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Would the members of the Shared Services Panel state
your names?

Saddie L. Smith, Kenneth Jack, Terrence Walsh, Carlos
Torres, and Matthew Ketgschke. We submitted initial
testimony as the Shared Services Panel. Matthew
Ketschke is replacing James Mueller who has since left
the Company.

Has the replacement witness previously submitted
testimony in this proceeding?

No, at the hearing in this proceeding, Mr. Ketschke
will adopt Mr. Mueller’s initial testimony as well as
this additional testimony.

Mr. Ketschke: Please explain your educational
background, work experience, and current general
responsibilities.

I have been employed by Con Edison since 1995. I was
hired as a management intern and have held positions of
increaging responsibility within Electric Operations,
from operating supervisor in Manhattan Electric
Construction to general manager of Brooklyn and Queens
Blectric Operations. On Octobker 1, 2009, T was
assigned the pogition of Director of the Learning

Center. In that position, I am responsible for all of

-2
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the technical and skills training at The Learning

Center. I also am responsgible for the oversight and

preparation of the O&M and capital budgets for Human

Resources. I hold a Bachelor of Engineering in
Mechanical Engineering from Stevens Institute of
Technology, a Master of Science in Manageﬁent from
Stevens Institute of Technology, and an MBA from
Columbia Universgity.

What is the purpose of this update/rebuttal testimony?
First, we provide a status update of the West 28
Street Project.

Second, we update the O&M expenses detailéd in our
initial testimony for the Waterside Dock Repair
project.

Third, we address the testimony and recommended
adjustment of the Staff Accounting Panel as it relates
to Vehicle Fuel.

Fourth, we address the testimony of Staff witness
Patrice OfConnor (*O’Connor”) as it relates to the
Vantage Audit.

Fifth, we explain our limited acceptance of the Staff
Shared Services Panel’s (“SSSPY) adjustment to First

Aid Refresher training.
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gixth, we note why there is no need for a capital
expenditure cap suggested by Staff as it relates to
Shared.SerVices capital expenditures.

Finally, we rebut the testimony filed by CPB witness
Helmuth Schultz (“Schultz”). We take exception to the

adjustments proposed Mr. Schultz that address Shared

Services Programs. These include adjustments (1) for
Emergency Management; (2) for the following Information
Resources programs - Computer Hardware and Software

Maintenance and Mainframe maintenance; (3) for the
First Aid Training Refresher Program in the Human
Resource category; and (4) for the following Facilities
programs - Irving Place Local Law 10-11 Fagade
Repairs, Irving Place MAC Floor Renovations, Regiocnal
flooring upgrades, Regional Fagade Repairs, and
Regional Painting and Wall Treatment.

UPDATES
What are the updates the Panel is sponsoring?
We have two updates: (1) the latest developments on the
West 28" Street Project, and (2) our latest O&M

estimate for the Waterside Dock Repair project.
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West 28" Street

Q. Please provide the status of the New Jersey Transit
Access to the Region’s Core (“ARC") project.

A, As was noted in Case 08-E-0539, the ARC project
received a Record of Decisgion of the Federal Transit
Administration’s approval and land use permission
approval from New York City in January 2009. The
Company has been negotiating with the Port Authority
regarding the terms and conditions for the Port
Authority'’s use and occupancy of the Company’'s West 28

' Street workout location (the “Site”) in connection with
the ARC project, including, without limitation,
temporary relocation of the Company'’s 28" Street
operations to an alternate location, temporary easement
rights for the Port Authority’s proposed construction
activitieg, and permanent easement and other property
rights for the installation and permanent location of
the Port Authority’s shaft, tunnel, fan plant and
related facilities. No construction has commenced at
this time, however, the Port Authority has performed

geotechnical investigations and soil boringg on the
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Site pursuant to an Access Agreement between the
parties.
Please provide an update regarding the status of the
negotiations between the parties regafding the Port
Authority’s use and occupancy of the Site.
Negotiations are on-going and we expect they will
confinue over the next several months and into 2010.
The Company would relocate from the Site once the
Company and the Port Authority come to an agreement on
the terms and conditions of the Port Authority’s use
and occupancy of the Site, as well as the terms and
conditions of the Company’s use and occupancy of the
alternate location for itse operations;
Do you have any estimates of the costs associated with
such relocation?
At this time, we have no estimates for these costs,
which depend on the outcome of the negotiations. The
Company will provide a further update when the
agreements are finalized.

Waterside Dock Repair
What does the Company propose regarding the Waterside

Dock Repairs?
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The Company proposes to reduce its 0&M request for the
Waterside Dock Repair project by $1.0 million, from the
$3.8 million noted in its initial testimony to $2.8
million. Construction for this project is projected to
begin in the first or second quarter of 2010 and extend
into 2011.

Please explain this adjustment.

The Company’s initial testimony (p. 154) explained that
gince a review of the project was underway, a more
detailed estimate would be made available when the
project’s detailed design package was finalized. The
Company’s response to Staff 438 indicated that Appendix
E of the McLaren Engineering report provided an updated
estimated cést for the Waterside repair of $2.8
million. At this time, the package is essentially
éomplete and the current estimated cost to fix the
Waterside Dock is $2.8 million. Tt should be noted,
however, that the project is currently going through
its construction permitting stage and it will be
reviewed by various regulatory agencies whose comments
may affect the price of the project.

Do you have an exhibit detailing the current estimated

cost of this project?



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22

Case No. 09-E-0428

SHARED SERVICES PANEL - UPDATE/REBUTTAL

~ ELECTRIC
A. Yes.
Q. Was this exhibit prepared under your diréction and
supervision?
A Yeg, it was.
MARK FOR IDENTIFICATION AS EXHIBIT  (SS5P-18)
VEHICLE FUEL
Q. Have you reviewed the tesgstimony submitted by the Staff

Accounting Panel related to the projection of vehicle
fuel cost in the rate year?

A, Yes.

Q. Does the Company take any issue with Staff's proposal
to develop a projection based on the DOE report to be
issued December 20097

A. While it =eems both parties agree'fundamentally on
uging the DOE as an independent predictor of fuel
coste, the Company recommended using a projection based
on the DOE report to be issued in March 2010 gince it
will be the closest to the beginning of the rate year.
Staff recommends that DOE’s December 2009 report be
used.

Q. What advantage ig there to using a report issued in

2010 over using the December 2009 report?
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DOE reports issued after {and including) the January
2010 report will include DOE projections for 2011. The
first three months of 2011 are part of the rate year.
The December'2009 report doeg not include a forecast of
prices for 2011.

Did the Staff Accounting Panel provide any reason for
using the December 2009 report instead éf a later
report? |

No, it did not. Staff said that given the volatility
of the price bf gasoline and diesel fuel, Staff
recommended using the December 2009 report when it
becomes available. For the reasons given above, the
Company recommends that the Commission use one of the
DOE reports issued during the first quarter of 2010.

VANTAGE AUDIT RECOMMENDATIONS

What does Staff witness O’ Connor conclude with respect
to the Company’s efforts to implement the directives in
the Commission’s January 17, 2008 Order in Case 06-M-
1078, related to the Emergency Management Audit?

Ms. O’Connor concludes (p. 8) that the Company has
complied with all of the directives in the Order.

Staff outlines seven requirements identified in the
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Order and describes the efforts undertaken by the
Company to address each one.

Does Ms, O'Connor identify any items that are on
schedule for completion under the Master Implementation
Plan (“MIP”)} but which are currently outstanding?

Yes. She states (pp. 12-13) that, as of June 3, 2009,
the Company has completed 46 of the 62 recommendations
made in the Audit Repoxrt, with the remaining 16
recommendations on schedule for completion. The
testimony indicates that most of these outstanding
recommendations are scheduled for completion in 2009
but others would be completed in 2010-2011.

Do you agree with this assertion?

Yes. The Company has worked collaboratively with
Department of Public Service Staff and provided

quarterly updates to the MIP. The Company has provided

. to Staff information and/or documentation with the last

update dated September 3, 2009, which the Company
believes demonstrates that the Company has completed 12
of the 16 recommendations identified by Staff as open.
What is the status of thesge 12 items that have been

submitted to Staff?

