicated in my direct testimony (at page 20), there can be and is
varigtion in the hourly rates that professional firms charge for working on rate
cases, as well as variation in hourly rates over time. 1t is generally kngwn that the
last two vears have seen historically significant price inflation in the “post-COVID”
economy. Ms. Jackson does not mention, and thus presumably did not consider,
the fact that hourly rates typically escalate over time, or the existence of the recent
historic inflation. The proposed $550 bourly rate cap has been proposed by PUC
Staff for about a decade, yet there has been annual economic inflation over that
period of time, as well as escalations over time in professional fees. As a result,
the proposed $550 hourly rate cap is not only abitrary and inconsistert with the
governing standards for rate case expense recovery, as discussed later, it is also
exceadingly stale and thus even more irrelevant.
Is there other information available which [(urther supports the
reasonahleness of the hourly rates above $350?
Yes. Commission Staff"s Second Request for Information (“RFT™) to SPS
requested an affidavit by sach professional including lawyers stating that the rate
charged is the normal hourly billing rate charged by the professional, is comparable
to the hourly rate charged by other professionals for similar services provided to
other Texas utilities, and is the normal hourly biiling rate or in some cases a

discounted rate compared to those charzed by the professional for services to

PUC Docket No. 34634
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non-regulated entities; SPS responded with the requested affidavits > Attachment
TKA-RR-R1 provides the affidavits of the firms on which she seeks 1o inpose a
rate cap. Ms, Jackson does not mention, and thus presumably did not consider, the
specific affidavit information regarding the professional service fees which SPS has
and ig incurning in this case. Instead, it appears that she applies on an arhitrary basis
an across-the-board rate cap based solely on whether the rate is above $350 per
hour, without any other censiderations.

Similarly, that same Commission Staff’ Second RFI to SPS requested an
explanation of SPS’s selection procedure for consultants, including how it assures
itself that the rate charged does not exceed the consultant’s normal hourdy billing
rate, and is comparable to the rates charged by comparable consultants for similar
services provided to other Texas utilities; SP8 responded with the reguested
explanations, including with respect to legal counsel ® My direct testimony (at p.
10) also addresses how SPS manages its rate case expenses, referencing the detailed
description of it 1n pror cases, and the current nse of that process with regard to the
costs being incurred and under review in this case. Again, Ms, Jackson does not
mention, and thus presnmably did not consider, that specific information regarding
the professional service Tees which SPS hag und 18 mcuming in this case. As a

result, it again appears that she applies on an arbitrary basis an across-the-board

> §PS7s Response Lo Conimission Slall’s 2d RFT, Questlion Na. 2-3 & Exhi, SPS-S1all 2-3 (May 18,

2023), available at:

hips:fmicrchange. puc.icxas. gov/scarchidocuments/? coniro INumber=54634&ilcniN umber=130.
& SPS’s Response o Commission StalTs 2d RTT, Question No. 2-10 (May 18, 2023), available al:

hitps:/Aanterchangg puc 1exas. gov/scarch/documents/ conirolNumber=34634 &itemNumber=130,
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rate cap based solely on whether the rate is above $550 per hour, without any other
considerations.

What is your conclusion regarding what SPS has provided that makes Staff’s
reliance on the SWEPCO case not appropriate?

In this case, SPS has set forth evidgnce regarding such matters as the nature, extent,
and difficulty of the work, the time and labor required, the nature and scope of the
rate case, and whether the fees paid were extreme or excessive.”

Specifically, the SP& situation involves comprehensive, nearly
simultaneous rate cases in Texas and New Mexico, and six other more limited rate
cages in Texas. As described above, there are only a limited number of professional
firms able and available to provide the necessary rate case services (o SPS, and
many of them have prior direct experience with SPS’s prior rate cases making their
work more effective and efficient. All of those professionals who have hourly rates
in cxcess of $350 have worked on prior SPS matters and are senior professionals,
such as law firm parners. Moreover, the outside expert witness testimony
supporting tha reasonableness frem other PUC rate cases in which the upper range
of hourly rates were $600 to $3800-plus further supports the hourly rates requestad
for recovery in this proceeding. In my opinion, in light of the circumstances [ have
described in this rebuttal testimony and in my direct and update testimonies in this

case, the hourly rates charged to SPS are reasonable and not extreme or excessive.

Rebuttal Testimony of
Thomas K. Anson 13

T 16 TAC §25.245(b) & (©).

PUC Docket No. 34634

SOAH Docket No. 473-23-14020

536



20

21

22

Q.

Rebuttal Testimony of
Thomas K. Anson 14

SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 532 of 1387

That includes the rates in excess of $550 by a handful of senior and very
experienced professionals.

As a result, unlike in the SWEPCO case, SPS has provided the necessary
demonstration that the hourly rates for its ocutside professionals should not he
subject to an across-the board hourly rate cap.

What is the seeond reason ftor your disagreement with Ms. Jackson’s
recommendation?

The PUC Stafl”s proposed across-the-board hourly rate cap is not only arbitrary but
inconsistent with the governing standards for rate case expense recovery.

Under Public Utility Regulatory Act (“PURA™) § 36.051 and § 36 061(b),
as well as under the rate case expense rule in 16 Tex. Admin. Code ("TAC”)
§ 25.245, the governing principle is that the utility is entitled to recover the
reasonable rate case expenses it incurs in light of the evidentiary standards and
specific criteria for the review and determination of the reasonableness of rate case
expenses under the Commission’s Substantive Rule § 25.245. A cap that is not
based on the evidence regarding the necessity and reasonableness of the specitic
rale case expenges fails 1o address the necessity and reasonableness of those
expenses and is inconsistent with the governing standards regarding rate case
expense recovery under 'URA and the Commission’s rate case expense rule.

The reasonableness of professional fees, whether above or below 3530 per
hour, must be reviewed and determined on a case-by-case basis. The Commigsion’s

Substantive Rule § 25.245 requires the evaluation of cach utility’s individual rate

PUC Docket No. 34634
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case expenses given the context of the utility’s request and the myriad of tactors
that are different for each utility’s application. There is not a single howurly rate that
is the only reasonable rate under PURA and the Commission’s Substantive Rule
§ 25.245 - instead, there is a range of reasonableness tor hourly rates depending on
the circumstances, such as the nature of the rate case and the qualifications and
experience of the specific attorneys ar consultants.

s, Jacksen does not provide any testimony or supporting information to
try to show that the professionals charging more than 3550 per hour were
individually unreasonable. She simply imposes an across-the-board cap of $530
regardless of the individual’s experience or gualifications, or the needs of the utility
in the particular rate proceeding. This fails to comply with the case-by-case
evaluation that Commission Substantive Rule § 25.245 requires.

Indeed, in the SWEPCO rate case on which Ms. Jackson relied, the
Commission found that SWEPCO had not met its burden of proof to show the
reasonableness of law firm hourly rates in excess of $550 based on the facts in that
particular case.® The Proposal for Decision in that case makes this clear:

The [Administrative Law Judges] find that Statf’s proposed

$550 per-hour cap on hourly rates sought for recovery as [rate case

expenses| in fhis case is reasonable and supported by the record in

this case. The [Administrative Law Judges], however, are mot

recommending thot o hard 3330 per-hour cap should apply in all

Sfuiure cases for two primary reasons. First, at some point in the

future, hourly rates in excess of $350 per hour may not be deemed

excessive, and instead might be deemed reasonable, depending on

the then-existing circumstonces, such as the econamy, inflation, or
any other number of factors. . . .. Second, there may be énstances

Rebuttal Testimony of
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i the near term, not present here, where an electric utility could

Justify a reguest fo recover in excess of 8330 per howr from its

customers.”

