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Introduction 

Q. 

A 

Please state your name and business address. 

Kevin C. I-liggins, 21 5 South State Street, Suite 200, Salt Lake City, IJtah, 

8 4 l l l  

By wliom are you employed and in  wliat capacity? Q. 

A. I am a Piincipal i n  the firm of Energy Strategies, LLC. Energy Strategies 

is a private consulting firm specializing in economic and policy analysis 

appl icahle to energy production, transportation, and consumption. 

On wliose bclialfare you testifying in this proceeding? Q. 

A M y  testimony is being sponsored by l-lie Kroger Co. (‘Kroger”). Kroger is 

one oftlie IaIgest retail grocers iii  the United States, and operates over thirty 

stores and other facilities in the territory served by Louisville Gas and Electi-ic 

Company (“LG&E“). These facilities ptircliase approxiinately I00 million kWh 

annually born LC&E 

I’lcase dcscribe your professional experience and qualifications. Q. 

A .  M y  academic background is in  ecoiioinics, and 1 have completed all 

cotirscwork arid field examinations toward the P1i.D. iii Economics at the 

University of Utah. In addition, 1 have served on the adjunct factrlties of both the 

University of LItali and Westminster College, where J taught undergraduate and 

graduate c o m e s  i n  economics. I joined Energy Strategies in 1995, where I assist 
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private and public sector clients in tlie areas of energy-related economic and 

policy analysis, including evaluation of electric and gas uti l i ty rate matters. 

Prior to joining Energy Strategies, I held policy positions in state and local 

goveriiment From 1983 to 1990, I was economist, then assistant director, for the 

lllali Energy O(Tice, where I helped develop and implemenl state energy policy. 

From 199 I to 1994, I was chief ofstaff to tlie chairman of the Salt Lake County 

Commission, wheie I was iesponsible for development and implementation of a 

broad spectitiin of public policy at the local government level. 

Have you previously testified before this Commission? 

Yes. Earlier this year 1 testilied in the Commission’s energy elficiency 

procceding, Administrative Case No. 2007-00477. I n  2007 and 2008, I testified 

in the East I<entucky Power Cooperative general rate proceeding, Case No. 2006- 

00472. In 2006, I testified i n  tlie Duke Eneigy I<entucky general rate proceeding, 

Case No. 2006-00 172. 

I.lave yon testilied before utility regulatory commissions in other states? 

Y e s .  I have tcstilied in iiiore than one htindred procecdings on the subjects 

of utility rates and regulatory policy before state uti l i ty regulators in Alaska, 

Arizona, Arltansas, Colorado, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, I<ansas, Michigan, 

Minnesota. Missouri, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, New York, Ohio, 

Oklahoma. Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, litah, V i i  ginia, Washington, 

West Virginia. and Wyoming. 

A more detailed description 01 my qiialificaiions i s  contained in 

Allachment A, appended lo my direct testimony. 
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Overview and Recommendations 

Q. 

A 

Whiit is tile purpose of your testimony in this proceeding? 

My testimony addresses tlie proposed electric rate spread for any change 

i n  L.G&lS's rcvenue requirement. 

Please sunimarizc your conclusions and recommendations. Q. 

( I )  LG&E's proposed rate spread proposal falls within tlie bounds of 

reasonableness at tlie revenue requirement irequested by the Conipany. 

(2) l r  the reventie requirement approved by tlie Commission is less than 

that requested by L,G&tE, then the rate spread proposed by LG&E for its requested 

reventie requirement should be tlie starting point for spreading the approved 

icvcntic change. Specifically, the revenue aiiportioninent produced by L,G&F's 

rate spread should be tised as the basis foI spreading any smaller reventie change. 

Rate Spread 

Q. What gcneral guidelines should be employed in  spreading any change in 

rii tcs? 

A In dclemiining rate spread, or revenue apportionment, it is important to 

align rates with cost causation, to tlie greatest extent practicable. Properly aligning 

rates with the costs caused by each customer group is essential for ensuring 

Ihii.ncss. as it minimizes cross subsidies among customers. I t  also sends proper 

pricc signals. wliicii improves efficiency in iesoiirce utilization. 

At the same t ime, it can be appiopriate to mitigate the impact ofmoving 

immediately to cost-based rates Tor customer groups that would esperience 

I4IGGINS 13 
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significant rate increases toin doing so This principle of ratemaking is known as 

"gradualism '' When einploying this principle, it is important to adopt a long-term 

stiategy of moving in the direction of cost causation, and to avoid approaches that 

result in permanent cross-subsidies Li.oni other customers. 

What general approaclt to electric rate spread does LG&E recommend? 

As described by L.C&E witness William Steven Seelye, tlie Company is 

attempting to bring cluss ratcs of i 'etiirii iiioie i n  linc, while taking info 

considcia[iori [lie principle of gradualisiii, 

Wliat is yonr assessment of LGSIE's proposed approach to ratc spread? 

Although it would have been reasonable for LG&E to take a stronger step 

in tlie direction of cost-of-service for tlie classes with relative rates of return 

significantly divergent from 1 .OO,' I have concluded that tlie Company's proposal 

falls within tlic bounds of reasonableness at the revenue requirement reqtiested by 

tlic Company. Conscqtiently, i f  the Company's ieqtiested revenue requirement is 

adopted by tlie Coinmission, then I would support tlie rate spread proposed by 

LG&E. 

Wltat do you recommend iftlie revenue requirement approved by t l x  

Commission is less than that requested by PSE? 

I f  t l ic rcveiiiic icqtiireinent approved by thc Commission is less than that 

rcquestcd by l..C&E. tlieri the ratc spread pioposed by L.G&E. for ils rcqtiested 

rcvenue reqiiirement should be the startine point for spreading the approved 

' Relat ivc rate ol  ieti ir i i  is colculated by dividing the class rate ofreturn by the total system rate of return 

I-IIGCINS 14 
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revenue change. Specifically, h e  reventie aooortionment produced by LG&E’s 

late spread should be wed as the basis fbr spreading the srnaller revenue change. 

Please explain your recommendation furtlier. 

Whcn I refer to the “revenue appor.lionrnent produced by LG&E’s rate 

spread” I ani rercrring to each class‘s perceniage sliare of total revenue 

rcqiiiremenl (excluding special contracts and riiiscellaneotts revenues) that results 

toin that spread. For example, undci L.G&E’s proposed spread, Residential 

custoiiiers would pay 4 I .37 percent ofthe total ireventre requirement exclrisive of 

special contract and miscellaneous ieveniies IT the Commission agrees that 

I..C;&E‘s propos~d rate spread is reasonable, then by extension, the cor-responding 

~ C V C I ~ L I C  apportionmcnt is reasonable as wel l .  

M y  rccotn~ncndarioii is to Ictain the perccntagc revenue appoi-tionnient 

that results from I..G&E’s rate spread and to apply this revenue apportionment to 

whatever final revenue requirement is approved by the Commission. This type of 

approach (determining a reasonable ievcnue apportionment first, then applying it 

to tlie resiilting revciitie Icqiiireiiient) is standard in some jurisdictions such as 

Minnesota. and \vas recently adopted in a proceeding in Washington. The 

advantage of  this approach is that i t  balances tlie application of  gradualism with 

moving toward cost-or-service. II there is a determination that a given revenue 

apportionment reasonably accomplishes this balance, then this balance should be 

retaincd for a range ofdiffei.ent revenue requirements. My recorninendation 

accomplisiies this objective 

Do yoti Ii;iue till example to illustrate liow yotir approach would work? 

HIGGINS 15 
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Yes. An esaiiiple is pi-esented in Higgins Exhibill. I n  lliis esaiiiple, the 

revenue apportionment associated with LG&E's proposed spread is first 

determined Nest. we assiiine that the Commission approves a 2 percent revenue 

dccrcase rathei, than h e  1.91 percent inciease requested by l l ie  Coinpany,, Tlie 

rcsulting rate spread i s  tlicn calculated by holding the revenue apportioniiient 

wiislaiii I he rcsuks are stimmarized in Table KCI-1-1, below. 
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Table KCH-1 

Kroger Recommentled Spread Approach: 
Esample Assuming 2% Decrease in Revenue Requirement 
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Q. 

A .  

Pleasc summarize your recommentlation with respect to rate spread. 