-10-
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It is the Company’s understanding that Staff is
currently reviewing the information/documentation the
Company has provided in order to confirm the Company’s
determination that the recommendation is complete.
Are there any pending Staff requests for additional
information/documentation related to these 12 items
which the Company has not addressed?
No. As we state above, the Company believes that the
information/documentation it has provided will
demonstrate that the Company has completed 12 of the 16
recommendations Staff identifies as being open. If
additional clarification on the submitted
information/documentation is required, we will provide
the necessary information.
What about the remaining four recommendations?
The remaining four recommendations are on track to be
completed under the schedule the Company as established
in the MIP.

FIRST AID REFRESHER TRAINING
Staff is recommending an adjustment of $199,000 to the
Career Path Training - First Aid Refresher training

program. Does the Company accept this adjustment?

-11-
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Yeg, with one caveat discussed below.

Please explain the rationale for Staff’s adjustment.
Staff stateg that the Company expects to incur costs
over a three year period ($341,000, $0, and $85,000 for
the rate yearsg, respectively). Because the Company
will incur costs aggociated with this program over
three years, Staff recommends that the total cost of
thisg program ($426,000) be amortized over three years.
The three-year amortization of this expense yields
$142,000 per year, a downward adjustment of $199,000 to
the proposed rate year incremental expense of $341,000.
Does the Company have any issues with the proposed rate
treatment for this program?

While the Company does not oppose the recovery of the
program costs over a three-year period, subject to its
being allowed to accrue the appropriate carrying charge

on the deferred balance.

CAP AND DOWNWARD RECONCILIATION FOR CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

Did the SS8SP recommend a cap and downward
reconciliation for shared services, or ccommon, plant on
the amount allowed for ratemaking purposes?

Yes. The 8SSP testifies {at pp. 8-9) that they:

-12-
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. Recommend the continuation of the net cap on
shared services, or common, plant. The plant-in-
service levels proposed by the Company and
accepted by the Panel should be construed to be
the cap, or maximum limit, on the amount of shared
gservices plant used for ratemaking purposes. If,
at the conclusion of the rate vyear, an amount less
than the levels recommended were actually added to
the Company’s plant accounts, the Commission
should require that Con Edison refund to customers
the incremental carrying chargés associated with
the reduced level of spending.

Q. Do you agree with this recommendation?

A No. For the reasons explained in Mr. Rasmussen’s

initial testimony, the Company opposes this proposal.

Q. Does the SSSP provide a rationale for its
recommendation?
A. No. While the SSSP testimony mentions the mechanisms

for such a mechanism, they provide no rationale or
justification in support of this proposal. Nor does
the 8S8SP respond to the initial testimony of Mr.
Rasmussen, who details the reasons against a downward
only reconciliation for these costs. 2As a result, the
inherently unfair asymmetrical proposal should not be

adopted.

-13-
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REBUTTAL TO MR. SCHULTZ
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

Did Mr. Schultz recommend disallowing any of the
program changes the Company is seeking related to
Emergency Management?
Yes. Mr. Schultz recommends disallowing the $469,000
program change related to an accounts payable increase.
Please briefly describe the reasons for the $469,000
accounts payable program change.
This increase ig to fund the Company’s implementation
of recommendations made in the Commission-ordered
Emergency Management Audit in Case 06-M-1078
(“Emergency Management Audit”). The accounts payable
increase of 3462,000 reflectg estimated costs
agsociated with specific programs initiated in respdnse
to the Emergency Management Audit, such as Weather
Analysis, Benchmarking and Risk Assessment. The
Company provided CPB with confidential documentation
supporting its cost estimates in response to CPB-175.
What justification does Mr. Schultz provide for his

recommended disallowance?

-14-
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Mr. Schultz basically offers two justifications for his
recommended disallowance. First, he claims that the
Company has not provided the requested documentation to
support this program change. Second, he claims that
some of the information the Company provided does not
cover the relevant rate year period.

Specifically, Mr. Schultz states that the 564,000 for a
risk consultant, the Company’'s supportihg documentation
consists of a calculation and a purchase order, which
did not include costs, was not Signéd and was for the
period ending June 30, 2009. As to the $168,000 for a
risk assessment, he states that the supporting
documentation only includes a cost estimate, based on
verbal diécussions, and a purchase requisition, which
has an amount different than the requested amount.
Regarding the $191,400 for three weather analyses, he
states that the Company only provided a summary of
costs and three unsigned purchase orders. He claims
that the purchase orders are not the bids or estimates
that he requested. As to the $45,600 for benéhmarking
services, the Company provided a cost estimate, with a

notation that the estimate was verbal.

-15-
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Do you agree with Mr. Schultz’s recommendation to
reject these costs?

Not at all. First, Mr. Schultz’s repeated claims that
the Company has provided insufficient documentation to
support its costs are generically addressed in the
Facilities section of our testimony, below, and, for
the same reasons stated therein, Mr. Schultz’s
arguments also should be rejected here. Second, Mr.
Schulté's contention that the documentation provided
did not cover the relevant rate year period is also
without merit.

Please explain why you believe that the Company has
fully supported its proposal, including the additional
documenfation provided at Mr. Schultz’s request.

The documentation the Company has provided in support
of its testimony, which includes workpapers, analysis,
estimateg and purchase orders, explains how the
$5469,000 in increases in accounts‘payéble were
determined. The support the Company provided for the
$64,000 of consulting services for risk assessments is
depicted in an estimate along with a recent purchase
order that reflects either what the Company has paid in

the recent past or would currently pay for similar

-16-
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services. In fact, the Company has just extended this
purchase order until November 30, 2009. The Company
provided CPB with confidential documentation supporting
this revision in response to CPB-188. A purchase order
for the rate year has not been completed vet. |
Generally, purchase orderg are printed off from our
purchasing system and the signature copies, if
available, are in the file. The fact that the Company
did not provide the signed purchase order does not make
the contract between the Company and the vendor any
less valid. Other than his audit-oriented criticisms,
Mr. Schultz makes no claims that these costs are not
reasonable.

To conclude on this program, we would note that the
houriy cost used in the 564,000 estimate is based upon
the gualifications of the contractor retained plus a
mark-up rate, as specified within the purchase order.
The decumentation provided to support the Company’s
egtimate of $168,000 in risk assessment-related costs
is based upon the hourly rates typical for consultants
performing this type of work. The purchase requisition
submitted covers components of work associated with the

development of a risgk management program addressed in

-17-
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Cage 08-E-0539 and encompasses a three year program
totaling $495,000. That is why the amount requested in
the purchase requisition is greater than the amount
requested in this proceeding.

The documentation used to support the $191,400
associated with weather analysis includes an overall
estimate of costs supported by three weather analysis
serviceg purchase orders written in response to
specific vendor proposals.

The $45,600 estimate for costs related to benchmarking
initiatives is a cost worksheet based upon discussions
with a vendor who has performed these services for
other utilities. In addition, other costs within this
worksheel were based upcn past costs incurred by the
Company for this type of service.

Do you have any final comments about Mr. Schultz’s
$469,000 adjustment?

Yes. Other than arguing that the supporting
documentation he requésted is insufficient, Mr. Schultz
makes no argument as to merits of any one of the
programs we propose to undertake in response to the
Company’s implementation of recommendations made in the

Emergency Management Audit. Nor does he explain why

-«

-18-~
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the information the Company did provide does not
establish a reasonable basis for these costs, or
explains why the level of costs are not reasonable.
Would the Panel like to correct the record regarding
Mr. Schultz’s description of the Emergency Management
adjustment?
Yes. Mr. Schultz states (p. 53} that the “Company’s
request includes $700,000 for four additional
positions...” The $700,000 program change that the
Company is seeking is for the incremental labor costs
associated with the addition of seven employees to the
Emergency Management organization after the completion
of the historic year for this case. Our initial
testimony noted that these seven employees were hired
between December 31, 2008 and April 2009. |
INFORMATION RESOURCES
What adjustments does Mr. Schultz make to the Company’s
proposed Information Resource costs?
Mr. Schultz claims that the Company has failed to
provide justification for the requested $3.310 million
in the rate year. Even though he claims that the

increases have not been justified, he proposes to allow

“19-
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half the cost, or $1.49 million, apparently because
there was an increase in the number of computers.

Does Mr. Shultz provide any other reasons for his
adjustment?