Accardingly, an across-the-board rate cap as proposad by Staff in this case
is not only tnconsistent with what Commission Substantive Rule § 25.245 requires,
it is also not consisient with the SWEPCO decision which declined to adopt “a hard
8330 per-hour cap should apply in all future cases ™"

Finally, not only did the SWEPCQ decision not adopt an across-the-board
hourly rate cap in all cases, the Commission in Substantive Rule § 25.245 did not
adopt an hourly rate cap even though the possibility was raised in the rulemaking
procecding which led to the adoption of that rule in 2014."" For an across-the-board
rate eap to be included in Commission Substantive Rule § 25.245, the rule would
nieed to be amended in accordance with the notice and comment process required
by law for rulemaking proceedings, wlich would then allow interested persons
from across the electric industry to participate in that discussion,

What is the third reason for vour disagreement with Ms, Jackson’s
recommendation?

Ms. Jackson quotes two of the findings of fact in the SWEPCO case regarding an

Office of the Attomey General of Texas (*OAG”) memerandum trom 2016 and an

* Docket No. 51415, Proposal Tor Decision al p. 330 (Aug. 27. 20213 (crphasis added).
1 pd

U Compare Rulemaking to Propove New Substaniive Rule Y33.245 Relaling io Recovery of

fxpenses for Ratemaking Procesdings, Project No. 41622, Memoranduwm at 2 (Oct. 18, 20713) (discussing,
commnents in responss to a Staff question about the possibility of imposiig caps on howly rates), available
at Dhttps.finterchange, puc iexas. pov/search/documents/controlNamber=4 1622 & iteinNunber=33, with 16
TAC § 23.245 (no rale cap included in the vule) and Order Adopling New §25. 243 ay Approved al the July
10, 2014 Open Meefing. Project No. 41622 (Aup. 6. 2014) (no rate cap adopied in the mle), available at
Tilips:Ainterchange pue texas povsearchidocunents/?contioNunber=4 162 2 & iternNuber=71 .
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update thereto in 2019,'? and then attaches a further QAG update from July 2023,
regarding the retention of outside legal services provided to state agencies and
educational hodies.

The OAG guidance, as updated through 2023, does not irnpose a cap on the
hourly rate for such legal services. It instead allows for rates in excess of $325 per
hour with the express approval by the GAG when requested and appropriate. In
other words, the OAG memorandum simply establishes a process for when state
agencies and educational bodies should seek attorney hourly rate approval from the
DAG.

As a result, the OAG guidanceis not a basis on which to impose any across-
the-board rate cap in this case.

Finally, the Commission itself has engaged outside professicnals on an
hourly rate basis, and those arrangements have included the payment of hourly rates
in excess of $550.% It is inconsistent and arbitrary for the Commission 10 engage
outside professionals at hourly rates in excess of $550, on the one hand, and cap
the hourly rates paid by utilities to outside professionals in utility rate cases to no

maore than $550, on the other hand.

12 Docket No. 51413, Order ar Finding of Fact Nos. 306 & 307.
13 Commission SialTs Response (o 3PS's 2nd RFT, Question No, 2-7 and Exh. SPS-StalT 2-

T(CONF) at pdf pp. 1, 96 (Aug. 22, 2023); Appiication of Soutawestern Public Service Company to Change
Rates, Docket No. 51802, Conunission Staff's Response o SPS’s Znd R Question No. 2-19 and Exh.
SPS-Staff 2-10 at pdf p. 39 (Auz 31, 2021). available at:

hitps:/Aanterchangs puc 1exas. gov/scarch/documents/ conirolNumber=31802 &itemnNumber=304 .
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What is the fourth reason for your disagreement with Ms. Jackson’s
reconmendation?

Ms. Jackson recommends her total rate cap adjustment based on her Attachment
VI1-9, which lists those whose hourly rates exceed $550 and calculates her total
adjustment based on her application of a $550 hourly rate cap thereon. However,
aside from the fact that there should be no across-the-board hourly rate cap applied
in this case, her attachment has two calculation errors,

The first calculation error is that she lists on Attachment VJ-8 pages 21 and
22 the Hinkle Shanor LLP law firm twice, once with the “individual’s name” as
“NMGRT” for $655.86 and once with the “individual’s name”™ as “Other” for
$388.53. NMGRT stands for New Mexico Gross Receipts Tax. As the relevant
invoice information provided in Attachment MKK-RR-R& to Dr. Knapp’s rebuttal
testimony shows, the “Other” is also for the NMGRT. That state tax is imposed on
the Hinkie Shanor LLP law firm for all legal services the law firm provides, due to
118 location in New Mexico, even if the legal services are for activitics in Texas or
other states. In other words, the two Flinkle Shanor LLP charges in Ms. Jackson’s
Attachment V-9 are not hourly rates for an individual lawyer, they are instead for
g slate services tax on the law firm’s invoiced amount,

The other calculation errer is for Utility Credit Consultancy, LLC, also on
Attachment V-9 pages 21 and 22. Her caleulations treat three months of sarvices
as if there was one hour of service rendered in each such month, when in fact there
were multiple hours that were provided in sach month at an hourly rate of $625, as

documented in Attachment MK K-RR-R6 to Dr. Knapp’s rebuttal testimony. As a
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result, her application of a $550 cap overstates her proposed adjustment. Instead,
while there should be no adjustment based on a rate cap, 1t a $550 rate cap were to
be applied, the $14, 532 total charged would be adjusted by $1,744 instead of her

proposed adjustment of $12,882,

%ﬁﬁﬁgfgejﬁ‘;?,ﬁ“ of 1o SOAH Docket No. 473-23-14020
’ : PUC Dockel No. 54634
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1v. DELOITTE PAYMENT

OPUC witness Ms. Caunady, on pages 28-30 of her direct testimony,
recommends disallowing the payment to Deloitte for an accounting review of
financial information in the rate filing package in this case. How do yon
respond?
I disagree with that recommendation for two reasons.
What is the [rst reason for your disagreement with Ms. Cannady's
recommendation?
Ms. Cannady recommends the disallowance on the basis of a misunderstanding
She asserts that, as a result of the Rate [iling Package Schedule S waiver which
was granted to SPS in Docket No. 53286, Deloitte’s accounting review in this
case resulted in unnecessary rate case expenses. She describes what Deloitte did in
this case as “the performance of Schedule S activities,”"

However, Deloitte’s accounting review in this case was not the same as that
necessary for the Ailing of & Rate Filing Package Schedule S. It was instead a much
more limited independent accounting review, as explained in pages 93-935 of the

direct testimony of SPS witness Nicole L. Doyle.