Although it would be reasonable to set rates closer to cost-of-service for 

tliose rate schedules with relative rates o l  return significantly divergent from I .O, I 

conclude that L,G&E’s rate spread proposal still falls within the bounds of 

reasonableness at the revenue requirement requested by the Company. I f  the 

revenue requirement approved by the Commission is less than that requested by 

LG&E, then the percentage ireveiltie aimortionment produced by LG&E’s rate 

spread should be iised as the basis Inr spreading the resulting revenue change. 

Does this coocliide your direct testimony? Q. 

A .  Yes, it does. 

I-IIGGINS 17 



KEVIN C. HIGGINS 
I’rincipal, Energy Stmtcgics, L.L.C. 

215 South State St., Suite 200, Salt Lake City, UT 84111 

Vitae 

Attachment A 
Page 1 of 19 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

I’rincipal. E.iicrgy Strategies, L.L C., Salt I h k e  City, Lltali, January 2000 to present. Responsible 
lioi energy-related economic and policy analysis, regulatory intervention, and strategic 
inegotiation on behalf of  industrial, coniniercial. and ~it ibl ic sector intciests. Previously & 
Associate. February I995 to Decciiiber I999 

Adiunct Instructor in Economics, Wcstminster College, Salt L.alte City, Utah, September 1981 to 
May 1982; Scpteriibcr 1987 to May 1995. Tairglit in the economics and M.B.A. programs. 
Awarded Adjunct Professor o f the  Year, Gore School o f  Business, 1990-91. 

Cli ief of Staff to the Chairman, Salt Lake County Board of Commissioners, Salt Lalte City, Utah, 
.lanciary I991 to .Jantrary 1995. Senior executive responsibility for al l  matteis ofcounty 
govei nmcnt, including formulation and execution o f  ptiblic policy, delivery o f  approximately 
I40  government services, budget adoption and fiscal management (over $100 million), strategic 
planning, coordination wit l i  elected officials, and comtnunication witli consultants and media. 

Assistant Director. Utah I:nergy Office, litah Delmitineiit o f  Natural Resources, Salt L.abe City, 
Utah. August I985 to January I99 I Directed the agency’s resotirce development section, which 
]pi ovidcd cncrgy policy analysis to the Governor, implemented state energy development policy, 
coordinated state energy data collection and dissemination, and managed energy technology 
demonstration pi-ograms. Position responsibilities included policy formulation and 
implementation, design and administration or energy teclinology demonstration programs, 
strategic management o f  the agency’s interventions belbre the lJtaIi Public Service Commission, 
budget picparation. and staff development. Supervised a staf f  of economists, engineers, and 
ipolicy analysts. and served as lead economist on selected projects, 

()t i l i t\ Economist. Utah Enel-gy Office, January I985 to August 1985 Provided policy arid 
ccoiioiiiic analysis pcrtaining to energy conservation and resource development, wit l i  an 
emphasis on utility isstics. I-estified before the slate I’tiblic Service Commission as an expert 
witness in cases related to the above 

Actine Assistant Director, Utah E,nergy OTfice, lune 1984 to .January 1985. Same 
responsibilities as Assistant Director identified above. 
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Research Economist, Utah Energy Office, October 1983 to l u n e  1984. Provided economic 
analysis pertaining to renewable energy resource developinent and utility issues. Esperience 
includes preparation of testimony, development of strategy, and appearance as an espert witness 
fool the Energy Office before the litah PSC. 

Olxrations Research Assistant, Corporate Modeling and Operations Research Department, Utah 
Power and Light Company, Salt Lake City, Utah, May 1983 lo September 1983. Primary area of 
responsibility: designing and conducting energy load forecasts. 

Insti iictoi in Economics, Univcisity oflJtah. Salt Lake City, Utah, January 1982 to April I983 
'fatight intci inediatc iiiici,oeconotnics, principles or macroeconomics, and economics as a social 
sciencc 

Teachei, Vernon-Vernna-SlierriII School District, Verona, New Yoik, Septeiiibei. 1976 to June 
1978 

D1)UCATION 

1% I) Cnntlidatc. Fcoiioiiiics, liniversity of litah (course\vork and field exams completed, 1981). 

Fields 01 Slmialization: Public Finance, IJrban and Regional Economics, Economic 
Development. International I?conomics, I-lislory of Economic Doctrines. 

Bachelor of Science, Education, State IJniversity of New York at Plattsburgh, I976 (cum laude). 

Danish International Studies Progi-am, University of Copenhagen, 1975 

SCIIOLARSI-IIPS AND FELLOWSHIPS 

linivcrsity Rcscaich I~cllow, University o r  Utah: Salt Lake City, Utah 1982 to 1983. 
I7csca1,cli I~cllow, Institute of I-lmaii Resources Management, Ilniversity of Utah, 1980 to 1982. 
Tcaching lc l low, Economics Department, University 01 IJtali, 1978 to 1980. 
Ncw Y o r k  State Regents Scholar, 1972 to 1976. 

2 
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EXPERT TESTIMONY 

"In the Matler oftlie Application of Rocky Mountain Power for Authoi ity to Increase its Retail 
Electric lltility Service Rates in Utah and for. Approval of its l'ioposed Electric Service 
Schcdtilcs and Electi ic Service Regulations," Utali Public Service Commission, Docket No. 08- 
0.35-.38 Direct lcstiinony submitted Octobei 7 .  2008 (test period), 

-111 tlic Mattcr 01 tlic Application o1 Ohio Edison Company. The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 
Company and Wie lolcdo I:.disoii Company lor Atitliority to E.stablish a Standard Service Offei- 
I'uisuant to 1t.C $ 4978 143 in the Form o l a n  Electiic Security Plan." Public Utility 
Commission o1 Ohio, Case No. 08-935-EL.-SSO. Direct testimony submitted September 29, 
2008. Deposed October 13,2008. Cross examined October 21, 2008. 

"In tlie Matter of tlie Application of Westar Energy, Inc. and Kansas Gas and Electric Company 
foi Appioval to Malie Cei,taiii Changes In Their Cliarges for Electric Service," State 
Corporation Commission of Kansas, Docket No OX-WSEE-I 041-RTS. Diiect testimony 
submitted Sepkmber 29, 2008 Cross Answer testimony stibmitted October 8, 2008. 

"111 ilic Matter ol' Appalachian I'o~vcr Company's Application for Increase in Electric Rates," 
Virgioia State Corpoi ation Commission, Case No. I'U E-2008-00046. D i w t  testimony 
siibmittcd Septcmbcr 16, 2008. 

" I n  the Matter 01 tlie Application orOhio Fdison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 
Company and The Toledo Edison Company for Approval of a Marltet Rate Offei to Conduct a 
Competitive Bidding Piocess Tor Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting 
Modifications with Reconciliation Mechanism and Tariffs for Generation Service," Public 
Utility Coinmission of Ohio. Case No. O8-936-EL9-SSO. Direct testimony submitted September 
9. 2008 Ikposcd Scptcmber 16. 2008 

"In tlic Mattcr of the Application of Arizona Public Sei-vice Company for a I-learing to 
Lktci-niiiic tlie I.iiii Value of the lJtility Property oftlie Company Tor Ratemalting Purposes, to 
Fix a Just iind Reasonable Rate o f  Rctum l'licreon. lo Approve Rate Schedules Designed to 
1)evclop Sucli Iteturn." Arizona Corporation Commission, Docliet No. E-01 345A-08-0172. 
Diicct testimony strbmirted Augusl 29, 2008 (interim rates). Cross examined September 16, 2008 
(interim rates). 

"Verified .Joint Petition of Dulie E.nergy Indiana, Inc., Indianapolis Power & Light Company, 
Nortlici ii Indiana Public Service Company and Vectren Energy Delivery of Indiana, Inc. for 
AppI~val.  i f  and to the Extent Required, ol'Certain Changes in Operations That Are Likely To 
Restilt li-om the Midwest Independent System Operator, Inc.'s Iinplementation oiRevisions to 
Its Opcii Access 'Transmission and Energy Markets Tal iflto E.stablisli a Co-Optimized, 
Cumpctitivc Marltct Ihr Encrg)' and Anciilaiy Sciviccs Market; and for Timely Recoveiy 01 
Costs Associated with .Joint Petitioners' Participation in Such Ancillary Services Market," 

3 
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Indiana litility Regulatory Commission, Cause No. 43426 Direct testimony submitted August 
6. 7008 

.'In I hc Mattcr 01 thc Application of The Detroit E.dison Company Ibr AuthoIity to Increase Its Rates, 
Amcnd Its Rate Sclicdules and Rules Governing the Distribution and Supply or  Electric Energy, and 
Ibr Misccllancous Accounting Authority," Michigan Public Service Commission, Case No. U-15244. 
Dircct testimony submitted .July 15, 2008. Rebuttal testimony submitted Augtcst 8, 2008. 