Yeg. Mr. Schultz hotes that the $3.3 million includes
$330,000 for three system analysts, $2 million for
hardware and software maintenance support and 5980,000
for mainframe software maintenance costs. For the last
two items, hardware and software maintenance support,
and mainframe software maintenance, he g¢laimg that the
increases are greater than 30 percent. He states that
the Company has not hired the three analysts.
Additionally, for hardware and software maintenance
support;_he asserts that the documentation provided to
gsupport these costs that he requested (estimates, bids,
etc.}) was not provided in the Company’s response {(which
referred to a Staff response), that the percentage the
Company estimated for the increases (5-10 percént) was
too high and that a 7.5 percent increase would result
in an increase of half the amount, and that the Company
applied the general escalation rate for information
services costsg, which it should not have done. As to

the Company’s discovery response relating to mainframe

-20~
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software maintenance, he claims that it could not be
reconciled with the response to a Staff question. EHe
also claims that a workpéper provided by the Company
notes that these are capital, not O&M, costs.

Do you agree with Mr. Shultz’s contentions?

No. Mr. Schultz fails to consider the number of
computers, capacity increases of the mainframes and the
quantity of software that the Company uses. Most IT
gystems require har&ware and software support.
Allowing only one-half of the costs would allow the
Company to purchasge support on some, but not all, of
the different systems it uses. Any system operated
without the necessary mainteﬁance is subject to
hardware failures and softwaré patches, technical
assistance or new versions needed to maintain the
system for supportability purposés would ﬁot be
addressed in a timely fashion. This would affect the
reliability and availability of these systems and put
the Company’s computing systems in jeopardy. This, in
turn, could affect electric system reliability.
Turning to Mr. Schultz’'s next complaint, when will the

three system analysts be hired?

2% -
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These three additional human resources, which are
needed for the SCADA Net project, are planned tc be
hired beginning by the second quarter of 2010, which is
the beginning of the rate year. Sincé they will be
hired at or about the start of the rate year, and Mr.
Shultz has offered no other reason to reject these
positions, Mr. Shultz’s adjustment should be rejected.
In ordexr to address Mr. Shultz's criticism regarding
the magnitude of the increases for support costs, can
you first explain the $2 million increase in the
hardware and software maintenance forecasted budget for
20107

The $2.0 million increase in hardware and software
ﬁaintenance for 2010 can be attributed to two main
factors:

A projected increase of 2,210 computers in year 2010
over the year end number in 2008. This is in large
part due to the increased use of laptops for mobile
dispatch computers by field crews and continued growth
in servers. Each additional computer requires the
appropriate software liéenses and results in an

increase in the overall cost of maintenance for that

-22-
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software and in turn also increases the cost of break-

fix or hardware maintenance.

Introduction of new technologies to improve security
and functionality. Examples include laptop encryption
and Virtual Private Networking (VPN} software for
laptops and Microsoft SharePoint software for PC
collaboration. Computer ﬁechnology continues to
introduce new opportunities to improve processes and
productivity. Mobile computing, available now through
PCs and wireless networks, also introduces security
concerns about stolen equipment and the use of public
ﬁetworks. Technology solutions can mitigate or
eliminate these concerng but at the same time make the
device more expensive to equip and operate.

What about Mr. Schultz’s claim that the workpaper
provided by the Company for CPB 176 incorrectly
referenced Staff 220 which provided information on a
Capital project?

The regponse to CPB 176 incorrectly referred to a
Capital request. The document entitled Exhibit-SSPw19,
w2010 CSH Maintenance Forecast”, includes the

information requested by Mr. Schultz.

~93-
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Iz thig spreadsheet entitled *“2010 CSH Maintenance
Forecast” included in this rebuttal?
Yes. |
Was this document prepared by you or unde: your
direction?
Yes, it was.

MARK FOR IDENTIFICATIO& AS EXHIBIT ___ {(8s8P-19)
Please continue

The attached gpreadsheet, 2010 CSH Maintenance Forecast

shows the 2010 budget, which is based on current

inventory, known and estimated contract pricing

increases and several new software maintenance
requirements. The attachment shows a projected 2010
expenditure of $7.6 million. The $2.0 million increase
reflects growth in inventory, some escalation in
contract pricing and new technologies. It should be
noted that the attachment also recognizes several lower
cost projections and deletions of no longer necessary
maintenance agreements that have minimized the overall
net increase. This information is detailed in the
attached spreadsheet to address Mr. Schultz’s reference

to a lack of supporting documentation.

-24 -
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Next, can you please explain the $980,000 increase in
the mainframe software forecast?

The $980,000 increase in the mainframe software
forecast from 2008 through the Rate Year is attributed
to the following:

$659,000 inncrease in IBM related software maintenance
and license costs when compared to 2008 costs. On
mainframe computers, additional MIPS capacity has a
direct impact on software maintenance and license
charges for both IBM as well as non-IBM software. The
cost for software maintenance and licensing is based on
the MIPS capacity of the mainframe environment. An
upgrade to the mainframe is planned in 2010.

o Increase in IBM monthly license charges due to
planned upgrade of an IBM CPU with additional MIPS
capacity to support new Disagster Recovery
initiatives and increasing demand and utilization
of the mainframe systems and additional software
called IBM Problem Determination Tools.

o Additional licenses and support of WebSphere MQ

Series on an additional CPU processor to support
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increased utilization of critical mainframe data

from distributed systems.

'The net increase is offset by the elimination of

Compuware Product suite, which resulted in a savings of
$154,300 per year in software maintenance. The
software was eliminated by the installation of the IBM
Problem Determination Tools.

$345,000 increase as a regsult of maintenance for BMC
product suite purchased in March 2008 (with one year
maintenance included) that was not an expense in the
prior raﬁe year. Annual maintenance and support costs
were incurred in the 2009 budget and subsequent budget

vears as part of a three year agreement.

$78,500 forecasted increage in CA, Inc. software
maintenance due to software agreement renewal in 2010,
which includes licenses and support for additional MIPS
capacity due to planned upgrade of an IBM CPU.

$35,200 increase in yearly IBM Passport Advantage
software maintenance through Infinity Systems Software,
due to site license upgrade for DB2 Comnnect as a
requirement of distributed applications utilization and

access of critical mainframe data. Exhibit SSP-19
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includes a document entitled Mainframe Costs, which
represents the projected 2010 costs. This information
addresges Mr. Schultz’s reference to a lack of
supporting documéntation.
Please continue.
The foregoing explanation in conjunction.with our
initial testimony, workpapers and discovery responses, -
fully explains the reasons for and basis of the
increases in gupport costs for software, hardware and
mainframe computer support costs. Mr. Schultz’s
general assertions that the increases are voluminous or
that the Company has not provided supporting
documentation should be rejected. |
Please comment on Mr. Shultz’s claim about escalation.
His claim ig incorrect. The Company did not include
general escalation fof the requested Information
Regourcesg programs as demonstrated in the exhibits
previously submitted.

HUMAN RESOURCES
Is CPE recommending an adjustment for the Career Path
Training Program?

Yes.
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Please explain.

The CPB is recommending that the contractor cost of
$180,000 for Tri-Annual Refresher training be
disallowed because the Company has not provided the
invoice(s) from 2007 to justify the costs associated
with this training.

What information did the Company provide regarding
these costs?

The Company provided an estimate of the number of hours
that will be needed for contractor support and the
projected cost for contractors on an hourly basis. Mr.
Schultz claims thig is inadequate because if a
contractor performed the work in 2007, the Company
should be able to substantiate the amount.

Please continue.

We believe that the cosgt estimate should be sufficient
and that Mr. Schultz did not provide a rationale on the
merits of the program to support his adjustment.
However, to addressg the claim that the Company has not
responded to Mr. Schultz’s request, additional
documentation, which the Company considers absolutely
unnecessary to be provided, will be provided to CPB

shortly in response to CPB data request 188.
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FACILITIES
Does Mr. Shultz make an overall comment on Facilities
costs before he makes specific adjustments?
Yes. Mr. Shultz claime that the Company is requesting
large increases, nearly 129 percent over the historic
vear, to renovate its facilities to comply with local
building requirements as well as upgrade existing
facilities. He questions the cost for projects,
whether they will occur and if they are appropriately
supported. He also questions the need for this work in
today’s economic climate.
Are many of Mr. Schultz’s adjustments based on his
theory that the Company has provided insufficient
documentation?
Yes. For the reasons explained earlier in our
testimony, and below, we believe that our requests
should be addressed on the merits of the information
that we have provided, which we believe fully support
the reasons for our program request and the bases for
our projected costs. Counsel advises that the Company
will address in brief any legal arguments that CPB may

raise regarding the adequacy of our support for these
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that CPB counsgel informed him more than one week before

ELECTRIC

We would hote that Counsel advised the Panel

the due date for CPB’s testimony of CPB’s view that

some of the supporting documentation that CPB requested

had not been provided, that CPB would be issuing a

follow-up regquest, and that the Company offered to

consider such follow-up requests right away.