Rebuttal Testimony of

' Appiicotion of Soutlwesigrn Public Serviee Compony fir Waiver of Raie Tiling Package

Schedulz 5, Dockel No. 33286, Notice of Approval a1 4 (Jun, 22, 2022), svailabic al:

'3 Dircet Testimony of Conslancs T, Carmady al 29 (Aug, 4, 2023},

Thoras K. Anson 20
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More importantly, that limited indgpendent accounting review was
something the SPS application for waiver indicated would be dene 10 lieu of the
full review associated with the filing of a Schedule S:

SPS submits that an independent review at the level of the
Schednle S requirements would result in unnecessary expense for
SPS's customers. . .. Further, SE5 plans io engage its independent
accountants  fo review key schedules  comtaining  financial
mformation to validate accuracy of those schedules consistent with
SPS's books and records.™

Finally, 711 cases where SPS has recefved a waiver from the
reguirements 1o file Schedule 8 it has cominmed 1o engege its
independent accountanis io provide a limited review of cerloin
finaircial schediiles o verify consistency with SFS's books and
records. The performance of the agreed-upon procedures in these
cases dues nof include the full seope of procedures listed in the
instructions for Schedule S and therefore result in significantly
lower raie case expenses for SPS8's customers. However, the
precedures do provide an increased level of review of the financial
amounts included in SPS application.!”

Indeed, part of the basis for the waiver application was the fact that the filing
of a Schedule S and the full accounting review necessary to do so was the fact that
in the last base rate case, Docket No. 51802, “the independent review cost
approximately $583,000 after SPS negotiated a customer-benefitting flat fee
arrangement with its auditor.”!® The $583,000 cost of that level of review was

expressly recognized in the approval of the waiver application.”

% ta, Application at p, 5 (Feb. 235, 2022) (emnphusis added). available at:
hitps;#interchzmee. e fexas. gov/Docnments/33286 1 1190152 PDE.
'* fd. at p. 6 {emphasis added).

Y I alp. 5.

1% i, Wotice of Approval at Finding of Fagl No. 13,

Rebuttal Testimony of
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In contrast, in this case, the limited independent review by LDeloitte cost was
§225,000, or approximately 38% of the full Schedule S independent review cost.
Therefare, in keeping with the walver application as approved, SPS proceeded
without filing a Schedule S, and therefore without incurring the cost which the full
independent review at the level required for the filing of a Schedule 8 would entail.
Instead, SPS incurred the limited amount of cost associated with the more limited
independent review consistent with the wavier application.

What is the second reason for your disagreement with Ms., Cannady’s
recommendation?

Despite the benefits of the limited independent accounting review as described by
M3. Doyle in her direct testimony, benefits which Ms. Cannady does not dispute,
Ms. Cannady nevertheless contends that any review no maiier how limited is
unnecessary and thus should not be recoverable simply because the Schedule S
walver was granted.

However, the approved wasver was from the requirement to file Schedule §

itself™

— that in turn simply obviated the need to do the full Schedule S level of
review. Nathing in the waiver approval indicates that anv lesser form of review
was not to be performed. Indeed, as described above, it would bhave been

incansistent with the terms of SPS’s waiver application not to have a limited review

performed.

v}

fd., Notice of Approval al Finding of Fact Ne. 14, Conclusion of Law No. 6, and Ordering

Paragrmph No. 1.

Rebuttal Testimony of
Thomas K. Anson 2
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Moreover, SPS had previcusly been granted a waiver trom filing Schedule
S, ithad a similar limited independent accounting review performed in the rate case
by the same accounting firm, and the cost of that limited review was not disallowed
in that ratc case.?'

Furthenmore, if SPS had not had the limited review performed in this case,
OPUC or other parties might have argued that SPS should have done a limited
review and should somehow be penalized tor not doing sg, since SPS indicated in
its waiver application that a limited review would be perfornmed.

Accordingly, SPS did exactly what it satd it would do if its waiver request
for this case was approved, consistent with its prior rate case experience, and Ms.
Cananady’s recommended disallowance of the payment to Deloitte should be

rejected.

2 Applicarion of Souhwestern Elecivic Power Company for Autharity fo Change Rates. Docket
No. 49831, SOAH Order No. 2 at pp. 3-4 (Sept. 6, 2019} (granting Rate Filing Packaps Schedule 8 waiver
1equest). available at hitps://interchange. pue.texas. gov/Dociunents/49831 %2 1032969.PDFE; id., Rebuttal
Testimory of Willinin A Granmt Attachinent WAG-RR-B3 (Mar. 11, 2020) {Deloitte limited sccounting
teview ¢ost of $230,000 included as pari of (the fequested recovery of mic ¢ase expenscs), available at
hiips:#inlerchange. puc 1exas . gov/scarch/documenis/conizo INumber=498 3 1 &ilcimNumber=692; id., Order
at Finding of Fact Nos. 109 - 111 (Ang. 27, 2020) (approving settlement which exclnded certain mte case
CXPETISeS ¢Oosls but not the Deloitie #mited audil CXPCDSe), available al
hiips Ainlerchanige puc.iexas. gov/Documents/49831_799_1082932 PDF,

Rebuttal Testimony of
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Q. What is your recommendation as a result of your rebuttal testinony?
My recommendation to the Commission is that it approve recovery of the amount
SPS has requested in external rate case expenses consistent with the rebuttal
testimony of SPS witness Dr. Knapp.

Q. Does this conclude your rebuttal testimony in this case?

Yes, it does.

Rebuttal Testimony of

Thoras K. Anson 24 BUC Dockel No. 54634
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AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS K, ANSON

THE STATE OF TEXAS )
COUNTY OF TRAVIS

This day, Thomas K. Anson, the affiant, appeared in person before me, a notary
public, who knows the affiant to be the person whose signature appears below. The affiant
stated under oath:

“My name is Thomas K. Anson. [ am of legal age and a resident of the Stale of
Texas. The foregoing testimony is offered by me is true and correct, and the opinions

stated therein are, to the best of my knowledge and belief, accurate, true, and correct.”

Thomas K. Anson

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME, notary public, on this the

2] day of August, 2023,

o ol ot —

| = CYNTHIA BIRL 4 /\ H Y

[ @ Norary iD $12073837 P \,__.i}\ ] c»:_.rlr’,)??f—Q_,
[ p =

[ 4

Wy COMMIssion Explies N — -
NotarykP‘)ubhc, State of Texas

il

August 34, 2024

Rebuttal Testimony of
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CERTIFTCATE OF SERVICTE
I certify that on the 25th day of August 2023, notice of the filing of the foregoing
update testimony with the PUCT was served on all parties of record by electronic service

and was posted 1o SPS’s tile sharing platform,

/s/ Amy M. Shelhamer

Rebuual Testimony of

Thomas K. Ansot 2% SOAH Docketl No, 473-23-14020

FUC Docket No. 53634
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Southwesiern Public Service Company Antachment TEA-RR-R 1
Page 1 ol4
AlTidavits of Atlomeys and Consuliants Dockel No. 54634

SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-23-14020
DPOCKET NO. 54634

AIPLICATION OF SOUTIIWESTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR § OF
AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AFFIDAVIT OF JEFFREY B. STUART

STATE OF TEXAS )
)
COUNTY OF TRAVIS )
Teffrey B. Stuart, first being sworn on his oath, staies;

1. My name is Jeffrey B, Stuart, I am over eighteen years of age and am competent to testify
to the statements in this affidavit, all of which are within my personal knowledge.