"Portland General Electric General Rate Case Filing," Public Utility Commission of Oregon, 
Docket No. UE-197. Direct testimony submitled July 9, 2008. Surrebuttal testimony submitted 
September 15, 2008. 

.'In tlic Matter o r  I'acifiCorp, dba Pacific Power, 2009 Transition Ad,justment Mechanism, 
Schcdtile 200, Cost-Based Supply Scwice," Public lJtility Commission or  Oregon, Docket No 
UP.-lO9. Reply testimony submitted lune 23% 2008 Joint testimony in support of stipiilatioii 
stibiiiittcd Scptcnibcr 4. 2008 

,"2008 I'uget Sound Fnergy Gencral Rate Case," Washington Utilities and Transportation 
Commission. Docket Nos UF.-072300 and 1JG-072301 Response testimony submitted May 30, 
2008. Cross-Answer testimony submitted July 3, 2008. .Joint testimony in support ofpai,lial 
stipulations submitted .July 3, 2008 (gas rate spreadirate design), August 12, 2008 (electric rate 
spreadhate design), and August 28, 2008 (1-eveniie requirements). Cross examined Septembei i, 
2008. 

"Vci,ifictl I'ctition of Lhkc Energy Indiana, Inc. Requesting the Indiana Utility Regulatory 
Commission to Approve an Alternative Regulatory Plan Pursuant to the Ind. Code 8-1 -2.5, El 
Scq.. Ibt the O f h  ing of Energy E lficiency Conservation: Demand Response, and Demand-Side 
Management Programs and Associated Rate Treatment Including Incentives Pursuant to a 
Rcviscd Standard Contract Ride!, No. 66 i n  Accordance with Ind. Code 8-1-2 5-IEt Scq. and 8- 
I -2-42(n); Airthority to DcFer Piograiii Costs Associated with Its Energy Efficiency 
Portfolio of Progiams; Authority to Implement New and Enlianced Energy Efficiency Pi-ograms 
in Its Energy Efficiency Portfolio or  Programs; arid Approval of a Modification of the Fuel 
Ad,justnient Clause 
Earnings and Expense Tests," Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission, Cause No. 43374. Direct 
testimony submitted May 2 I ,  2008. 

"'Cinergy Corp , Duke Energy Ohio, lnc., Cinergy Power Investments, Inc., Generating Facilities 
L.I,Cs.'' Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Dockct No. E.C-08-78-000. Affidavit f i led 
Ma); 14. 2008. 

"Application o( E.ntergy (;till Slates, liic for Authority lo Change Rates and lo Reconcile FiieI 
Costs, I'iiblic Utility Commission of Tesss, Docket No 14800 [SOAI-I L3ocltet No. 473-08- 
03343. Direct testimony submitted April 1 I, 2008. Testimony withdrawn pursuant to stipulation 

4 
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T e n t i a l  Illinois I..ight Coinpany d / b h  AiiiercnCILCO Pi-oposcd General Increase in Electric 
Dclivciy Service I h tes .  Central Illinois Public Service Company d/b/a AnierenCIPS Proposed 
Gcneral liicrcase iii I!lectric Delivery Service Rates, Illinois Power Company d/b/af Ainerenll’ 
I’ioposcd Gcneral Incrcase in E.lectric Delivery Service Rates, Central Illinois L.ight Coinpany 
d/b/a AnicrcnCII.,CO, Proposed Genei-a1 Increase in Gas Delivery Service Rates, Central Illinois 
Public Service Company d/b/a AinerenClPS Proposed General Increase in Gas Delivery Service 
Rates, Illinois Power Company d/b/a/ AinerenlP Proposed General Increase in Gas Delivery 
Service Rates,” Illinois Coiiinierce Commission, Docltet Nos. 07-058.5,07-0586, 07-0587, 07- 
0588, 07-0589, 07-0590. Direct testimony submitted March 14, 2008. Rebtrttal testimony 
submittcd April 8, 2008. 

“In the Mattcr ofthc Application of I’ublic Service Company orColorado for Authority to 
Iniplcnicn~ an I!,nhaiiced Ilcniand Sidc Management Cost Adjuslmenl Mechanisrii lo Include 
Cuircnl Recovci y and Inccntivcs,” Colorado Public Utilities Commission, Docltet No. 07A- 
130L Answer testimony submitted March 10, 2008. Cioss csamined Apr-il 25, 2008. 

“An Investigation of the Energy and Regulalory Jssiies in Section 50 of I<entucky’s 2007 Energy 
Act,” I<entucky Public Sei vice Commission, Administrative Case No. 2007-00477. Direct 
testimony submittcd February 29, 2008, Supplemental direct testimony submitted April I ,  2008. 
Cross csamined April 30,2008. 

lii tlic Mattcr o l t l i e  Application of Tucson Electric Power Company for the Establisliinent 
of Just and  Reasonable Rates and Cliarges Designed to Realize a Reasonable Rate of Return on 
tlic Fair Value of Its Operations thioughout the State of Aiizona, Arizona Corporation 
Cornmission. Dockct No E-01 933A-07-0402. Dircct tcstiniony submitted Febitiary 29, 2008 
(rcvcntie reqtiiremcnl). March 11, 2008 (ratc design), and June 12. 2008 (settlement agreement). 
Cross csamined July 14, 2008 

“Coninionwealth E.dison Company Proposed General Increase in Electric Rates,” Illinois 
Coininel-ce Commission, Docket No. 07-0566 Direct testimony submitted February I 1, 2008. 
Rebuttal testimony submittcd April 8, 2008 

“111 tlie Matter of tlie Application of Questar Gas Company to File a General Rate Case,” Utah 
Public Service Commission, Docltet No. 07-057-1 3 .  Direct testimony submitted .January 28, 
2008 (tcsi period), Maich 3 I, 2008 (rate of return). April 2 I ,  2008 (i,evenuc requirement), and 
August 18. 2008 (cost 01 service. ratc spread. late design). Rebuttal testiniony submitted 
Scpmiibci 22, 2008 (cost of service, rate spread, rate design). Surrebuttal testimony submitted 
Ma): 12. 2008 (rtitc of return) and Octobei 7, 2008 (cost orservice, rate sprcad, rate design). 
Ci,oss csnmined February 8. 2008 (test period), May 21. 2008 (rate of return), and October 15, 
2008 (cost of service, rate spread, rate design). 

5 
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.’In tlic Mattel. of the Application olllocky Mountain Power for Authority to Increase its Retail 
Electric Utility Service Rates in Utah and for Approval of its Proposed Electric Service 
Schedules and Electi-ic Service Regulations, Consisting o f a  General Rate Increase of 
Approximately $161 2 Million Per Year, and for Approval o ra  New Large Load Surcharge,’’ 
Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 07-035-93. Direct testimony submitted January 
25, 2008 (test period), April 7,2008 (revenue requirement), and .July 21, 2008 (cost ofservice, 
rate design). Rebuttal testimony submitted September 3, 2008 (cost of service, rate design). 
Sui rebuttal testimony submitted May 23, 2008 (revenue requirenienl) and September 24, 2008 
(cost of scivice, rate design) Cross examined February 7, 2008 (test period). 

“In tlic Matter ofthe Application of Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland E.lectrie Illuniinating 
Company and .Tile Toledo Edisoii Company Tor Authoiity to Increase Rates for Distribution 
Service. Modily Ccrlain Accotinling Practices and foi- Tariff Approvals,” Public Utilities 
Commission orOhio, Case Nos. 07-55 I-EL-AIR, 07-552-EL-Al-A, 07-553-EL-AAM, and 07- 
554-EL-UNC. Dii-ect testimony submined January I O ,  2008. 

“In the Matter of the Application of Rocky Mountain Power for Authority to Increase Its Retail 
Electric IJtility Service Rates in Wyoming, Consisting of a General Rate Increase of 
Approximately $36. I Million pet’ Year, and for Appi-oval o r a  New Renewable Resource 
Mcclianisin and Marginal Cos1 Pricing Tariff,’’ Wyoming Public Service Commission, Docket 
No. 20000-277-ER-07 Direct testimony subiiiitted January 7, 2008. Cross exanlined March 6, 
2008. 