However,

CPB did not issue that follow-up regquests until after

it filed its testimony. The Company is currently

completing its response to that regquest.

Q. Please list the programs that Mr. Schultz questions

and/or makes an adjustment to in the Facilities

category.

A. He makes adjustments to:

o}

o}

o]

@]

o]

Irving Place MAC Floor renovations

Irving Place Local Law 10-11 Fagade Repairs
Regional Flooring Upgrades

Regional Fagade Repairs

Regional Painting and Wall Treatment

Q. Starting first with Mrxr. Schultz’s adjustment to MAC,

please explain the concept of MAC as it relates to the

Company’s Corporate Headgquarters building.

A. Maintenance Associated with Capital (“MAC”)

-30-
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to temporarily relocate people from 4 Irving Place in
order to accelerate the sprinklering of the building.
This acceleration will ensure that the Company will
remain compliant with Local Law 26. The cost of MAC
covers fit up of the rented space, rent, maintenance,
fiber leases and the labor cost for moving and setting
up pedple at their new work stations.

What is the basis of Mf. Schultz’s adjustment?

He claims that in Case 08-E-0539 the Company projected
to expend $18.24 million for Facilities costs at 4
Irving Place but in 2008 (which includes 9 months of
the rate year in that case), the Company only expended
$2.427 million at that location. He then says that the
cost estiﬁate for the rate yvear ending March 2009 was
$12.960 million but in 2008, the Company only expended
$263,000. As a result, Mr. Schultz questions whether
the MAC costs will be incurred. He says that
supporting documentation is lacking and proposes
adjustments for floor renovations O&M work associated
with MAC; fagade repairs; and labor.

Does Mr. Shultz make any adjustments to these five
programs?

Yes. Mr. Shultz adjusts: (1) the $7.477 million for
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floor renovations by $3.223 million to $4.254 million;
(2) the $2.488 million for fagade repairs to $744,000,
a reduction of one-fourth or $1.744 million; and (3)‘
the $202,000 in labor costs for Rate Year ending March
31, 2011.

What is meant by Floor renovations?

Floor renovationg are the O&M costs.that are incurred
to relocate furniture, perform repairs and adjustments
to landlord owned furniture and equipment, repair
carpets and/or flooring aﬁd patch and paint wallg as a
regsult of Local Law 26 as explained in our initial
testimony.

Mr. Shultz removes $3.223 million for this project,
claiming that the documentation provided was
insufficient. Do you agree?

No. To begin, as a result of the austerity plan
developed by the Company in response to the
Commigsion’s 2009 Rate Order, the Company did not enter
into a lease to move persconnel from Irving Place.
Accordingly, the floor renovation program was slowed
down since there was no swing space to move the current
occupantsg so that floors could be renovated. Despite

this, as described in our discovery responsges, we have

-30-



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

1¢e

20

21

22

23

Case No. (08-E-0428

SHARED SERVICES PANEL - UPDATE/REBUTTAL

ELECTRIC

made some progress in accomplishing our 2009 gecals for
the Local Law 26 renovation program. An entire
department has been relocated to 111 Broadwéy. In
addition, the Company is currently negotiating with
several landlords to move the necessary employees out
of the building in early 2010 to continue the progress
we are making.

Is there an update on the MAC cost for floor
renovations?

Yes. The Company is pursuing a lease for approximately
38,000 square feet at a location in Brooklyn, NY.

The Company has plans to move 220 people out of 4
Irving place by April 2010. It will cost approximately
$517,000 to fenovate the space and retrofit the
furniture to meet the basic needs of the group. The
moving and LAN infrastructure costs will be
approximately $445,000. The Lease for Brooklyn is
projected to be executed by the end of October and the
plan is that the space will be fitted up and moved in
by the beginning of April 2010.

Did the Company look at any additiocnal spaces for
lease?

Yes. We are still talking to brokers regarding 42,934

-33 -



10

11

12

13

14

15
16
17
18
19

20
21
22

23

Cage No. 09-E-0428

SHARED SERVICES PANEL - UPDATE/REBUTTAL

ELECTRIC

sf in lower Manhattan (locaticon A) and 42,460 sf at

another location in lower Manhattan (location B}.

Q. What does Mr. Shultz propose regarding the flcooring
renovation?
A. He used an average of forecasted 2011-2013 costs to

develop his recommended adjustment.

Q. Do you agree with this adjustment?

A. No. The Company’s need to comply with Mr. Schultz’sg
2011-2013 average as a basis for the cost for RYE 2011
should be rejected because it is significantly less
than the projected costs based on the Company’s current
negotiations for required space, asg explained above.

0. Can you summarize yéur position on the flooring
adjustment made by Mr. Schultz?

A. The Company requested $7.477 Million in MAC funds for
RYE 2011. At this time, it is estimated that we will
spend best case $2.57 Million in rents (location A in
Brocklyn and Gristedes swing space), $1.725 million
(Brooklyn or location A or location B and Gristedes) in
fit up costsg, $450,000 in telephone company
ingtallations and leases, and $675,000 for IR sgservices
and $102,000 in internal and external moves for a total

of $5.52 Million. If we don’t come to agreement on the
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Brooklyn location, these costs could increase by an
additional $0.9 Million between rent and fit up costs.
Your new total shows a reduction in costs for
renovations and rents, please explain.

The total MAC cost for RYE 2011 could be reduced by
between $1.95 Million and $1.05 Million.

Do you have an exhibit detailing the current estimated
cost of this project?

Yes.

Was this exhibit prepared under your direction and
gsupervigsion?

Yes, it was.

MARK FOR IDENTIFICATION AS EXHIBIT _ (SSP-12 (revised))
Turning to the next adjustment, please explain your
position on the CPB proposed LL11 adjustment, a
reduction of three-quarters of the Company’s proposed
expenditures, for the category that Mr. Shultz calls
fagade repairs.

our initial testimony extensively explained the issue
of facade repairs and indicated that the Company’s
engineering department (through an outside consultant
it hired) had completed its Local Law 11 Cycle 6

ingpections in 2006.
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Pleagse summarize the initial testimbny regarding the
LL11 repairs.

We expiained that the work would b¢ accomplished in
stageg over a three vear period (2009 - $1 Million,
2010 - $2.487 Million, and early 2011 - $488,000).
More important, we explained that this work needed to
be completed prior to the Cycle 7 inspections, which
will be scheduled in mid 2011, so that the required
ingpection report can be filed by February 2012. If
the repairs are not completed prior to the Cycle 7
inspections, then they will automatically be downgraded
to "UNSAFE" and thus need to be completed immediately.
What is the current status of this project?

Our purchasing department recently concluded the
bidding process for the 4 Irving Place fagade repairs.
The purchase requisition was for $2.75 million and the
lowest bidder is within 10% of this value. The
contract is expected to be awarded this yeaxr for work
to start by December 2009 and continue through 2011.
Indirect costs (i.e., contract administration labor,
sales tax, etc.) will add another 30% to this cost.

The proposed $744,000 adjustment by the CPB does not
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allow the Company to adequately address the above
safety concerns. Mr. Shultz’s only argument in support
of his adjustment is that the work will be completed in
four years and therefore he allows only one-fourth of
the program. Mr. Shultz is incorrect. The Company
will complete this work between now and the end of the
rate year and as such, his adjustment should be
rejected.

Iz there any other CPB recommendations that you would
like to address at this time?

Yeg. Mr. Schultz claims that the costs for duct
cleaning, roof inspection/repairs, marble restoration
and ceiling restoration are not documented but makes no
adjustmente for these costs. The Company believes the
costs requested are valid for these programs.

D6 you have any comments?

Mr. Schultz makes some general unspecific claims
regarding the implementation of these programs. We
note that we do not addresslvarious comments made by
Mr. Schultz that are not associated-with any proposed
adjustments. Our silence should not be interpreted as
agreement with those comments.

Wwhat adjustments does Mr. Schultz make to the Regions’
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Facilities costs?

Mr. Schultz adjusts the Regions costs by (1) reducing
flooring upgrades by $200,000 to $417,000; reducing the
facade and brick repointing category of structural
inspection and repair in half, i.e., allowing $427,000
of the $854,000'request; and (3) reducing the painting
and wall treatment category of building infrastructure
renovation to $250,000, halving the Company’s request.
Mr. Schultz also claims that an update to the Waterside
Dock program is necessary based on the estimate the
Company received, which is addressed in the update
cgection of this testimony.