2. Iamemployed by Eversheds Sutherland (US) LLP {“Eversheds™) as a Partner. My business
address is BEversheds Sutherland (US}) LLP, 600 Congress Avenue, Suite 2000, Austin,
Texas 78701, Southwestern Public Service Company retained Eversheds to assist it in
presenting its case in Public Utility Commission of Texas Docket Nos. 51802, 52451, and
54634,

3. I'make this affidavit to respond to Staff’s Second Request for Information, Question No.
Staff 2-2, in Dacket No, 54634,

4. Yor work performed in Docket Nos, 51802, 52451, and 54634, Eversheds charges rates
that range from $170 to 3805 per hour. These rates are discounted and are lower than the
hourly billing rates charged to non-regulated entities. o the best of my knowledge, these
hourly billing rates are comparable to the hourly rates charged by other law fitms to other

Texas utilities for similar services. //

.Tf i\ yg/bmml

Subscribed to and sworn before me, the undersigned notary public, by Jeffrey B. Stuart, whom I
know personally, on _{ » of April 2023,

AAAAAAAAAA /? /
‘*” REVA LAKE REYES
%ﬁ Hotary 10 #125446824
ﬁ My Commission Expires /
“——;$

June 18, 2026 Kotary Publie’STate of T

o T BT
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Southwesiern Public Service Company Antachment TEA-RR-R 1
Page 2 ol4
AlTidavits of Atlomeys and Consuliants Dockel No. 54634

SOAH DOCKET NQO. 473-23-14020
DOCKET NO. 54634

APPLICATION OF SOUTHWESTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE OF

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR §
AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES 8 ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS K. ANSON

STATE OF TEXAS )
)
COUNTY OF TRAVIS )

Thomas K. Anson, first being sworn on his oath, states:

1. My nameis Thomas K. Anson. ] am over eighteen years of age and am competent to testify
to make this affidavit. The statements contained in this affidavit are true and correct, and
are based upon my personal knowledge,

2. Tam a member at the law firm of Clark Hill PLC ("Clark Hill"). My business address is
720 Brazos Street, Suite 700, Austin, Texas 78701, Southwestern Public Service Company
retained Clark Hill with regard to Public Utility Commission of Texas Dacket No. 54634.

3. T make this affidavit 1o respond to Stafl”s Second Request for Information, Question No.
Staff 2-3, in Docket No. 54034,

4. For work performed by me in Docket No. 54634, Clark Hill charges rates that are
discounted and are lower than hourly billing rates charged to non-regulated entities. To
my knowledge, the hourly billing rate that I charge in Docket No. 54634 is comparable to
hourly rates currently charged by other law firms te other Texas utilibes for similar
3eTvices.

Thomas K. Anson

Subseribed to and sworn before me, the undersigned notary public, by Thomas K. Anscn, whom
I know personally, on the 3* of April, 2023,

___________ — ]
ARG CYNTHIA BiRL (—4&)&
5 2\ Netary 16 #13072337 (/ Hf\
w My Commission Expires —
& A t A1, 2024 .
e ————— NOtaTj*’i{ilJ' blic State of Texas

R

.
-

CLARKUNLLMCZA8 14685 10271 146704 v L4523
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Southwesiern Public Service Company Antachment TEA-RR-R 1
Page 3 ol4
AlTidavits of Atlomeys and Consuliants Dockel No. 54634

SOAH DOCKET NO. 473.23-14020
DOCKET NO. 54634

APPLICATION OF SOUTHWESTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE OF
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR §

AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AFFIDAVIT OF TODD A. SHIPMAN
STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

)
)
COUNTY OF GUILFORD )

Todd A. Shipman, first being sworn on his oath, states:

1. My name is Todd A. Shipman. I am over eightcen years of age. If called as a witness, am
competent to testify (o the statements in this affidavit, all of which are within my personal
knowledge.

2. I'am self-employed as an economic and financial consultant on public utility issues. My
business address is 51 Woedsneck Road, Orleans, Massachusetts 02653. Scuthwestern
Public Service Company retained me to assist it in presenting its case in Public Utility
Commission of Texas Docket No. 54634,

3. 1 meke this affidavit to respond to Staff’s Second Request for Information, Question No.
Staff 2-3, in Docket No. 54634.

4. For work performed by me in Docket No. 54634, the hourly rate is $625. This is the
standard hourly billing rate for rate regulated utilities for the types of services provided in
Docket No. 54634, which is discounted from the rate charged to non-utility cJients. To my
knowledge, the rate that 1 charge in Docket No. 54634 is comparab | hourly rate
charged by other professionals for similar services provided to othe ilities.

f/ Todd A. Shipman
Subscribed to and swo fore me, the undersigned notary public, by Todd A. Shipman, whom
I know personally, on of April 2023,

R. DAVID GUISE” ; J
NOTARY PUBLIC

Notary Public-State of Mqﬁssachuseﬂs
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Southwesiern Public Service Company Antachment TEA-RR-R 1
e Page 4004
AlTidavits of Atlomeys and Consuliants Dockel No. 54634

SOAH DOCKET NQ. 473-23-14020
DOCKET NO. 54634

APPLICATION OF SOUTHWISTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE OF
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR §
AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AFFIDAVIT OF ANDREA MOORE STOVER

STATE OF TEXAS )
)
COUNTY OF TRAVIS )
Andrea Moore Stover, first being sworn on his oath, states:

1. My name is Andrea Moore Stover. I am over eighieen years of age. If called as a witness,
am competent to tesiify to the statements in this affidavit, all of which are within my
personal knowledge.

2. I am employed by Baker Botts L.L.P. as a partmer. My business address is 401 South 1
Street, Suite 1300, Austin, Texas 78704. Southwestern Public Service Company retained
me/Baker Botts L.L.P. to assist it in presenting its case in Public Utility Commission of
Texas (“Commission’™) Docket No. 54634,

I make this affidavit to respond to Staffs Fifth Request for Iuformation, Question No. Staff
2-3, in Docket No. 54634.

Lad

4, For work performed by Baker Botts L.L.P. for Docket Nos. 51625, 51665, 52210, and
53034 the hourly rates range from $315 per hour to $6735 per hour. These rates are at or
below the standard hourly billing rates charged by the Baker Botts L.L.P. to its clients,
whether they are rate regulated entities such a public ulilities or non-regulated entities, for
the types of services provided in those dockets. To my knowledge, the rate charged in each
of the matters that Baker Botts L.L.P. represents SPS before the Commission {s comparable
to the hourly rate charged by other professmnaiyfﬁp smular services prowded to mlﬁel
Texas utilities. rd

\,Aﬁldxea Moore Sfover

Subscribed fo and sworn before me, the undersigned notary public, by Andrea Moore Stover,
whom 1 know personally, on. /7% of April 2023.

SRR SIS
DEBORAH KISSMAN |
IR 3TED14-4

NOTARY PUBLIC, 5TATE OF TEXASR ¢
MY COMHMISSION EXRIRES 1

T OCTORER 30, 2025
SR el e o S sl B e 2 DA SO

09

Notary Public-State of exas

~< JQ{M{?‘/ )

030
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Southwesiern Public Service Company Antachment TEA-RR-R 1
Page 1 ol4
AlTidavits of Atlomeys and Consuliants Dockel No. 54634

SOAH DOCKET NO. 473-23-14020
DPOCKET NO. 54634

AIPLICATION OF SOUTIIWESTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR § OF
AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AFFIDAVIT OF JEFFREY B. STUART

STATE OF TEXAS )
)
COUNTY OF TRAVIS )
Teffrey B. Stuart, first being sworn on his oath, staies;

1. My name is Jeffrey B, Stuart, I am over eighteen years of age and am competent to testify
to the statements in this affidavit, all of which are within my personal knowledge.