“ I n  (tic Matlcr ol^llie Application ol Idaho Power Company for Authority to Increase Its Rates 
and Charges for Electric Service to Electric Custoiners in the State of Idaho,” Idaho Public 
Utilities Commission, Case No. IPC-E-07-8 Direct testimony submitted Decembei- IO,  2007. 
Cioss examined January 23, 2008 

‘&In 1-lie Matter of the Application of Consumers Energy Company for Authority to Increase Its Rates 
for Ilic Gcneralion and Distribution Of Electricity and Other Reliel,” Michigan Public Service 
Coinmission. Case No U- 15245. Direct testimony subiiiilted November 6, 2007. Rebutlal testimony 
subniittcd Noveiiibcr 20, 2007 

“In tlic Maltci- of Monlana-Dakota litilities Co., Application for Authority to Establish Increased 
Rates 101’ Electric Scrvicc.“ Montana Public Scrvice Commission, Docket No D2007.7.79. 
Dircct testimony submilted October 24, 2007. 

“In the Matter of tlie Application of Public Service Conipany ofNew Mexico for Revision of‘ its 
Retail Electric Rates Pursuant to Advice Notice No. 334,” New Mexico Public Regulation 
Commission. Case No. 07-0077-UT. Direct testimony stibinitted October 22, 2007. Rebuttal 
testimony submitted November 19, 2007. Cross examined December 12, 2007. 
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“ I n  ‘I‘lie Matter of Georgia Power Company’s 2007 Rate Case,” Georgia Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 25060-U. Direct testimony submitted October 22, 2007. Cross 
examined November 7, 2007, 

“ I n  the Matter of tlie Application of Rocky Mountain Power for an Accounting Order to Defer 
the Costs Related 10 {lie MidAmerican Energy I-loldings Company Transaction,” Utah Ptiblic 
Service Commission. Dockct No 07-035-04; “ I n  tlie Matter oftlie Application of Rocky 
Mountaiii Porvcr, a Divisiori of PacifiCorp. for a Deferred Accounting Order 1.0 Defer tlie Costs 
0 1  Loans Madc to Grid West, the Rcgional Transmission Organization,” Docket No. 06-035-163; 
“ I n  Ilie Matlcr of tlie Application of Rocky Motinlain Power for an Accotinting Ordei for Costs 
rclatcd 10 the Flooding of the Powerdale I-lydro 1-acilitp,” Docket No. 07-035-14. Direct 
testimony subiiiittcd September IO ,  2007. Surrebuttal testirnoriy submitted October 22, 2007 
Cross examined October 30, 2007 

“ I n  tlie Matter of General Adjustment of Electric Rates of East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc.,” 
Kentucky Public Service Commission, Case No. 2006-00472. Direct testimony submitted .July 6, 
2007. Supplemcntal direct testimony submitted Mal-ch 14, 2008. 

’ i l ~ i  llic Mattor of tlic Application of Sempra Energy Solutions Tor a Certificate oPConvenience 
and Neccssity for Competitive Rctail E.lectric Service,” Arizona Corporation Commission, 
Dockct No P-03964A-06-0 168 Dii,cct testimony submitted .July 3 ,  2007. Rebutlal testimony 
submitted lanuiiiy 17, 7008 

“Application of Public Service Company olOlilalioma for a Determination that Additional 
Electric Generating Capacity Will Be Used and Useful,” Oltlalioma Corporation Commission, 
Cause No PlJD 2005005 16; “Application of Public Service Company of Olilaliorna for a 
Determination that Additioiial Baseload Electi-ic Generating Capacity Will Be IJsed and IJsefirl,” 
Cause No, PlJD 200600010; “In the Matter oftlie Application of Oklahoma Gas and Electric 
Company ihI an 01-der Granting Pi-c-Ap~~IovaI to Construct Red Rock Generating Facility and 
Authorizing a Rccovery Rider,’‘ Cause No. I’UD200700012. Responsive testimony submitted 
May 21, 2007. Cross examined July 26, 2007. 

”Application of Ncvada I’ower Company for Authority to Inci-ease Its Annual Revenue 
Reqtiirement fool General Rates Charged lo All Classes of Electric Customers and for Relief 
I’ioperly Related Thereto,” I’ublic Utilities Commission o f  Nevada, Docltet No. 06-1 1022. 
Direct lesliinony submitted March 14, 2007 (Phase 111 -reventie requirements) and March 19, 
2007 (Phase IV -rate design). Cross examined April 10,2007 (Phase 111 -reventie 
reqtiiretncnts) and April 16, 2007 (Phase IV - rate design). 

“In Llie Maltcr oftlie Application of Eiitergy Arkansas, lnc. for Approval of Changes i n  Rates for 
Rctail Electric Service,“ Arkansas Public Sei-vice Coinmission, Docket No. 06-1 0 1-11 Direct 
tcstimony submitted 1;ebruary 5, 2007. Surrebuttal Lcstirnony submitted March 26, 2007. 
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“Monongahela Power Company and The Potomac Edison Company, both d/b/a Allegheny 
Power - Rulc 42T Application to Increase E.lcctric Rates and Charges,” Public Service 
Coinmission 01 West Virginin, Case No. 06-09604-42T; “Monongahela Power Company and 
The l’otomac Edison Company. both d/b/a Allegheny Power - Inforination Required for Change 
of Deprcciation Rntes Pursuant to Rule 20,” Case No. 06-1 426-E-D. Direct and rebuttal 
testimony submitted January 22, 2007 

”In the Matter ofthe Tal iffs ofAquila, Inc , d/b/a Aquila Networlts-MPS and Aquila Nehvorlts- 
L,&P Increasing Electric Rates for the Services Provided lo Custoiners in the Aquila Networks- 
MPS and Aqtiila Networlts-L&P Missouri Service Areas,” Missouri Public Service 
Commission, Case No. ER-2007-0004. Direct testimony submitted .January 18, 2007 (revenue 
requircrnents) and January 25, 2007 (revenue apportionment). Supplemental direct testimony 
submitted February 27, 2007. 

“In the Mattcr of tlie Filing by lucson Electi-ic Power- Company to Ainend Lhis ion No. 62103, 
Ar-izoe;~ Corporation Commission. Docket No E-01 933A-05-0650. Diicct testimony submitted 
.January S. 2007 Suircbuttal testimony lilcd February 8. 2007. Cross examined March 8, 2007. 

”Ii i  the Matter of lh ion  Electric Company d/b/a AinercnUE for Authority to File Twiffs 
Incrcasing Rates Toi Elcctric Service Provided to Customers in tlie Company’s Missouri Service 
Area,“ Missouri Public Sei vice Coinmission, Case No. ER-2007-0002. Direct testimony 
submitted December 15, 2006 (revenue requirements) and December 29, 2006 (fuel adjustment 
clause/cost-of-service/rate design), Rebuttal testimony submitted February 5, 2007 (cost-of- 
service). Surrebuttal testimony submitted February 27, 2007. Cross examined March 21, 2007. 

“ I n  the Matter of Application oTTlie Union Light, I l e a l  and Power Company d/b/a Dike Energy 
Kentucky. lnc. for mi Adjustment of Electric Rates,” Kentucky Public Service Commission, 

Casc No. 2006-001 72. Direct testimony submitted September 13, 2006. 

.”In the Mattcr of Appalachian I’owcr Company’s Application for Increase i n  Electric Rates,’‘ 
Virginia State Corporation Commission, Case No PUE-2006-00065. Direct testimony 
submitted September I .  2006. Ci-oss exanlined December 7, 2006. 

“In  tlie Matter of the Application of Arizona Public Service Company for a Hearing to 
Determine the Fair Value of tlie IJtility Property for Ratemalting Purposes, to Fix a .lust and 
Reasonable Rate or  Return Thereon, To Approve Rate Schedules Designed to Develop Such 
Return. and to Amend Decision No. 67744, Arizona Corporation Commission,” Docltet No. E- 
0 1345A-05-08 I6 Direct testimoiiy submitted August 18, 2006 (revenue requirements) and 
Scptcinbci I .  2006 (cost-ol-scrvice/iatc design). Surrebuttal testimony submitted September 27, 
2006 Cross cxaiiiinctl Novcmber 7, 2006. 

‘.Re: The laiirl Sliccts Filed by Public Service Coinpany o l  Colorado with Advice ILetter 
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No 1454 - 1:lcctric." Colorado Public Lltilities Commission, Docket No 06s-234E.G. Answer 
testimony submitted August 18. 2006 

"Portland General IZlcctric Gencral Rate Case Filing." Public Utility Commission of Oregon, 
Docltct No LIE-1 80. Direct testimony submitted August 9, 2006. Joint testimony regarding 
stipttlation submitted Atrgtrsl 22, 2006. 