What is therbasis for the adjustments that Mr. Schultz
proposes regarding these flooring programs?

He claims that although Con Edison provided three pages
of information to support this request, an invoice was
not provided, that the costs may be capitalized and
that the estimate for carpet was over 30 percent higher
than the estimate at 4 Irving Place.

Please discuss your disagreement with the reduction to
the flooring upgrades.

The higher estimates were due to existing floor

conditions in the regiong. For the floor upgrades,
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inspections are currently under way and order releases
will be issued in 2010 té Carpet Fashions, wﬁo is
currently under contract through 2010, and are in the
process of scheduling the work. The carpet repairs and
replacement program will resume in April 2010 and.
continue through the rate year, allowing proper
planning to be implemented in order to minimize daily
buginess disxuptions.

What is the basis of Mr. Schultz’s fifty percent
reduction adjustment for the facades and brick
repointing?

He claimg that the data we provided in support was
insufficient and that the Company is asking for a 145
percent increase over the 2008 expense without any
detail on these costs.

Do you agree with Mr. Schultz’s assertions?

No. Engineering packages are now complete for the
Facade repairs in the region and cost estimates will be
provided shortly in response to CPB 188. The
procurement process will take about 3 months and
repairs will start in late April to early May 2010 when
the temperature is conducive to proper mortar and

cement mix. This program will be implemented through
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the rate year.

Q. What adjustments does Mr. Schultz make to the painting
and wall treatment program?

A, He reduces the costs by fifty percent on the grounds
that the supporting documentation provided in discovery
is insufficient. |

Q. Do you agree with this adjustment?

A, No. We provided a painting contract that is currently
in effect. We submitted the requisition for
competitive bidding. The Purchasing Department
recently bid out the painting and wall treatment
contract. Contract will be awarded later this year for
work to be done in the regions in 2010. Work will
commence in the 2°¢ quarter of 2010 to allow time for
proper scheduling because the work will be done off
hours. This will allow proper coordination and
execution between Facilities and the end users.

Q. Does this condlude your rebuttal and update testimony?

A, Yes.

—40-



Facijities - Corporate Headquarters (Irving Place)

{$000's)

Indoor Air Quality Improvement Programs
Duct cleaning

Induction unit drip tray inspection

Roof inspection and repairs

Piping inspection and replacement program

ACM insulation abatement and replacement program

Local Law 10-11 Facade Repairs (4 Yr Program}
Flooring Upgrades Programs

Replace carpeting on approximately two (2) floors annually
Sezl/epoxy fan room floors

Building Infrastructure Restoration Programs

Cooling Towers Restoration and Maintenance Program
Valve réplacement program (AHUs. and PAs)
Lobby refurbishment

restore marble

restore ceiling

réplace turnstiles

window replacement

refurbish lobby door

parking lot re-furbishment
Window cleaning
Install new window treatment systems along 15th St
Seal double hung windows

MAC
Fleor renovations (Rent)
Floor renovations

Labor

Facilities Totals

Less Historic Year 2008

Encremental 2009 Less Program Changes 2010
Incremental 2010 Less Program Changes 2011

Incremental

EXHIBIT (SSP-12} - revised

PAGE 1 of 14
1st Rate Year 2nd Rate Year
2011-2013
Historic Year RYE RYE * RYE * Incremental
12/31/2008 3/31/2011 3/31/2012 3/31/2013 Total
328 503 503 503 1,184
o] 32 32 32 96
o] 200 237 270 707
39 56 56 56 129
135 110 110 110 195
499 901 938 971 2,311
0 2,488 488 0 2,976
614 620 620 620 1,246
0 67 67 67 201
614 687 687 687 1,447
827 19 19 19 (770)
0 283 283 283 849
O 140 140 140 420
30 173 26 26 145
0 45 45 45 135
1 20 20 20 52
4] 75 75 75 225
120 28 28 28 (36)
4] 153 153 153 459
11 o 0 v} (11}
5 30 30 30 85
1,051 966 819 819 1,553
102 2,340 2,340 2,340 6,918
161 3,182 302 302 3,625
263 - 5,522 2,642 2,642 10,543
4] 202 202 202 606
2,427 10,766 5,776 5321 19,436
(2,427) (2,427) (2,427)
{455) {455)
(330)
2,427 §,339 3,349 2,894 8,807

* RYE = Rate Year Ending



EXHIBIT___ (SSP-12 -revised)
PAGE 10 of 14

2010 O&M — Shared Serviees - Facilities

Project/Program Title | MAC (Maintenance Associated with Capital) (4 Irving PL)

Priority Number 1

Project Manager Gowkarran Somar
Project Engineer Juan Toribio
Budget Reference

Project Number

Status Ongoing

Estimated Service Date 2019
Work Plan Category  [Regulatory (Category A)
ERM Addressed

Work Description:

Units per Year:

Mandatory:
High-level schedule: 2 full floors (100,000 sq. ft per year)

The Company has developed a plan to install required sprinkler systems in conjunction with the
conversion of floors at 4 Trving Place to open-office plan arrangements (which in and of itself
would require sprinkler systems). In order to meet L126"s 2019 deadline, the Company needs to
accelerate its plans for open-office space arrangement. This, in turn, creates the need for
additional space for temporary relocation of employees during the renovation. Currently, when
the Company renovates a floor, it temporarily relocates the affected employees to another part of
4 Trving Place. This is because it is logistically difficult or practically impossible to maintain
employees in their current work area during the renovation process. In order to meet the needs
of this accelerated program, some of the affected personnel would need to be temporarily
relocated out of 4 Irving Place because there is insufficient swing space currently in the building
(i.e., currently less than one full floor of available swing space).

Note that since Flatbush 6%/7" floors will be renovated in 2010, 28,000 sq ft (6™ F1) becomes
available for temporary space. This reduces the total amount of temporary space required out
side of the Company to 52,000 sq ft.

Justification:
¢ Alternatives: None

e Risk of No Action: Will result in non compliance of New Yerk City Local Law 26 of 2004.

» Summary of Financial Benefits and Costs: NA

o Non-financial Benefits (if applicable): NA

e Technical Evaluation/Analvs-is: NA




EXHIBIT___ (SSP-12 -revised)
PAGE 11 of 14

2010 O&M - Shared Services - Facilities

‘e Sensitivity Analysis (if applicable): NA

¢ Project Relationships (if applicable): None

This approach is due to the physical arrangements of ceilings and other building infrastructure
and the presence of environmentally sensitive materials (such as lead and asbestos) that need to
be addressed. It would be neither safe nor practical or efficient to perform the required
renovation and sprinkler installation during off-shifts, when personnel have vacated the space,
and allow the affected personnel to return to work during their normal work hours (thereby
requiring a set-up and take-down of the work area on a daily basis). Most importantly, the safe
removal of environmentally sensitive materials while the area is occupied is logistically
extremely difficult. Having personnel completely vacate the space until the renovation (and any
required abatement) is finished enables the Company to completely abate the environmentally
sensitive materials in a safe and efficient manner.

Estimated Completion Date: 2019

The sprinklering of Irving Place in accordance with LL26 is 2019. This is part of that long
term effort.

Status:
Ongoing - In the Engineering stage for the floors currently selected for renovation.