2. Iamemployed by Eversheds Sutherland (US) LLP {“Eversheds™) as a Partner. My business
address is BEversheds Sutherland (US}) LLP, 600 Congress Avenue, Suite 2000, Austin,
Texas 78701, Southwestern Public Service Company retained Eversheds to assist it in
presenting its case in Public Utility Commission of Texas Docket Nos. 51802, 52451, and
54634,

3. I'make this affidavit to respond to Staff’s Second Request for Information, Question No.
Staff 2-2, in Dacket No, 54634,

4. Yor work performed in Docket Nos, 51802, 52451, and 54634, Eversheds charges rates
that range from $170 to 3805 per hour. These rates are discounted and are lower than the
hourly billing rates charged to non-regulated entities. o the best of my knowledge, these
hourly billing rates are comparable to the hourly rates charged by other law fitms to other

Texas utilities for similar services. //

.Tf i\ yg/bmml

Subscribed to and sworn before me, the undersigned notary public, by Jeffrey B. Stuart, whom I
know personally, on _{ » of April 2023,

AAAAAAAAAA /? /
‘*” REVA LAKE REYES
%ﬁ Hotary 10 #125446824
ﬁ My Commission Expires /
“——;$

June 18, 2026 Kotary Publie’STate of T

o T BT

027

554



SUAR Docket WU, 440-24-1

JL32

PUC Docket No. 56211
IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 550 of 1387

Southwesiern Public Service Company Antachment TEA-RR-R 1
Page 2 ol4
AlTidavits of Atlomeys and Consuliants Dockel No. 54634

SOAH DOCKET NQO. 473-23-14020
DOCKET NO. 54634

APPLICATION OF SOUTHWESTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE OF

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR §
AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES 8 ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS K. ANSON

STATE OF TEXAS )
)
COUNTY OF TRAVIS )

Thomas K. Anson, first being sworn on his oath, states:

1. My nameis Thomas K. Anson. ] am over eighteen years of age and am competent to testify
to make this affidavit. The statements contained in this affidavit are true and correct, and
are based upon my personal knowledge,

2. Tam a member at the law firm of Clark Hill PLC ("Clark Hill"). My business address is
720 Brazos Street, Suite 700, Austin, Texas 78701, Southwestern Public Service Company
retained Clark Hill with regard to Public Utility Commission of Texas Dacket No. 54634.

3. T make this affidavit 1o respond to Stafl”s Second Request for Information, Question No.
Staff 2-3, in Docket No. 54034,

4. For work performed by me in Docket No. 54634, Clark Hill charges rates that are
discounted and are lower than hourly billing rates charged to non-regulated entities. To
my knowledge, the hourly billing rate that I charge in Docket No. 54634 is comparable to
hourly rates currently charged by other law firms te other Texas utilibes for similar
3eTvices.

Thomas K. Anson

Subseribed to and sworn before me, the undersigned notary public, by Thomas K. Anscn, whom
I know personally, on the 3* of April, 2023,

___________ — ]
ARG CYNTHIA BiRL (—4&)&
5 2\ Netary 16 #13072337 (/ Hf\
w My Commission Expires —
& A t A1, 2024 .
e ————— NOtaTj*’i{ilJ' blic State of Texas

R

.
-

CLARKUNLLMCZA8 14685 10271 146704 v L4523
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Southwesiern Public Service Company Antachment TEA-RR-R 1
Page 3 ol4
AlTidavits of Atlomeys and Consuliants Dockel No. 54634

SOAH DOCKET NO. 473.23-14020
DOCKET NO. 54634

APPLICATION OF SOUTHWESTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE OF
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR §

AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AFFIDAVIT OF TODD A. SHIPMAN
STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

)
)
COUNTY OF GUILFORD )

Todd A. Shipman, first being sworn on his oath, states:

1. My name is Todd A. Shipman. I am over eightcen years of age. If called as a witness, am
competent to testify (o the statements in this affidavit, all of which are within my personal
knowledge.

2. I'am self-employed as an economic and financial consultant on public utility issues. My
business address is 51 Woedsneck Road, Orleans, Massachusetts 02653. Scuthwestern
Public Service Company retained me to assist it in presenting its case in Public Utility
Commission of Texas Docket No. 54634,

3. 1 meke this affidavit to respond to Staff’s Second Request for Information, Question No.
Staff 2-3, in Docket No. 54634.

4. For work performed by me in Docket No. 54634, the hourly rate is $625. This is the
standard hourly billing rate for rate regulated utilities for the types of services provided in
Docket No. 54634, which is discounted from the rate charged to non-utility cJients. To my
knowledge, the rate that 1 charge in Docket No. 54634 is comparab | hourly rate
charged by other professionals for similar services provided to othe ilities.

f/ Todd A. Shipman
Subscribed to and swo fore me, the undersigned notary public, by Todd A. Shipman, whom
I know personally, on of April 2023,

R. DAVID GUISE” ; J
NOTARY PUBLIC

Notary Public-State of Mqﬁssachuseﬂs
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Southwesiern Public Service Company Antachment TEA-RR-R 1
e Page 4004
AlTidavits of Atlomeys and Consuliants Dockel No. 54634

SOAH DOCKET NQ. 473-23-14020
DOCKET NO. 54634

APPLICATION OF SOUTHWISTERN § BEFORE THE STATE OFFICE OF
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY FOR §
AUTHORITY TO CHANGE RATES § ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

AFFIDAVIT OF ANDREA MOORE STOVER

STATE OF TEXAS )
)
COUNTY OF TRAVIS )
Andrea Moore Stover, first being sworn on his oath, states:

1. My name is Andrea Moore Stover. I am over eighieen years of age. If called as a witness,
am competent to tesiify to the statements in this affidavit, all of which are within my
personal knowledge.

2. I am employed by Baker Botts L.L.P. as a partmer. My business address is 401 South 1
Street, Suite 1300, Austin, Texas 78704. Southwestern Public Service Company retained
me/Baker Botts L.L.P. to assist it in presenting its case in Public Utility Commission of
Texas (“Commission’™) Docket No. 54634,

I make this affidavit to respond to Staffs Fifth Request for Iuformation, Question No. Staff
2-3, in Docket No. 54634.

Lad

4, For work performed by Baker Botts L.L.P. for Docket Nos. 51625, 51665, 52210, and
53034 the hourly rates range from $315 per hour to $6735 per hour. These rates are at or
below the standard hourly billing rates charged by the Baker Botts L.L.P. to its clients,
whether they are rate regulated entities such a public ulilities or non-regulated entities, for
the types of services provided in those dockets. To my knowledge, the rate charged in each
of the matters that Baker Botts L.L.P. represents SPS before the Commission {s comparable
to the hourly rate charged by other professmnaiyfﬁp smular services prowded to mlﬁel
Texas utilities. rd

\,Aﬁldxea Moore Sfover

Subscribed fo and sworn before me, the undersigned notary public, by Andrea Moore Stover,
whom 1 know personally, on. /7% of April 2023.

SRR SIS
DEBORAH KISSMAN |
IR 3TED14-4

NOTARY PUBLIC, 5TATE OF TEXASR ¢
MY COMHMISSION EXRIRES 1

T OCTORER 30, 2025
SR el e o S sl B e 2 DA SO

09

Notary Public-State of exas

~< JQ{M{?‘/ )
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BAKER BO1TS LLP ;' e‘?;:

Dol San Franciseo
Huousten Washing lon
TAX 113 74-1195457 Londen
Keel Energy Serviees. Inc. Invoice Number: 24005126
Attn: Ms. Deb Meuwissen Invoice Dale: Oclober 19. 2022
414 Nicollet Mall, 3th I'oor Allorney: A M Slover
Minneapolis, MN 354011927
Total fees for serviees and cxpenses for the matter shown below through September 30, 2022
062940163
2021 SPS Fuel Surcharge
Date Name Hours Task Description
(492122 13C Lynch 03 C100 Reviewed stalus of remand and corresponded

with ALTs assistant rezarding same.