"2006 Puget Sound Energy General Rate Case," Washington Utilities and Transportation 
Coinmission, Docket Nos, UE.-060266 and UG-060267. Response testimony submitted .July 19, 
2006 Joint testimony regarding stipulation submitted August 2.3, 2006. 

"In the Matte1 of PacifiCorp. dba Pacific Power & L.ig1it Company, Request for a General Rate 
liicreasc i i i  the Company's Oregon Anritral Reverures?'' Ptrblic lJtilily Commission of Oregon, 
Docket No.  lJF-I 79. Direct testimony submitted Ju ly  12, 2006. .Joint testimony regarding 
stipulation submitted Augtist 21. 2006. 

"Petition of Mctropolitan E.dison Company for Approval of a Rate Transition Plan," 
I'ennsylvania Public Utilities Commission, Docket Nos. P-000622 I .3 and R-00061.366; "Petition 
of Pennsylvania Electric Company for Approval of a Rate Transition Plan," Docket Nos. 1'- 
0062214 and R-00061367; Merger Savings Remand Proceeding, Docket Nos. A-I 10300F0095 
and A-1 104001-0040 Dim3  testimony submitted July IO,  2006. Rebuttal testimony submitted 
August 8. 2006 Stwrebuttal testimony submitted August 18, 2006. Cross examined August 30, 
2006. 

.,'In t l ic Matte!, 01 the Application 01 I'aciliCorp for approval o l i t s  Proposed Electric Rate 
Schcdirlcs LEI Flcctric Service Rcgulations." Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 06- 
035-21 Direct testimoii). submitted June 9, 2006 (Test Period). Surrebuttal testimony submitted 
lu ly  14. 2006. 

"Joint Application of Questar Gas Company, the Division of Public Utilities, and Ulah Clean 
E.nergy for the Approval of the Conservation Enabling Tariff Adjustment Option and Accounting 
Orders." Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 05-057-TO1 Direct testimony submitted 
May 15, 2006 Rebuttal testimony submitted August 8, 2007. Cross examined September 19, 
2007. 

"Ccntrd llliiiois ILigIit Company d/b/a AmercnCILCO. Central Illinois Public Service Company 
d/b/a AiiicrenCIPS. llliiiois Power Company d/b/a AmcrenlP, Proposed General Increase i i i  

Rates for De1ivei.y Service (Tariffs Filed December 27, 2005);' Illinois Commerce Commission. 
Dockct Nos 06-0070, 06-007 1. 06-0072. Direct testimony submitted March 26, 2006. Rebuttal 
tcstimony submitted June 27, 2006 
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”In {lie Mattcr o I  Appalachian Power Company and Wheeling Power Company, both dba 
Amcrican Elcctiic Power,’‘ Public Scrvice Commission of West Virginia, Case No. 05-1278-E- 
I’C-I’W-42T Direct and rebuttal testimony submitted March 8, 2006. 

“In tlie Matter of Northern States Power Company d/b/a Xcel Energy for Authority to Increase 
Rates for Electric Service in Minnesota,” Minnesota Public Utilities Commission, Docltet No. 
G-002iGR-05-1428. Direct testimony submitted March 2, 2006. Rebuttal testimony submitted 
March 30. 2006. Cross examined April 25, 2006. 

“In tlic Mattci of the Application of Arizona Public Service Company for an Emergency Interim 
Rate Iiicica~c and for an Interim Amendment to Decision No. 67744,” Arizona Corporation 
Commission, Docket No E-01 345A-06-0009 Direct testimony submitted Febiuary 28, 2006. 
Cross csaiiiineci Marcli 2;. 2006. 

”In tlic Mattcr 0 1  the Applications of Westai Energy, Inc and Kansas Gas and Electric Company 
[or Appioval to Make Certain Clianges in Their Charges Tor Electric Service,” State Corporalion 
Commission o f  ICansas, Case No OS-WSEE-98 I-R7S Direct testimoriy submitted September 9, 
2005 Cioss csaiiiined October 28. 2005 

“In tlie Matter oftlie Application ofColumbus Southern Power Company and Oliio Power 
Company for Authority to Recover Costs Associated with tlie Construction and Ultimate 
Operation of an Intcgrated Combined Cycle E.lectric Generating Facility,” Public Utilities 
Commission olOltio.” Case No. 05-376-EL.-UNC Direct testimony submitted .July 15, 2005 
Cross esamined Aiigust 12. 2005 

’In the Matter of the Filing of General Rate Case liirormation by Tucson Electric Power 
Company Pui stiant to Decision No 62 103,” Arizona Corpoiation Commission, Docket No E- 
O l933A-04-0408 Direct testimony submitted lune 24, 2005 

“In tlie Matter of Application oll-lie Deti,oit Edison Company to Unbundle and Realign Its Rate 
Scliccltilcs 101, Jurisdictionit1 Rctail Sales of Electricity,” Michigan Public Service Commission, 
Casc No 11-14399 Diicct testimony submitted June 9> 2005. Rebuttal testimony submitted .July 
I .  2 0 0 5  

“In tlic Miittci of the Application of Consumcrs E.ncrgy Company foi- Authority to Increase Its 
Ratcs for tlic Generation and Distribution of Electricity and Other Relief,” Michigan Public 
Service Commission, Case No. 11-14347. Direct testimony submitted .lune 3 ,  2005. Rebutlal 
testimony siibmitted .lune 17, 2005. 

“In tlie Matter of Pacific Power & Light, Reqtiest for a General Rate lncrease in tlie Company’s 
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Oregon Annual Revenues,” Public lJtility Coinmission of Oregon, Docket No. UE 170. Direct 
testimony submitted May 9, 2005. Surrebunal testimony submitted .June 27, 2005. Joint 
testimony regarding partial stipulalions submitted .June 2005, July 2005, and August 2005. 

“In tlie Mener oI tlie Application ol-l-rico Electric Cooperative, Inc. for a Rate Increase,” 
Arizona Corporation Commission, Docltet No, E-0146 1 A-04-0607. Direct testimony submitted 
April 13. 2005 Surrebuttal testimony submitted May 16, 2005 Cross examined May 26, 2005. 

” I n  tlie Matter of tlie Application olI’aciliCorp for Approval of its Pi’oposed E.Iectric Service 
Schedules and Electric Service Regulations,” Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 04- 
035-42. Direct testimony submitted .January 7, 2005. 

“In tlie Matter oft l ie Application by Golden Valley Electric Association, Inc., for Authority lo 
Implement Siinplilied Rate Filing Procedures and Adjust Rates,” Regulatory Commission of 
Alnsltal Docket No IJ-4-33. Direct testimony submitted November 5 ,  2004. Cross examined 
Fcbiiiary 8, 2005. 

‘.Advim I.ctler No. 141 I - Public Service Company orColorado Electric Pliase 11 General Rate 
Case.’” Coloratlo I’irhlic llliliries Commission. Docltel No 04s-I 64E. Direct testimony 
stibiiiittcd October 12. 2004 Class-answer testimony submitted Deccmber 13, 2004 Teslimony 
witlidvawn ,laniiaiy IS, 2005. following Applicant‘s withdrawal of testimony pertaining to TOU 
iates. 

“In the Maner of Georgia Power Company’s 2004 Rate Case,” Georgia Public Service 
Coinmission. Docket No 18300-U. Direct testimony submitted October 8, 2004. Cross exaiiiined 
October 27. 2004. 

”2004 Pugct Sotilid Energy General Rate Case,” Wasliington Utilities and Ti.ansportation 
Commission. Docket Nos. UE-04064 1 and UG-040640. Response testimony submitted 
Scpteinber 23, 2004. Cross-answei. testimony submitted Novenibei 3, 2004 Joint testimony 
icgardiiig stipctlation siibrnittecl Decembcr. 6, 2004. 

”In tlie Matter of tlie Application or PacifiCorp for ai1 Investigation o f  inter~jurisdictional Issues,” 
Utah Public Service Coiiimission, Docket No. 02-0.35-04. Direct testimony submitted July 15, 
2004. Cross examined July 19,2004. 