Current Working Estimate (if applicable):

$16,919,000
Funding ($000):
Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
- - - - $263
Approved Forecast Forecast Forecast Forecast Total
2009 RYE 2011 RYE 2012 RYE 2013 2011-2013
$7,655 $5,522 $2,642 $2,642 $10,806




LoEb /

NOILYZ INVYDHO /7

A8 QEMHIAEY o/ A€ QEAOMIEY
ONTEEANIONT SATLITIONI

6007164 = DQI¥ ‘TITWIISE HSHEANZ NV ST II SY CRITIAY SNV SOVEHYEAO EIVMOIHOD ON *,ENO¥D ONIMEENIONE NIUVION, AS NIVHILISE sywyimu

0s
goc’oas’z % -MYIOL ASNEIXE
000°008°'z  #§ ivs
05066L2 00866L 00ESE 00ELST 0699%LT 0599941 000002
00108 006EE  00LZ COSH 00005 0000§ ONILSHEL ¥ ‘d8SNI ‘SLIMNEd
, SLI00 IIOESEIC WIHIO
ootog 00682  0QOLZ 005k 06004 goeos I80ddns § % H 3
00P0¥T 00489  0DOEZB 00GET 0000ST 0Q00ST I?HA4
' . ) V0ETT ANYAROD
00%0FE 00L85  002Z8 00SET 0000ST 0000GT SROLBIUNGD NOTIDNYLSNOD 7 HLIS
006GEE Q0096  DOFIT opest 009602 0098602 LIZ0¥d aN¥ H/O LOWEINOD
008TET 0080F D06V 0008 0068 00168 SROTLIANCD TYHINAD
00TLE 40901 00T 0012 00TEe 001EE STIvE EAINS TIVISNI
Q0718 coEe 00€ 004 000§ 000% EONZA ANIT NIYHD TIYISNI
00962 QOEL 006 00FT 0009T 00097 8ETId YEEWIL TTYELENI
00T2E 00Z6  001T 0081 00002 6000z SONILSOZ WTIId WASHIL
0OSE0PT CO0TUT OQO0LLY 00B8L 0009L8 000%L8 INEWESWIdHY 490 YRgNIL
00THE 009ZT  00ST 0062 00GLE 00SLE SONTHOON HMOLS 3 WM
006Y 00¥%T 00z coe 0008 0oQE SHTId WAGANIL 4510 ANY KEd
00L8 0042 cog Gos 00%% 00%5 EIId MECNEA 48740 QNY WEg
0SESTT 00628  0QO0&E 0059 0G6TL 0G6TL WEAWIL 4510 ONY WEd
. SEOWELNOD NOTIOAMISNOD
IVECL ONTLHCD DoAY ¥ TYDSH I2TYIC SIYR/DH 9w SEHH  $IVK/D3  $H08YT SUHK HELI
0¥ SAYERIEAO %6 TYIOL e ORI LNOD - —— — e ——mmmmmmm ANEIHOD =~ === e
NOITVLINTEUHEE Y WIVANS MO0 "NOTIJTUISED
) SMDOC MUTSTHIYM ' " NOIIYOO'T
. augIndmsE ION ST  EOWIN0 YIIVHE °'¥'' "' IS8T rodd
TTOZ/TO/90 2r rrre s s vanTAMES NI LOE0O¥d FIMAOMIIT 'I*"'°'ONE PO¥d
TIOZ/TO/30 * TAHCD 0Q10Z/20/10 IOYLIS “dISNOD 800Z/TT/80" " " "H&¥d *I8™
TTO0Z/T0/50 ° TaWCD QT0Z/20/TG IEYIS "dA00dd TO-EY-£P0E-60" "ON TIVRILSHE
/7 ' IdHOD / / INYLS ’SEG/ONE TLIYNILEE FONEIXE CreeN AEsand
* IEHOD / / I¥¥L§s  -d0o€ddy DNINEERIONE SEILITIOVE -p870G" " 'ON LOELO¥d
g jo | obed 807

81-dSS™ 18IHX3



0Lo8rSE 3§ — TYLOL

£68'i02 % AousBujuon %l

JLO0be' L v.loi8ns

0BS'80z  $ {%,02) }J0.d pue peayisag

08v'0l ¥ {94 1). plog asurliopey

66192 $ (%9'2) sUopipUOy [elausg

el $ (%8) qoweq uonezijiqon

0S68'2+0°L & SN TV TYLoLans
0ol'ee $10G $1 d7 | Ozop I [lel piend jo uopeyeisuy| 6
abeloyaue- o} 3oop jo Bulicd sepnjoul} ooo's $1000s $1 51 0l B peqIeg LM (47 1) 8oUsy yuj UByo Jo uopejelsl| g
, D00'gL $1oo0'r $] w3 0P se|id Jequul o uoneyeisa| 4
sdeo youeg aAoqge sised epnjpli| 000 0z $looo't €1 a0 1 ooz Bupgsod eid Joquit] o
/& PUB iz S1sayg UMopyes.q payoelly 883| 000'928 S |0E. S| 41 | 000zL . Juswsoelded ded Jagull] ¢
. QUBID AQ SA0W DU SIOYIUE Inn| 00842 $1005'Z & v3a 0'LL sjuewale Bupool (o ebelcls eys-Uo pue [erowad| ¥
“¥f¥ 198yg umopiesiq payeeply ses| 000'C $loog ¢sival o9 ____S9(1d Jequuj} Jo jesodsip pue jerouiey] ¢
, ucleAsie- MHIN BA0GE -+ I | IND| 00¥'G $toce 3l wvm '8l MHIN eroge sa|id Jepue) Jequwy jo jesodsip pUE [eaowsy| ¢
uoljowaq Jeld pispusle -Ao/009$ Uo peseg] 0ge' L2 b | g2 $1 41 | 0grgz | (Uononijsioy sbpd,) oGl 2, Xp 8 Z1XZ1 JO [8s0dsip pUE [EAOWsY | T ]

e R RN i T 8oud Jun | yun 4 Auieny uond)iosaq] , wiey|
_ vjelunsy 3800 W] AUl -~ NOISIA %001
12 0 b je8us : ,
BO/Z0/70 ALYO NDH AQ DYDY
Los|p3 uooD NS

80-¥8705'PIUOD /EOCB0LINDIWN £ gor
000 BP(SIBIEAA - LOSIPY UOD :gOf

9 Jo ¢ ebed
81-dSS 18iHXd




4T00°6GL

21490 86 2p9% : =9.8L.'6S = Aeq Jed epey uononpoid /Aeq Jed §san B30
. . suoneledQ plald < 103 JUM 1081
fepr orelies 3800 |Ej0) A .
00°005'2% = Aeq As0D uswdinbz pal4 + %E 0000828  =Aeg awoo Emeaa_ﬁ pield
861218 = ke iseD Joge meuD pleld - .. 00°000°k$  {00°000°L$ b _ obieg
1800 MaI1D Alleqy (Bjo L _
00°000°1$ [00'000°LS : L e R
00008  [00'05ZE 2 . Loje)S 8]
papuaixg| Aep/gjusy Auens wisy
fep/ 9r612u8 | =Aeq Asop doqet meip piig 8
26'629'18 |96'7183% L8'1018  169'29%  |8L'6ES z Jopus | g(|
00'8002$. [00'v00'V$ [09'G2LS  [480/8  [e0%SS Z 1ong
880068  [980065  |1oZbis  |Z0698  |vaecs ) 0|
or'est'ls 02’6988 60'80L$  |r0'cos L9'evd Z rec
oGcyes  Joceved  1za/il8§ 112898 |1o'6vd L 498
| pepuspxal  Aepselol KEgell Jyebuld| ymebep!  Aluent 8[LL

lojesedo aueio e pue siep(ingxoop poddns ¢ shid swee) sAp Z | uew g JAB( Yoeg MaId) plel4
Aep/d1 s : : Rep Jed Jueq s)d |Ing e Jo pajy) BUO je pajewnse S| ajed uopanposd pleld

suoneiedO plald

‘alempley __.msxoo_n a|id, ‘seejdysy ‘swiys 'sdeo meu 'sdeo mcam*xm O OWap || sepn|out Wa)| w_: 1
EoEos_amm desn 1aqu) ‘e Emu_

¥ . 40 . [4 ®eyg
80/L0/70 '21lvA  WOH  AQ OO [ YOIED

_ uosipg UoH NSO | | PP gl
§0-78Y09:PAUOS /EOEB0LINDIN  # 9OF _
X000 SPISISIEM - LOSIPF UOD  :gOr

g jo ¢ abegd .
8l-dSS™ LEIHX3



d14ed '97'27i¢ = Aw_m_hﬁwsm _u_.._m _EmEa_:Uw__. 10gET) Js00 e [BloL

A14ed g7'928

NN..Nw 00L% 08 1 .w._ A : 18 sloyoue Uoisuedxe 'saBue dio osiiy

8LL% 0ge$ lee$ 403 : 0L sJeysem pue sinum Buo you) $z sjjog pPazZiUIAED JejBLlei You| euQ

-ZeTes o008 (sed 1 T wm oy SIeysem puz sinu m Buo| Ysul #Z sliog paziuinies Jejeweld Youj sl

82°51% |889% gls . 471 88 seolids des puB sajeidysiy Joj pejes} YO Jequiy oLxy

84428 [0gels Jigs - | 41 08 SWIUS pue s300{0 ‘sdeo 10} Pejess) YOO 1equill ZiXZ ).