09:23/22 LTLill 0.3 C400 Conterenced and corresponded with Commission
Statf concerning propased order.

(/23722 I B 03 C100 Reviewed SOATT remand order and corresponded
with 8PS leam concerning same.

09:23/22 B C Lynch 0.3 C1o0 Reviewed PUC Docket and corresponded with
ALTs assistant and others regarding proposcd
order.

(/23722 A M Stover .2 C100 Reviewed and analvzed order remanding Lo

Comimission from SOAH.

Matter Hours 1.4

Matter Fees $645.00

Tage 1
559



SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 555 of 1387

BAKER BO' | S LLP Invoice No 24005126
o Invoice Date: October 19, 2022
XCLL linergy Matter: 062940.0163
2021 SIS Fucl Surcharge
2022 Lawyer Summary
Timekeeper HOURS RATE AMOUNT
1IN (.6 5335.00 321.00
A M Stover 0.2 675.00 135.00
0.8 $456.00
2022 Non-Lawyer Summary
Timekeeper HOURS RATE AMOUNT
B C Lynech 0.6 315.00 189.00
0.6 S189.04

Page 2

560



SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257
PUC Docket No. 56211
IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds

Page 556 of 1387
Austin Wow York
linssels Fale Al
BAKER BOTTS w.e T s
Imbai Han lrancizee
leaston Wwashingten
TAX ID 74-1195457 bedon
Keel linerzy Services. Inc. Due Upon Receipt
Attn: Ms. Deb Meuwissen
414 Nicollet Mall_ 5ih I'loor Invoice Number: 240015126
Minneapolis, MN 33401-1927 Invoice Dale: October 19, 2022

Matter Number: 062940.0163

REMITTANCE STATEMENT

Matter Number: (062940.0163

Client: XCIT lnergy

Matter: 2021 SPS Fuel Surcharge

Invoice Number: 240005120

Billing Attorney: A M Stover

Office: Austin
Total Fees S645.00
Total Expenses $0.00
Total Invoice Amount $645.00

TO ENSURE PROPER ATTLICATION OF YOUR PAYMENT PLEASE RETURN THIS REMITTANCE ADVICE
OR EMAIL TO ARHOUSTON@BAKERBOTTS.COM

Pleuve Rendt to: Wiring frstractions ACH Infornunion: 1o Puy by Check. send ro:
Raker Tottx T.T.P. Raker Rotts T.T.P. Baker Dotts T.T.P.
Bank: J* Morgzan Chase Banb Bank: JI' Morzan Chase Bank 10 Box 301251
Addross; 712 Main Street, Houslon, TX 77002 Address: 712 Main Sirecl, Houston, 'IX 77002 Dallas, I'X 75303-1251
ATVA Number: (027 000 01 Fouting Numbsr: 117 000 614 {Reterence Invoice Numbser)
Swill Code: THASTIS3Z D'rimary Accounl: (01 G000 2006
U'rimary Aceounl: Q0L G000 2006 {Lelorcnes lnvoice Nuniber)

(Reference Tvoice Number)

561



Z9s
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Invoice 24005602 - Date Received 1/6/23
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SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 558 of 1387

LEGAL EXPENSES
FOR
DOCKET NO. 52451

563
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Docket XE-32-189497

Invoice 1232165 - Date Received 1/6/23

N gl 1272022
. 1213112022

Invelen Wamtngn
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SUAR DocKet NO. 4/0-24-13257

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEWW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 560 of 1387

LEGAL EXPENSES
FOR
DOCKET NO. 53034

565
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Docket 53034

Invoice 24005598 - Date Received 1/6/23
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Docket 53034

Invoice 24005 1 A - Date Received 2/20/23

P Sillic 11112023
$40,244.50

. 113172023

$40,244.50

$40,244.50
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Invoice

Docket XE-22-18991

1232164 - Date Received 1/6/23
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SUAR Dockel NO, 473-24-13232

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 573 of 1387

From: Ubee Becaipey

To: Cunninotem, Jemmah W

Subject: [¥cel Energy] Your Wednesday evening trip with Uber
Date: Thirsday, January 12, 2023 5:44:47 AM

EXTERNAL - STOP & THINK before opening links and attachments

71 .Ianu:r.::l‘ls.tg
Thanks for riding,
Jeremiah
We hope you enjoyed your ride 8

this evening.

Total $17.93

Trip fare $15.83
Subtotal $15.83
Booking Fee $1.91
Texas Regulatory Recovery Fee $0.19
Payments

a Vis_a_-_--0420 $17.93

3 AN

Download PDF

578



SUAR Dockel NU. 413-£4-13294

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEW RFI01-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 574 of 1387

You rode with Amadou

497 Rating Has passed a multi-step safety screen

Drivers are critical to communities right now. Say thanks with a tip.

When you ride with Uber, your trips are insured in case of a covered
accident,

Leam more

2.73 miles | 23 min

6:48 PM
103 E 10th St, Austin, TX
78701, US

7112 PM

440 W 2nd St, Austin, TX L 7]
78701, US

Report lost itam Contact support

(@]

Forgot password

579



SUAR Dockel NU., 47/3-24-13232

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEW RFI01-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 575 of 1387

Privacy

Terms

580



SUAR Dockel NO, 473-24-13232

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEW RFI01-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 576 of 1387

Cunningham, Jeremiah W

From: Jimmy John's <orders@jimmyjohns.com>
Sent: Saturday, January 21, 2023 11:44 AM

To: Cunningham, Jeremiah W

Subject: Your Jimmy John's Online Order is confirmed!

E TERNA -STOP T IN before opening links and attachments.

G
REWARDS

UNLOCK

ACHIEVEMENT BADGES
AND BRAGGING RIGHTS IN THE APP.

T AN OUFOR OURON INE ORDER

Order Num er 15672294959775745

Store In ormation JJ3905
790 South Buchanan Street
Amarillo , 79101

806-803-9070
Scheduled As Soon As Possible
For Pickup

Thanks for your order!

Contact Jeremiah Cunningham
1
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18064208989
Jeremiah.W.Cunningham@xcelenergy.com

ITEM EAC PRICE
1 ORI INA COMBO 11.00 $11.00

FOR:

Jeremiah

SELECTIONS:

#3 TOTALLY TUNA®, Cut in half, EZ Cucumber, No
Tomato, EZ Jimmy Peppers®, EZ Oil & Vinegar, EZ
Oregano-Basil, EZ Sliced Pickles, Regular Jimmy
Chips®, Large Fountain Diet Coke® (3002}

Subtotal: $11.00

TAX $0. 0

Total: $11. 0

Credit Card Visa x-0420: {$11. 0)

Downlpad on the L”T I'I' fw

App Store Google Play

Please do not reply to this email. It is not @ menitored email address
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January 28, 2023

Thanks for tipping, Jeremiah

Here's your updated receipt for It's Just Wings {3810 1-40 West).