“In the Matter of an Adjustment of tlie Gas and Hectric Rates, T e r m  and Conditions of 
I<entucky Ulilities Company,” Kentucky Public Service Commission, Case No. 2003-00434 
Dii,ect testimony submitted March 23, 2004. Testimony withdi-awn pursuanl lo stipulation 
cnteied May 2004 
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"In  the Matter of ail Ad,justment ofthe Gas and Electric Rates, Terms and Conditions of 
Louisville Gas and Electric Company," Kentucky Public Service Commission, Case No. 2003- 
00433 Direct testimony submitted March 23, 2004. Testimony withdrawn pursuant to 
stipiilatioii entered May 2004. 

"In the Matter 01 the Application of Idaho Power Company for Authority to Increase Its Interim 
and 13asc Ratcs and Charges foi. Electi-ic Service," Ida110 Public Utilities Commission, Case No. 
IPC-E-03-13 Direct testimony submilted February 20. 2004. Rebuttal testimony submitted 
March 19. 2004. Cioss examined April 1, 2004. 

"In the Matter of tlie Applications of the Ohio Edisoii Company, the Cleveland Electric 
Illuminating Company and the Toledo Edison Company for Authority to Continue and Modify 
Certain Regtilatory Accounting Practices and Procedures, for Tariff Approvals and to Establish 
Rates and Ollier Charges, Including Regtilatory Transition Charges Following the Market 
Dcvelopiiient Pcriod," Public {Jtilities Commission of Ohio, Case No. 03-2 144-EL-ATA. Dii,ect 
restimon) submitted I ~ J I  iiary 6, 2004 Cross csamincd February IS, 2004. 

" I n  tlic Matler of the Application orArizona Public Service Company for a I-learing to 
Dctei-mine tlic Fair Value or tlic Uti l i ty  Pi,operty orthe Company for Ratemaking Purposes, To 
1:i.s a Just and Rcasonable Rate of Return Thcreon. To Approve Rate Schedules Designed to 
Dcvelop Such Return, and For Approval of Puicliased Power Contract," Arizona Corporation 
Commission, Docket No. E.-0 I345A-03-0437. Direct testimony submitted February 3, 2004. 
Rebuttal testimony submitted March 30, 2004. Direct testimony regarding stipulation submitted 
September 27, 2004. Responsive / Claribing testimony regai.ding stiptilation submitted October 
25, 2004. Cross examined November 8-1 0, 2004 and November 29-December 3,2004. 

"In tlic Mattci, of Application of the Detroit Edison Company to Increase Rates, Amend Its Rate 
Schcdulcs Governing the L3istribution and Supply of Electric Energy, etc.," Michigan Public 
Service Commission. Case No. U-13x08. Direct testimony submitted December 12, 200.3 
(intci im i cycs t )  and March 5, 2004 (general rate case). 

"In tlie Matter of PaciliCorp's Filing of Revised ~lariffScliedtiIes," Public litility Commission of 
Oregon, Docket No. IJE-147 Joint testimony regarding stipulation submitted August 21, 2003. 

"Petition of P S I  Energy, Inc. for Authority to Increase Its Rates and Charges for Electric Service, 
ctc.," Indiana litility Regulatory Commission, Causc No. 42359. Direct testimony siibinitted 
August 19, 2003. Cross examined November 5,  200.3. 

" I n  tlic Mattcr of the Application of Consumers E.iieigy Company for a Financing Order 
Approving the Scctiritization of Certain of its Qualified Cost," Michigan Public Service 
Commission, Ctisc No. U-I 37 15. Dirccl Lesliniony siibriiitted April 8, 2003 Cross examined 
April 23. 2003. 
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“111 tlie Mattei- oltlie Application of Arizona Public Service Company for Approval of 
Adjustment Mcchaiiisiiis.” Arizona Corporation Coinmission, Docket No. E-01 345.4-02-0403. 
Dircct tcstiiiiony submitted Fcbrtiai-y 13, 2003, Surrebuttal testimony submitted March 20, 200.3. 
G l o s s  csaiiiiiied April 8. 2003. 

,<Re: ‘Ilie lnvcsligation and Suspension of Tariff Sheets Filed by Public Service Company of 
C,olorado, Advice L.etter No. I373 - E.lectric, Advice Letler No 593 - Gas, Advice Letter No. 80 
- Steam,” Colorado Public litilities Commission, Doeltet No. 023-3 15 EG. Direct testimony 
submitted November 22, 2002. Cross-answer testimony submitted .January 24, 2003. 

“In the Matter ofthe Application of The Detroit Edison Company to liiiplement the 
Commission‘s Stranded Cost Recovery Pi-ocedure and for Approval of Net Stranded Cost 
Recoveiy Charges,” Michigan Public Service Commission, Case No. U-1.3350. Direct testimony 
submitted November 12, 2002 

”Application 0 1  South Carolina Electric & Gas Coiiipany: Adjustments in the Company’s 
Elccti ic Rate Schedules and Tai,iffs,” Public Service Coinmission of‘ South Carolina, Docket 
No. 2002-2234,. Direct tcstimony submitted November 8, 2002. Stirrebutla1 testimony subinitted 
November 18,7002. Cross examined November 21, 2002 

“In the Matter o f  the Application orQuestar Gas Company for a Geiieral Increase in Rates aiid 
Chai,ges,” Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 02-057-02. Direct testimony submitted 
Augtist 30. 2002. Rebuttal lestimony submitted October 4, 2002. 

”lhc Kroger Co. v Dynegy Power Marketing: lnc.,” Fcderal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
E1.07-I 19-000 Coiifidciitial aflidavit filed August 13, 2002. 

”111 tlic matlei o l t l i c  application of Coiisumei-s Energy Company for deteriiiination or net 
stranded costs aiid ibr appioval of net stranded cost recovery charges,” Micliigan I’iiblic Service 
C.ommissioii, Case No. U-1 3380. Direct testitiiony submitted August 9, 2002. Rebuttal testimony 
submitted August 30, 2002, Cross examined September 10, 2002. 

“In the Matter of the Application of Public Service Company ofColorado for an Order to Revise 
I t s  Incentive Cost Adjustment,” Co1or;ido Public IJtilities Commission, Docket 02A-158E. 
Dircct tcstiinony submitted April 18, 2002 

“In tlie Matter of the Gcneric Proceedings Concerning Electric Restructuring Issues,” Arizona 
Corporation Coinmission, Docket No. E-00000A-02-005 I ,  “ In  the Matter of Arizona Public 
Scrvice Company’s Request for Variance olCertaiii Reqtiireinents of A.A,C. R14-2-1606,” 
IhAct No. E-0 I .345A-0 1-0822, ”In the Mallcr of the Generic Proceeding Concerning the 
Arizona Independent Scheduling Administrator,“ Docket No E-00000A-0 1-0630, “In the Mattel, 
0 1  lucson Elcclric Power Company‘s Application for a Variance olCertain Electric Coinpetition 
Rules Compliance Dates,” Docket No E-0 1933A-02-0069, “ I n  the Matler of the Application of 
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Tucson Electric Power Company for Approval ol  its Stranded Cost Recovery,'' Doclcet No. E- 
0 1933A-98-0471 LXect testimony submitted Maich 29, 2002 (APS variance request); May 29, 
2002 (APS Track A proceeding/marltet power issues); and July 28, 2003 (Arizona ISA). Rebuttal 
testimony subiiiitted Aogust 29, 200.3 (Arizona E A ) .  Cross examined June 21, 2002 (APS Track 
A pIoceeding/inarket power issues) and September 12, 2003 (Arizona E A ) .  

i i ln  the Matier of Savannah Electric & Power Company's 2001 Rate Case," Georgia Public 
Service Commission, Docket No, 1461 8-U. Direct testimony stibmitted March 15, 2002. CIoss 
examined March 28, 2002. 

.'Nevada Power Company's 2001 Deferred Eiicrgy Case," Public Utilities Commission of 
Nuv;~tl;t. I'LICN 0 1 - 1  1029. Direct testimony submitted February 7, 2002, Cross examined 
Febl.llilry 2 I .  2002. 

. ' lo0 1 I'uget Sound Energy Interim Rate Case," Washington Utilities and Transportation 
Commission, Docket Nos. 1JE-01 1570 and UE-011571. Direct testimony submitted .January 30, 
2002. Cross examined February 20,2002. 

"In the Matter of Georgia Powei- Company's 2001 Rate Case," Georgia Public Service 
Commission. Docket No. 14000-U Direct testimony stibmitted October 12, 2001, Cross 
examined October 24, 2001. 