{gb/) deo jo 47 1ed 23nd|[pepusixg eoudyun U Apuend | wsy)

wag alid Jauu L Buo| 3 gy [eoldA} e od

1800 [BLIMRH

¥ o € Paug R S
BO/LOM0 'EIVA  WOE A OTVD APICHAES

| UoSIpE UG :LN3IT0 | R | PN
80-VB0SPIUOD /COER0LINOIN % HOT . .
400Q SpISielEM - USSIPT UOD  1gOF

@ .h.o v @mm& : ) | | - : R R . o . . , -
81-dSS™ 1aIHX3



seyd 00°Z1

olid Jed 0/'Z6v$ , . : =

Aep; ov'zE6'e%

AR

= Ae(l Jad a1ey uoponpold /Ae( Jad 1500 B30,

suolesedo pield - 1800 U 108lId

Aepr 00°05% g8 = Aeq AsoQ Juswdinb3 pieid
00°000'L$ [00°000°L% T sbleg
00°000'58[00°00038 ! SuelD
100'062s  100°09¢$ L. uonels ealq
papueixs| Aep/giuey Alquzne wey
0p'zo9'ss | =/Aeq AsoD Jogeq melo plaid 4
196'7188  [96'rLes  [28°1013  [6czog  [gL'Aes 1 bepusl gg
00700'k$ [00¥0071S |06°6ZLS  1/80/8 [eovSS ! 18AI0
88'0068 [88°008% [L9Z11S  |2065% |vocas L
00°0$ 026988 698018  |p0G98 |19evs 0
96Zyes  [oczves 1287118 [1z'8e8  [19'6v8 L
_ pepuexs| Aepselol Jypejol| ayebuud| JuyebBean| Apueny

10)2i0do 2UBIO B pUB SWIES) BAID | | UsW b ABQ UoE3 malD plald

so|d gt mni& Aep B 2U0 je pelewyss s| BeJ uoponpold pie|d

wco_ﬁ_m‘_mao SJE]E

'sdeo Jaguu} sy} JO WoHog BU} 1B pue aUWPNL au) je se|d pejelolielap jo BUMND sepn|oul Wwe)| S|yl

3800 18301
00'082'2¢ = Aeq Asos wewdinbs pisid +
ov'zoe'sd = Aeq NS00 loge meuD preld
1800 Ml Alleq felo
Repy
Kepyseyd g1
v Jo 4 EES
80/0/70 ILVA WOE AEOTYD
uosipz ueH INZIND

80-P8¥0G'PIUCD /ESEROLNDIN # aor
>jo0(T epIsiIeAA - UOSIDT LoD 'gor

9 jo G abed
81-dSS 14iH¥3

$8|ld 1equi | -Jo [esodsi(] pug [BAOWSY ‘G Wsy




9 o g abey
81-dSS LaIHX3

0g

ot

0c

05l

D&z
aoeid Jed 1800

o]=3

0&8e
. 000
EEEBS PLL GLEL
azl 0081

AR sdeo gz



I ] ] ] ]

SUGTSES! i} PSI'ESE OPE LT 0% ORT 8T 9% E[3oL]

i R - 1> 3 e B (A0
: ; BT

o GTAOR T A BRPPY T E L EE IS TEEL VAR

€007 BNy TSI RG 54 TG AR
WE|BME U I2k3003 404 ubnaaB S saan[ily

DOS'GES

PSTETSING [E1AES [0 DGRBS TIUELEM U5 FReEY 3] par UG e ARG 190 4] 1830 0107

D2 0T0T IO} FYOEE §aF s U0 Fases|  ZMiIRIAQ LElig 90D UT PRBEND D350

PL7E Ligt ; CIHIEER 164068 EE) T
SNOLIBA J0] 535URAI|T F4BALAE|
m.. [REREe:

SPEL W GHITee7 qEToTg] s3%a0Id U JUSARd GG07 5513435 OFIGWSHE JiM | 189 0E oil| BOOZ W PRORD Do5g HSEETS TS 7 é..m HEED FERLPH (AL T3 oupey V] LG EiiT
: L
TSR UL HES EW w T aai [ WIS
TS S L ETEIH T3 00BEIT i CHAUD Efiles AIRETE SHONIR FPEiE
GT07 G FoRPY - 10T 4o UTER; STy 51T ] 255UEY5 50 300 Aagin0 Wllj — ASTEInG il FoU TS i ¥ EETR GELE S 55 HE
BTG 35 PREY - G102 U6 EUEh)97Akng 341 10; SaBUERS Gd S13a0a ASjBIRG wll]  ASlBInG W L 1 i BOOCIOEIy  [SE01#6/ 264618 PRy TWELN MINES
SSCOIeY SRd] SUGIEG Tiig T ] EOBEITE7Z SEFOER TSENUD HOTHg AGdF]
{EwOIE R SARARAT SIuCHE] FNg [ GV 9] CIELTH E17573 IFESH-g |
TG J9 SURIO § 157 D195 Pappv ZLI0RT6 U0 Sariiis O | iem aoiaa GOTTETE - B0/ 176 TG G L) T [TeRaF Deieg e |
ULl UaGoy
D102 AEH IO 3150 PU7 1904%L Gl JyN UD{Iapy19N 01 Ja0aanalesllaqhy uios) GUEIBTA Tz Ueg G170:78 ~BO1T CICHEHE TE0aEe O] STPJURACI] | AIINI9T GUIUT |-Fvdeay s1ebaegAy
[ | TR
resaran | PoOE AT [ TITGESS - ROITENE TIGZITER TEEITS e 5
JERA-Z Y1 ANG A 1 05 0 == LEDA 5/ 35EHUNG U3 PRI M 55U 655 JO LT SIPOUT
JOP EZ'EL00L QLI O [0 JEIA 4] UTRONIIN 4O 3533 FIURUIIEL PR3N T "(MD(2T
PRIIAS 10U SITLAI] 699 I 204 '60AZ/ITIG UD BN 1503 FIUTURUIRW [ERA-D} B¢ 299 L LS
36 Hi GODZ 4234 30) LOHIWIIN 40) §503 [y Byl uoy a AnyAng .
0% aaL TEL SOONEA AN EEET
SIEMQOS ZAMEN Ja SIUTURLLIEN
IMGIT S S0 “DhpoId % T U] SIEROP FUOIEg 193] WG L5 600/ IE]S 9L5PIY SRV TSI
daay o} suem 1nq saurdxs G4 42y patloddns 2 sabuo] ou [ Lahpoud Ziay SAES aidd SIS TINRN JO BUNEURLIEY
LD RS SHANI3uE BUEI[ JON 35| £ AMG EOREEEN] 5002 Ul PIEG STA (TS TOO2IZTE BEL1Z5 Tl Tig TG
Ol GEN0IT G1OT Y [A39Z WCURT Hiol S50 W PRAFAT CO0Z 02721 FELI 23] SI3T5Ag AlL595 Jeuaas] PR F R TR

10) EEE'DS 'PReA[04d 60 101 £99° 145 = Od DO0'0TS "SUDE §9 pus I 3¢ fede] yipw soxjdar
PUBGH/OTITL HONDIH] JEIA 310 S0 PIPURIXZ Od {BOOZIOZIT| YBACM: DE0Z UE( U) Pledasd

TR, AaSL o] 3T

"TYTOGW § { 1550 NEZ1§ J0 STIIEs UG posey SIUNGRIE IO GUGE <0] SACUE SoTR|0o8

1818

BO0Z G asaiyy
yaI F5ER2NG jeydE> € AQ PadRaL 37 01 PUE 600Z] | E/€ HBROA; 500 Jun] U] prRdaLy