Total $22.14
111 Boncless Wings Combo $13.00
{Thoose your wing Tavor
Sarlic Parmesan (mild) - A classic tavorite $0.00
Heveraae
Cake Zernd 30.00

Subtotal $13.00

Tax $1.07

Service Fee $2.08

Delivery Fee $2.99

Delivery person tip $3.00

Payme nts

Visa =»=0420 $19.14

1/28/23 12:49 PM
Visa =»=0420 $3.00

1/28/23 1:48 PM

You orderad fram It's Tust Wings (3310 T-40 West)
Meked up Trom

AR Interstate 40, Amarilla, T 7102, T3

1 Jelivered Lo

7o 3 Duchanan 3t, Amarillo, T3 70101-3322 175
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From: Jimnry John"s

To: I

Subject: Your Jimmy John"s Online Order is confirmed!
Date: Monday, January 30, 2023 11:03:36 AM

" EXTERNABL -'STOP.& THINEK efore opening| limks-andl attachments;

THANK YOU FOR YOUR ONLINE ORDER

If you have any questions regarding your order, please do not hesitate to contact us at 806-803-8070, and
reference your order confirmation number 15880374856990720.

Order Nurmnber; 15880374856990720

Store JJ3905

Information: 790 South Buchanan Street
Amarillo , 79101
806-803-9070

Scheduled: As Soon As Possible
For: Pickup
Thanks for your order!

Contact: Jeremiah Cunningham
18064208889
Jeremiah. W.Cunningham@xcelenergy.com

ITEM EACH PRICE
1 ORIGINAL COMBO 11.00 $11.00
FOR:
Jeremiah
SELECTIONS:

#3 TOTALLY TUNA®, Cutin half, EZ Cucumber, No
Tomato, EZ Jimmy Peppers®, EZ Cil & Vinegar, EZ
Cregano-Basil, EZ Sliced Pickles, Regular Jimmy
Chips®, Large Fountain Diet Coke® (300z)

Subtotal: $11.00

TAX $0.90

Total: $11.90

Credit Card Visa x-0420: {$11.90)
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Please do not reply to this email. Itis not 2 monitered email address
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January 30, 2023

Thanks for tipping, Jeremiah

Here's your updated receipt for Thai Arawan.

Total $19.64
1 KNaj Satay 8300
{Thoose your s
LTalf 50,00
1 Beof Jorky with Sticky Rice 3800

Subtotal $13.00

Tax $1.07

Service Fee $2.08

Delivery Fee $0.49

Delivery person tip $3.00
Payments

Visa #0420 316.64

1/30/23 7:25 FM
Visa =»=0420 $3.00

1/30/23 8:25 PM

You ordered [Fom That Arawan

Picked up from

ZH13 W Imterstate A0, Amanlla, 17X 79709, L8

Delivered ta

790 8 Buchunan SL Amarillo, TX 79101-25220 1.5
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EMBASSY SUITES AUSTIN-DOWNTOWN
300 5. CONGRESS
EMEASSY AUSTIN, TX 78704
SUELTES United States of America
by Hilvon” TELEPHONE 512-459-9000 « FAX
Reservations
www embassysutes.com or 1 800 EMBASSY

CUNMINGHAM, JEREMIAH Foom Mo BOGMKSQG
Arrival Date: 11172023 11700 PM
2Z31 LAUREL STREET STREET Departure Date: 1132023 7:19:00 AM
Adult/Child: 1/0
AMARILLO TX 78108 Cashier ID: RPATTONZ
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Foom Rate: 20174
AL:
HH # 2268743 DIAMOND
VAT #
Folio No/Che 1102233 A

Confirmation Number, 83786321

EMBASSY SUITES AUSTIN-DOWNTOWN 1/13/2023 7:18:00 AM

DATE REF NO DESCRIPTION CHARGES
171172023 BO4E056 GUEST ROOM $201.74
171172023 BO4E056 STATE OCCUPANCY TAX $12.10
111172023 6046056 CITY OCCUPANCY TAX $22.19
11122023 6046132 MARKET PLACE #5010 54.87
1/12/2023 BO46T18 GUEST ROOM $201.74
1/12/2023 BO46T18 STATE OCCUPANCY TAX $12.10
11122023 6046718 CITY OCCUPANCY TAX $22.19
171372023 5046832 MARKET PLAGE #5070 54.87
171372023 5046833 VE D420 ($481.80)
“BALANCE* 50.00

Hilton Honars{R) stays are posted within 72 hours of checkaut. To check your earnings or boak your next stay at more than 5,500+ hatels and
resorts in 119 countries, please visit Honors.com

Thank you for staying with us. Visit embassysuites.com for more information on hotel packages, subscribe to our E-nnouncements newsletter, or
plan your next stay at close to 200 destinations.

CREDIT CARD DETAIL

APPR CODE 065044 MERCHANT ID 50035-6170 1D 2454
CARD NUMBER V5 0420 EXP DATE 10/24
TRANSACTION ID 6046833 TRANS TYPE Sale
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EMBASSY SUITES AUSTIN-DOWNTOWN
300 5. CONGRESS
EMEASSY AUSTIN, TX 78704
SUELTES United States of America
by Hilvon” TELEPHONE 512-459-9000 « FAX
Reservations
www embassysutes.com or 1 800 EMBASSY

CUNMINGHAM, JEREMIAH Foom Mo BOGMKSQG
Arrival Date: 11172023 11700 PM
2Z31 LAUREL STREET STREET Departure Date: 1132023 7:19:00 AM
Adult/Child: 1/0
AMARILLO TX 78108 Cashier ID: RPATTONZ
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Foom Rate: 20174
AL:
HH # 2268743 DIAMOND
VAT #
Folio No/Che 1102233 A

Confirmation Number, 83786321

EMBASSY SUITES AUSTIN-DOWNTOWN 1/13/2023 7:18:00 AM

DATE REF NO DESCRIPTION CHARGES
171172023 BO4E056 GUEST ROOM $201.74
171172023 BO4E056 STATE OCCUPANCY TAX $12.10
111172023 6046056 CITY OCCUPANCY TAX $22.19
11122023 6046132 MARKET PLACE #5010 54.87
1/12/2023 BO46T18 GUEST ROOM $201.74
1/12/2023 BO46T18 STATE OCCUPANCY TAX $12.10
11122023 6046718 CITY OCCUPANCY TAX $22.19
171372023 5046832 MARKET PLAGE #5070 54.87
171372023 5046833 VE D420 ($481.80)
“BALANCE* 50.00

Hilton Honars{R) stays are posted within 72 hours of checkaut. To check your earnings or boak your next stay at more than 5,500+ hatels and
resorts in 119 countries, please visit Honors.com

Thank you for staying with us. Visit embassysuites.com for more information on hotel packages, subscribe to our E-nnouncements newsletter, or
plan your next stay at close to 200 destinations.

CREDIT CARD DETAIL

APPR CODE 065044 MERCHANT ID 50035-6170 1D 2454
CARD NUMBER V5 0420 EXP DATE 10/24
TRANSACTION ID 6046833 TRANS TYPE Sale
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Cu nninaham. Jeremiah W

From: SouthwestAirlines@wifi.southwest.com
Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2023 9:05 AM

To: Cunningham, Jeremiah W

Subject: Southwest Airlines Internet Purchase Receipt

You don't often get emall from southwestairlines@wifi.southwest.com. Learn why this is important

TERNAL - STO THINK before opening links and attachments

-

Internet Purchase

Hi, Jeremiah!