"in tlie Matter of the Applicalioii or 1'acifiCorp Ibr  Approval of Its Pioposed Electric Rate 
Schcdules and Electric Service I?egulations." Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 0 I- 
35-01 Diiect tcstiinony stibmittcd lunc 15, 2001 Rcbuttal testimony stibinitted August 3 I ,  
200 I 

" I n  the Matter of Portland Genei-al Electric Company's Proposal to Restructure and Reprice Its 
Scrvices in Accordance with the Provisions of SB I 149," Public Utility Commission of Oregon, 
Dockel No. UE-I 15. Direct testimony submitted February 20, 2001. Rebrittal testimony 
submitted May 4, 2001 .Joint testimony regarding stipulation submitted July 27, 200 1 .  

"111 tlic Matlcr. of the Application of APS Energy Services, Inc. for Declaratory Order or Waiver 
ofthc lilcctric Competition Rules." Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No&-O1933A- 
00-0486. Direct tcstiniony sribinittcd Jtily 24, 2000. 

"111 tlie Mattcr o l  the Application olQucstar Gas Company for an Increase in  Rates and 
Charges," Utah Public Service Coriiinission, Docket No. 99-057-20. Direct testimony submitted 
April 19, 2000. Rebuttal testimony submitted May 24, 2000. Surrebutlal testimony submitted 
May 31, 2000. Cross exaiiiined .lune 6 & 8, 2000. 

"In the Matter of the Application of Columbus Soiithern Power Company for Approval of 
Electric Transition Plan and Application for Receipt of Transition Revenues," Public Utility 
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Commission 01 Ohio, Case No 99-1 729-EL-EIP; “In the Matter of the Application of Ohio 
Power Company for Approval of Electric Transition Plan and Application for Receipt of 
Transition Revenues,” Public IJtility Commission of Ohio, Case No. 99-1 7.30-EL-ETP. Direct 
testimony prepared, but not submitted pursuant to settlement agreement effected May 2, 2000. 

”In tlic Matter of tlie Application of FirstEnergy Corp. on Behalf of Ohio Edison Company, The 
Cleveland E,lecti,ic Illuminating Company, and tlie Toledo Edison Company for Approval of 
~llieir ‘Transition I’laiis and for Authorization to Collect Transition Revenues,“ Public Utility 
Commission 0 1  Ohio, Case No 99-1 21 2-E.I.,-E.TP Diiect testimony prepared, but not submitted 
pursuant to scttlemeiit agreenient effected April I I ,  2000. 

”2000 Pi-icing Proccss,’’ Salt River Project Board of Directors, oral coinineiits provided March 
6, 2000 and April 10, 2000. 

“Tucson Electric Power Company vs. Cyprus Sierrita Corporation,” Arizona Corporation 
Commission. Docltet No. E40000 1-99-0243. Direct testimony submitted October 25, 1999 
Cross examined November 4, 1999. 

”Application of I-lildalc City and Intermountain Municipal Gas Association for an Order 
Gmiting Access Tor lransportatioii of liitcistatc Natural Gas over the Pipelines olQuestar Gas 
Company for I-lildale. litah,“ Utah I’ublic Service Coinmission, Docket No. 98-057-01 Rebuttal 
tcstimon) submittcd August 30. I999 

“In tlic Matter 01 the Application by Arizona Electric Power Cooperative, Inc. for Approval of 
Its Filing as to Regulatory Assets and Transition Revenues,” Arizona Corporation Commission, 
Docltet No E-01773A-98-0470. Direct testimony submitted July 30, 1999. Cross examined 
February 28, 2000. 

“In tlie Matter of tlie Application ofTucson Electric Power Company for Approval of its Plan 
for Stranded Cost Recovery.” Arizona Corporation Commission, Docltet No. E-01933A-98- 
0471: ”In tlic Matter oftlie Filing of Tucson Electric Power Company of Unbundled Taiiffs 
Pursuanl to A,A.C R14-2-1601 et seq..“ Docltet No. E-01913A-97-0772; “In tlie Matlei- ofthe 
Compctition i n  tlic Provision of E.lectric Service Throughatit the State of Aiizona,” Docltet No 
RE-00000C-94-0 I65 Ilircct testimony submitted June 30, 1999. Rebuttal tcstiniony submitted 
Augost 6. 1999 Crossexamined August 11-13, 1999. 

“In  the Matler of the Application of Arizona Public Service Company for Approval of its Plan 
for Stranded Cost Recovei y,” Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No E-01 345A-98- 
0473; .‘In tlie Matter of the Filing of Arizona Public Service Company of Unbundled Tariffs 
Pursuant to A.A.C R14-2-1601 et seq,,” Docltet No. E-01345A-97-0773; “In the Matter oftlie 
Competition iii the Provision o l  Electric Service Throughout the State of Arizona,” Docket No. 
RE-00000C-04-0 165 Diiect testimony sitbinitled June 4. 1999. Rebuttal testimony submitted 
luly 12. I909 Crosscsainincd luly 14. 1999. 
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“In tlie Matter of the Application of Tucson Electric Power Company for Approval of its Plan for 
Stranded Cost Recovery,“ Arizona Corporation Commission, Docket No. E-0193.3A-98-0471; 
“ I n  tlie Matter of tlie Filing of Tucson Electric Power Company of Unbundled Tariffs Pursuant to 
A . A  C. R14-2-1601 et seq.,” Docket No. E-O1931A-97-0772; “in the Matter of tlie Application 
or Arizona Public Service Company for Approval of its Plan for Stranded Cost Recovery,” 
Docket No. E-01345A-98-0473; “In the MaNei. of tlie Filing of Arizona Public Service Company 
of Unbundled 1-arilfs Pursuant to A A.C. R14-2-1601 et seq..” Docket No. E.-O1345A-97-0773; 
“In tlic Matter or the Competition in  (lie Provision 01 Electric Service Tlirovgliout the State of 
Arizona.“ Docket No. RE.-00000C-94-0165. Direct testimony submitted November 30, 1998. 

”I-learings on Pricing,” Salt River Project Board of Directors, written and oral comments 
provided November 9, 1998. 

“Heat ings on Customel Choice,” Salt River Project Board of Diiectors, wi itteii and oral 
coiiiinctits provided June 22, 1998; June 29, 1998; July 9, 1998; August 7, 1998; and August 14, 
I998 

.‘In the Matter oftlie Coinpetition in thc Ptovisioii o l  Electric Service Throughout the State of 
Arizonii,“ Arizona Corpotation Coinmission. Docket No U-0000-94-165 Direct and rebuttal 
testinion) lilcd lantiary 2 I .  1998 Second rebuttal testimony filed February 4, 1998. Cross 
examined 1:ebruary 25, 1998. 

“ I n  tlie Matter of Consolidated E.dison Company ofNew York, Inc.’s Plans for ( 1 )  Electric 
Rate/Restructuriiig Pursuant to Opinion No. 96-12; and (2) the Formation o fa  Holding Company 
Pursuant to PSL, Sections 70, 108, and 1 IO ,  and Certain Related Transactions,” New Yorlc 
Public Service Commission, Case 96-E-0897. Direct testimony filed April 9, 1997. Cross 
exaiiiincd May 5 ,  1997. 

” I n  tlie Matter of the Petition of Sunnyside Cogenetation Associates for Enforcement of Contract 
I’iovisioiis.“ U t a h  Public Service Commission. Docket No 96-201 8-01 ; “In the Matter of tlie 
Applicatioii of Rocky Mountain I’owcr hi, an Order Approving an Aiiiendment to Its Power 
Purcliase Agreement with Sonnyside Cogeneralion Associates,” Docket Nos. 05-035-46, and 07- 
035-99 Ilircct testimony submitted July 8, 1996. Oial testimony provided March 18, 2008. 

“In tlie Matter of tlie Application of PacifiCorp, dba Pacific Power & Light Company, for 
Approval of Revised Tariff Schedules aiid an Alternative Form of Regulation Plan,” Wyoming 
Public Service Commission, Docket No. 2000-ER-95-99. Direct testimony subniitted April 8, 
I996 

“In tlie Mallet oltlic Application of Mountain Fuel Supply Company for an Increase in Rates 
and Charges.“ Utah I’ublic Service Commission. Case No. 95-057-02. Direct testimony 
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submitted  lune 19, 1995. I<ebuttal testimony submitted July 25, 1995. Surrebuttal testimony 
submitted Aiigiist 7 .  1995. 

