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LG&E/KU 12/07/04 Supplemental Requests to Midwest IS0  

REQUEST: 

38. At page 50, Dr. McNamara states that the Companies could not achieve the benefits of an 
RTO through an alternative described by the Companies. One of the alternatives the 
Companies considered -- in accordance with the Commission’s Order - is the PJM RTO. 

a. Please provide a side-by-side list of the RTO services, as defined by Order Nos. 
888,889 and 2000, that PJM provides and MISO will provide as of March 1, 
2005. 

b. With regard to any functions PJM is providing that MISO will not be providing as 
of March 1,2005, please provide an estimate of the MISO’s expected costs 
associated with providing those functions. 

OBJECTION: 

The Midwest IS0 objects to Data Request 38(a) in that it calls for analyses or studies that 

have not been performed and requests a list of RTO services as defined in Order Nos. 888 

and 889, which predate FERC precedent regarding RTO services. 

RESPONSE: 

b. There are no estimates of costs associated with services the Midwest IS0 will not 

be providing as of March 1 , 2005 ( i e . ,  the expected cost associated with a service 

the Midwest IS0 is not providing would be zero). 

Witness: Ronald McNamara 






















































































































































