Thank you for your recent Inflight Internet purchase. We hope staying
connected from gate lo gate helped make the mosl of your lime
onboard. We know you have choices when you fiy and we appreciate
that you chosa Southwest We look forward to welcoming you onboard

again soon

Thanks again,

Your friends at Southwest Airlines

To provide feedback on your inflight Inlernet experience, please take

our survey. You can also contact us via phone, email, or in-app live

chat

PURCHASED WiFI
CUSTOMER eremiah Cunningham
DATE 01772023 2:03 AM (Central)
FLIGHT NUMBER WN150
ORIGIN Amanllo (AMA)
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DESTINATION: Austin (AUS)
AMOUNT: $8.00
FAYMENT TYPE: VISA ending 0420

www. southwest com | Contact Us
Southwest's

Stay Cannected

Follow us on Twitter and become our Facebook fan

© 0

This is a post-anly mailing from Southwest Aifdines. Please do nat attemnpt to reply to this message.
Southwest Aiflines
2702 Love Field Drive
Callas, TX 75235
Copyright 2020 Southwest Aifines Co. All Rights Reservad.

592



SUAR Dockel NO, 473-24-13232

PUC Docket No. 56211

IBEW RFI101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds
Page 588 of 1387

Cresled 1/8/2023 3.42 PM CST
-
@ExecutiveTravel (:) Xcel Energy*
It menail ore not patible with your y calend i , click an the links below to add Lo your calendar
For a single calendar entry click hers
Travel itinerary

Agency Booking Confirmation Number: JOLK1W

Passenger Names

NNINGHAMUJEREMIAH W |

Executive Travel

Office hrs. Mon-Fri Tam-6pm
Phane: (402) 417-7577 / (B44) 330-9275

Southwest Alrlines - Flight Number 150 Confirmation: 2CXC5E
Departure: Wed. 01/11/2023 6:50 AM Arrival: Wed. 0111/2023 8:25 AM Equipment: TM8
Departure City: Amatille, TX. [AMA) Amival City: Austin, TX (ALIS)
Departing Terminal Arrival Terminal Travel Time: 1 hour(s) 35 minute(s)
Status: Confirmed Class of Service: O - Economy Adg Night to Calendar
Baggage Inlg
Miles: 412

Seat Assignments

SOUTHWEST AIRLINES CONFIRMATION NUMEBER 20XCSE

Embassy Suites Confirmation: 93786821

ES AUSTIN DOWNTOWN
300 South Congress Avenue
Austin TX 76704

us

Phone 1-512-4699000

Fax: 1-512-4800164

Check-In Date: Wed, 01/11/2023 Check-Out Date: Fri, 01/13/2023 Caost per night: 201 74 USD
Location: Number of Rooms: 1 Length of stay: 2 nights(s)
Membership Number: 542268743
Status: Confirmed Approximate Total: 472 08 Add hotal to Calendar

View Map
Resarved For CUNMINGHAMJEREMIAMN MR

Par night rate may not include all tawes and/or addional fees

Southwest Airlines - Flight Number 2967 Confirmation: 2CXCSE
Departure: Fri, 01/13/2023 7 50 PM Armrival: Fri, 01/13/2023 920 PM Equipment: 73W
Departure City: Austin, TX (AUS) Armrival City: Amanlle, TX (AMA
Departing Terminal: Arrival Terminal: Travel Time: 1 houris) 30 minuta(s)
Status: Confirmed Class of Service: N - Economy Adid Hight to Calendar
Baggage info
Miles: 412

Saat Assignments

SOUTHWEST AIRLINES CONFIRMATION NUMBER 2CXCSE
Invoice Detail
Base Tax GsT HST QsT

Name: CUNNINGHAMWJEREMIAH W

Southwest 354 58 5638 0.00 000 000

Alrlines Ticket: 5267850813621 Amount: 5410 85§
Invoice Number: 321988045

Amount $410.85

Charged to Visa Ending in. 0420

Professional Fee: 8800834467212 ooo 0.00 ooo 0.00 ooo Amount $8 00|

Amount £9 00
Charged to Visa Ending in 0420

Totals: 35456 56.39 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total Fare:LISD $419
Approximate cost per air mile 0 50
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Frequent Flyer Info
[Southwest Airfines 388330574 |

General Remarks

THIS RESERVATION WAS BOOKED IN CONCUR TRAVEL BY
TRAVELER - JEREMIAH CUNNINGHAM B06-378-2430

Government issued picture |.D. is required.
Boarding pass must be issued before proceeding to security checkpoints.
We highly recommend reconfirming all flights directly with the carrier prior to departure.

Check Viewtrip to view your most current itinerary or ETicket receipt online.

Be sure to check our website for additional travel resources and information

Baggage Allowance and fees vary by carrier.

Please visit this link to view the latest Baggage Allowance information for your flights.

Please review all passenger names, dates, and schedules of the following itinerary.
Adjustments may be made within 24 hours of ticketing.
Adjustments after 24 hours of ticketing may require additional fees from vendors

Please contact us immediately if anything below needs to be adjusted.
Thank you for your business!
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Receipt

BAIA0011322282023

Amarille Aironet

10801 Afrpnrt Bivd
Amaritlo, TR 75115
806335~ 1521

Thank vou for using
Awarilln [niermational

feefonputar Number: 10

Ertry Time: 11172007 547 AM
Fait The o 1/ 13/2083 1025 B4
Durgtion  2d 16h 38

Op: teshia

Non-reselabile tr #: DDABBT
Tran: 3714

Ticket Mucher: #0343

Gafrage Rate hew §  36.00
Total: &  36.00
Yisa $ 3.0
lagt 4 Digits: DAZED

TATLWIMD CONCESSIDNG
Tailwind Amariiio (46)
T80T Afrpart Blvd
fdmarilio, T¥ 7O

O/ N /2023 6:05 ap

Order: 936417 Check: 1§
Name: (uick Sale

JErVEr: Janng

Card Tvpa: Yisa TAILWIND CONCESSIONG
Bard Munber: 0420 Tailwind Awarille (AA)
Auth Cods: 058575 10601 Airport Blvd
Ref M¥o: 301112601512 amarillo, T 701
TranType: Sala

Entry: Contactless %GR

Opened: 61/11/2023 6:05 an
Glosed: 01/11/2025 6:05 an

Check Tatal 4.9 Oredec: 836912 Cheok: i
_ Urder Type: #Post Cafe
Charse Anount gap e i e
1 Pepst Isto 3,99
Subtotad 3.99
Sales Tax 0.33
Total 4.32
Visa G420 (05857%) 4,32
L e, e Balance Dus 0.0

e would Move to heer from vodl
Bompliments, Questione, Loncerns?
- Fiease confaet us -
InfafTai lwindConcess fone, oon
1-tna-5H78-T355
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Total

SUAH Uockel NU, 473-24-13234
PUC Docket No. 56211
{BEW RF101-03 Billing Rate Ranges AG Directive and Case Law- M Reynolds

$27.63

Trip fare $18.23
Subtotal $18.23
Booking Fee $3.06
Airport Surcharge $2.50
Tips $3.60
Texas Regulatory Recovery Fee $0.24
Payments

[~} Visa #++0420 $27.63

111/23 6:54 PM

Page 593 of 1387
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Download PDF

You rode with Velicia

491 Rating Has passed a multi-step safety screen

When you ride with Uber, your trips are insured in case of a covered
accident.

Learm more

7.99 miles | 15 min

10:20 AM
3819 Presidential Blvd,
Austin, TX, US

10:36 AM
919 Congress Ave, Austin, [ 7]
TX 78701, US

Report lost item Contact support

Forgot password
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