“In tlic tvlattei of the Investigation of tlie Reasonableness of the Rates and Tariffs of Mountain 
File1 Supply Coinpany.“ Utah Public Service Commission, Casc No 89-057-1 5” Ditect 
tcstimony submitted July 1990 Surl-cbuttal testimony submitted August 1990. 

“In the Matter oftlie Review of the Rates of Utah Power and Light Company pursuant to The 
Order in Case No. 87-035-27,” Utah Public Service Commission, Case No. 89-0.35-10. Rebutlal 
testimony submitted November 15, 1989. Cross examined December 1 ,  1989 (rate schedule 
changes for state facilities). 

“111 the Matter of tlie Application of Utah Power & Light Company and PC/lJP&L Merging 
Corp  (to bc renamed I’acifiCorp) for an Order Authorizing the Merger of Utah Power & Light 
Company and I’aciliCorp into PC/UP&l., Merging Corp and Authoiizing tlie Issuance of 
Sccuritics. Adoption 01 I-ai ink. and TIansret of Cei-tilicates oTPublic Convenience and 
Nucessity and Atithot ilies i n  Connection lkrewitl i ,“ Uta111 Public Service Commission, Case 
No. 87-035-27: Dircct testimony siibiiiitted April I I .  I988 Cross examined May 1.2, 1988 
(economic impact of UI’&L merger with PacifiCorp). 

“In the Mattel, oftlie Application of Mountain Fuel Supply Company for Approval of 
Interruptible Industrial Transportation Rates,’’ Utah Public Service Commission, Case No, 86- 
057-07 Direct testimony submined January 15, 1988. Cross examined March 30, 1988. 

”In the Matte1 of the Application of Utah Power and L.ight Company for an Order Approving a 
l’ower I’t~rcliase Agreement,“ Utah Public Service Commission, Case No. 87-035-1 8. Oi-a1 
tcstiinony delivei-cd July 8. 1987 

”Cogeneration: Sinal I Power Pi-oduction,” Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket 
No. RM87-12-000 Statement on belialfof State of IJtaIi delivered March 27, 1987, in San 
Fi,ancisco. 

“In the Matte1 orthe Investigation of Rates for Backup, Maintenance, Supplementary, and 
Standby I’owei. for lJtali Power and Liglit Comlmiy,” Utah Public Service Commission, Case 
No. 86-035-1 3. Direct testimony submitted .January 5 ,  1987, Case settled by stipulation 
opproved August 1987. 

“In the Matter of the Application of Siinnyside Cogenciation Associates for Approval or the 
Cogcneintion I’ciwer Purcliasc Agreement,” Utah Public Service Commission, Case No 86- 
201 8-01 

”In  the Matter 0 1  tlie Investigation of Demand-Side Altei,natives to Capacity Expansion for 
Electric Utilities,” Utah Public Service Commission, Case No. 84-999-20. Direct testimony 

Rebuttal testimony siibiiiiltcd ,July 16. 1986. Cross examined July 17, 1986. 
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submitted June 17, 1985. Rebuttal testimony submitted July 29, 1985. Cross examined August 
19, 1985. 

"In tlie Matter of tlie Implementation of Rules Governing Cogeneration and Small Power 
I'roduction iii Lltah," Uti111 Public Service Commission, Case No. 80-999-06, pp. 1293-13 18. 
Direct testiniony submitted .January 13, 1984 (avoided costs), May 9, 1986 (security for levelized 
contiacts) and November 17, I986 (avoided costs). Cross-examined February 29, I984 
(avoided costs), April 1 1 ,  1985 (standard form contracts), May 22-23, 1986 (security for 
levelized contracts) and December 16-1 7, 1986 (avoided costs). 

onmt I~ELAT'ED ACTIVITY 

1'. r ~ ~ t i c i ~ x i i i t .  . ' .: Wyoming Load Growth Collaborative. March 2008 to present 

Participant. Oregon Direct Access Task Force ( U M  IOSl ) ,  May 2003 to November 2003 

Participant, Michigan Stranded Cost Collaborative, March 2003 to Mal-ch 2004 

Member. Arizona E.lectric Competition Advisory Group, December 2002 to present 

Board of Diiectors, ex-officio, Desert STAR RTO, September 1999 to February 2002 

Member, Advisory Committee, Desert STAR RTO, September I999 to February 2002. Acting 
Chairman, Octobei. 2000 to February 2002 

Doaid or Dircctoi-s. Arizona Independent Scheduling Administrator Association, October I998 
to piesent. 

Acting Cliairman, Operating Committee, Arizona Independent Scheduling Administrator 
Association. October 1998 to June 1999 

Member. Desert Star IS0 Investigation Working Groups: Operations, Pricing, and Governance, 
April 1997 to L7ccember 1999. Legal &Negotiating Committee, April 1999 to December 1999. 

Participant, Indcpendcnt System Opeiatoi and Spot Market Worlting Gi.oup, Arizona 
Corpoiation Commission, April 1997 io September 1997. 

Participant, IJnbundled Services and Standard Oll'er Working Group, Arizona Corporation 
Commission, April 1997 to October 1997 

Participant, Customel- Selection Working Group, Arizona Corporation Commission, March I997 
to Septeiiibei 1997 
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Member, Stranded Cost Worlting Group, Arizona Corporation Commission, March 1997 to 
September 1997. 

Membei, E,lectric System Reliability Sr Safety Working Group, Arizona Corporation 
Commission. November I996 to September 1998. 

Chairinan, Salt Palace Renovation and Expansion Committee, Salt Lake County/State of 
Utali/Salt I A e  City, initilti-poverniiietit entity responsible for implementation of ~ilaiining, 
design. linancc, and consti.tiction of an $85 niillioii renovation of tlie Salt Palace Convention 
Center. Salt Lake City. Utah. May 1991 to Deceinbei 1994. 

Statc o f  Utah Represenlalive, Committee 011 Regional E.lectric Power Cooperation, a joint effol-t 
d i h e  Weski ti Interstate E.inergy Board and the Western Confei'ence of Public Service 
Commissioners, January 1987 to December 1990. 

Member, Lliah Governor's Economic Coordinating Coiiimittee, .January 1987 to December 1990. 

Chairman. Standard Contract Task Force, established by Utah Public Service Commission to 
address contractual pioblems relating to qualifying facility sales under PURPA, March 1986 to 
Dcccnibcr 1990 

Chaii man. L.oa t l  Managemcnt and Enei'gy Conservation Task Foi-ce, Utah Public Service 
Coiiiiiiission. August I985 to December 1990. 

Alternate Delegate for Ulali, Western Interslate Energy Board, Denver, Colorado, August 1985 
to December 1990. 

Articles E.dilor, Economic Forum, September 1980 to August 1981 
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VERIFICATION 

STATE OF UTA14 1 
) 

COUNTY OF SALT LAKE 1 
Kevin C I-liggins, being first duly sworn, deposes and states that: 

1. 

- ”  7 

Ne is a Principal with Energy Strategies, L.L.C., in Salt Lake City, Utah; 

He is the witness who sponsors the accompanying testimony entitled “Direct 

Testimony of Kevin C., I-liggins;” 

.3. 

4. 

Said testimony was prepared by him and under his direction and supervision; 

If  inquiries were made as to the facts and schedules in said testimony he would 

respond as therein set forth: and 

i. The aforesaid testimony and schedules are true and correct to the best of his 

knowledge, information and belief 
,/ I- 

Subsciibed and swoin to 01 affirmed before me this 27”’ day of October, 2008, by Kevin 
C Higgins 

My Commission Expires: &niLU+u\ I 



VERIFICATION 

STATE. OF UTAH 1 
1 

COUNTY OF SALT LAKE 1 
Kevin C. Higgins, being first duly sworn, deposes and states that: 

1. 

2. 

I-le is a Principal with Energy Strategies, L.L.C., in Salt Lake City, Utah; 

I-le is the witness who sponsors the accompanying testimony entitled "Direct 

Testimony of Kevin C. I-iiggins;" 

i. 

4. 

Said testimony was prepared by him and under his direction and supervision; 

If inquiries were made as to the facts and schedules in said testimony he would 

respond as theiein set forth; and 

5. The aforesaid testimony and schedules are true and correct to the best of his 

knowledge, information and belief. 
/ ,. , 

L A re(.<,;.> 
Kevin C. Biggins '1' 

Subscribed and sworn to or a f f imed  before me this 27"' dav of October. 2008, bv Kevin 
C. Higgins 

My Commission Expires: &i  l0,zOll 