Q00085 i ) * 800/ iE/E u.:mmw

o e TET : T = f ERpTtrnE B BT

Gl TOUER 35393 OBUE tdsEal SOTTETZT - 60T 17T 76T S GEAIEN “egorie FIRTIE30] 93N0H PIEAAJIS ]
B 1504 *snuAly SRIEWLAG
SoEEH FAITH SRUS3L PUE ERDAE fjif PRESS 54 APON TTH PIAE] TOTTEIZ - 307178 T 4002754781 FEHE] ARSI FERaH SRS T T55IE PUTH|
Un paszq BEW(188 5. [Aeg SEpDDY,
GI0Z/TETT L Yorodt 5007 U pEasy G T R RPITIE o7 EICLAIH] Si1ZeL FEERnEeLs] SIERIjas My
Tolo s pAB o7 o1 fi24 150 6 107 131 %5 PSPFY 60 U SEUES 5| GPUER Gastal TO0Z W PIEE S E T005TES SOOTIS T2 5173 SEIGEDAS] () s55usl § Ay SSIEAY
IRZING iG] IDEA]5E TFEGT5S 53K A4 0107 1] TG 11 Ahior %0 18 [Ee5e00] G Wi/ jematal ulitog|  OIZEG OA3 TIOL U PeE T T BIE=EH §a0Z/E1 7L TRETEL TID R SPeow FilEmand a3
iy Aq PRRIAGIL R4EiEISE S3pNU| i
TTOZ7TETE=507 175 W17 OF PN { TUEwsBos s | 6T TEIS = 307 179 TIZITers TITOEE WD TI5TETS S rEmg 4!
Jisissey we
LG ERETE JUTLART [ERUTY BO0CiB1711 E6LER CEETER SIED|JILAI AINIFE!
T TRTELITIES — 154 LEA0N S0 5010 Mel Feail “BUE 15 A4 PesBi@mi]  UTEaIss [SEI WREEA TETITY EA0ZIITT ETITEE] L EI T EFRELN
OToE oWaiE 7T IS FappY ATIONT TE5A 30T Farw poZrOLlE 50 [ 53 1500 "0 ;07 Of Papurine sem LS JOTEARS [EATY T EOREFEIE izl THOID 1] 15975 T35 FeneRIaqiny vex]-
PROIT s FopNE SUIIOW {1 10] €256 J0 SHreIIAYG —sanUNAGS U lot 0102 104]  ZDEq Wil EI0Z/E-50027F | BIB 6T ; A TERG S ; G02I0E/E 026925 TOREIGTICS STEWSEnY| TG A SWaiL-X T
o0 AjsaH 150 GRvotd N0 1 SSpE] FemalE] DURG 10N | CHASIN ERPAY Z00¢ Ul pred T mewmwmmamm%mm EEED TOOZI TR 72T 07625 To[AITISI] SERes SHE TSI WoGaTS SIGEA = SHE
L ELT] [ EET ®O7 12721 - 507 1071 in S67sE1T [N HAGH] 710t SRR BT R Sy /en
QLG YIMOIR 505 SApnEA] EI0Z/ [E78-BG7 (78 LIEI] OF W 0 )5 oF Ud PHIPARG EE LR RN JUBLART jEALUY Mwww%m DEOSELT CICAEE] BESIFa/FOFOEL :E_EQEGU AOSBIA W Uodung 1Rl Joseaay
DF7TE78 - €07 175 WoT] ZES 16818 10 SIUSIEAE [¥n0E (A LENu0o e £ | WS[Em #20RIIL ST TEY “§0r 176 TiFees m: EEY HEHIE] STOTEL 73 OGN V3 UOSOTN
TINGIG WS Sapapal RS iy 0013138 X3 WEAI PaTpa) UG peseq|  M4OnL Gvay TR BRSO 7 . T OSTTI0TS TOUTITETE TIREEE TST 59/Pa1eITS OGRS PaTEImaTi e SIEAPIEH 3
MRUEND peziuouy ; wﬁ it w
o .
I73Meu 1] SUSiEg Sisd P seaeg G007 I T T1504TS 7] Prd BUipusd U5 p3teq vonep TTubieg mea ) WosTad BOT SGILEIOt -~ 56/ 177 TEo6657 TO0T0TS G00DEE [Tt FOOLIOETTL SE15E0 PIET5Ed TP Wt | ENERYCEI
307 Aq papranad S1eifisa Lmaib sapnpuy
¥ BRIGANT TEAGV/IaN R PEUS5 5d PO Tanans %. 1 Tanans T TEeL Ly &d £ BUEaII7a5iNE
: 800T 34 OTOZ -=a pOIoRialy
NETIVRIVA T NOLIVINWA | 18V3IUCLHTeE]  HOTIvINTA &FE ._ﬂ- «mm T3DaNH 5092
SISO IONVYNILNIVIH FUVMAUYH 3 TUYMLI0S HIENdWOD - LSYIIH0d 0T0T
] | | ] | *ONI "MuOA M3IN 40 ANVdWOD NOSIA3 a3.LVAITOSNOD
b 1o | e :

61-dSsTLIAINX



SWI 104 snjd peO|LIN

SiAl| 1o} sn|dpeo]

zd¢] 10} Iabeur AlsA0D9Y

29q o4 snjdpeo

000°9Z¥

000'E6E

000'SPE

000'SvE

<90 1o} =iy

2Jemljos DNg

00E'9L

09€ payelu

21EM]JOSEPEAY

0

SIIUBADY

LBy

Z90/NOW.L

00£'9¥

000°EY

0ov'/E

005'¥E

SO/ NOW.L

{9sV) dnouip siuaisAs us||y

A1[1oe4 uopsodwo] waWn20Q §3a

06£/50 Jo) IND

06€/S0 404 90N 244

Arelq pue Jspdwo) | 10902 SA Wal

labeuely aseqeled 6A SWE|

12BBUER LONeSURIL 6A SIWI

sbenbue Buiwwelbold ¥ 1dV SA

0£/7D0 WgI

Areigry/is{idwod ZA NVHLIHO4 SA

ZA 917 pue dwo) 1/1d SO

SAW 11 2e4 uohluljeg usads | 445

Il Ailjoed j0J3u0) Wwilbold OSL

saijin vied OSL

121dWo1g 13[quBssy OSL

Jaidwold 10900 OSL

EASO/Z J0J §1 §DID

[BINP3301d - 06E/SO 40§ MBIAIDN 1OAIL

WsyYssp SISAA LA SO/

13A395 A1lUN33S 1A SOJZ

°seg 1A SO/Z

m>s:>:__umn_. 1uswshbeuey uLld

SIUSWILDENY U310

9A 50/Z 10} DN 3eydsaam

S0O/Z 10J ¥A 454

LoRsung aleusR|y 70802 - 10402 8sHdiaiug

5/11n |00k Bngag

Pauuod sy

aUng sailnn 24a

(S.L8) "W [euiuag ysieg Sl

000'L¥6°Z

000°2/9'2

00G'26¥°2

000°152'¢2

000'8£8°1

1001 s|sAleuy 6ot zad

Wal

£70Z A

C10¢ JAd

TT0Z 3AY

600¢

8002

sjaonpoad

JOpPUSA

BJBM]JOS DIRIIUIR[Y JO pUD.F] [ED1E0]SIH

¥ jo z ebey
(61-dSS) — LIGIHY3

ladedyaom

$}S00) IdueUuUIR| pue Bunesadp swejuiew




Xd/PIv-puaqy $31D

Z8d 104 dlv-pL=qy

S 10} dIV-puRqy

(SAW) SIX/dIv-pusqy

St 404 dIv-9(l4

00E'yS 1L

SAW 404 dIv-3(id

aiemnduio)

Sl Jo} ATinbu

J9pIINg:UOISIA

SN ssaaduinn (SNYS

alepan/oy

i1d Ym vSI-vX 15313IU]

1Bziundo

Dd-M3IN60

SAW SINVYH

1dSI7OSL UgHEIqn]

ueiEIq]

AdsisN

$RYITO[

PaPUIXI/XdL

e1eq BOT - [BUY SW] SIILUNBN

2sd/ 1euy sdeds asva soWnsN

19zATUY YNS SIIWNAN

19zAleuy AHGRHDY "SAS SOIWNGN

195 @seq soluinaN

784 Jo4 3ybisuy

JvH140r0

ANO-¥D

A6eIU| ebRW-RINW

ajosuo)) sbew|-1|nK

uoneda|jy sbelu|-n3iny

1BAIIRA dX [1ARId

OYd MIIA dX [IBARId

SDID MaIA dX 1ieasld

000°'920't

000056

005°188

000's2§

000'€08

MBIA dX |1EAdId

{v2) sajeipossy Jaandwo)

000'81

0

0

0

Y]

FBAND/SAN

yos obealyd

WdSaA[0saY

JazZ|windQ U21eg malAurel

J0UUOIN WD

SN 104 MIIAUIEN

06£/S0 10} M3IAUIEW

sn|d AdoD jedoT

[eullia L [eRUIA SNl BY3T

All|1>eq biosy 154

SN|d UOIN|0S9Y XI4aid

Xapup A1n Alepuodss

€10C AN

ZT0Z JAY

T10T 3AY

6002

800¢

sjonpoig

Jopusp

¥ Jo ¢ abey
(61-d$$) — LIAHX3

dadedyaopm

$150) P2ueUSUIE] puk Bunesad swedjuiep




002’654y 000'E8E’P 000'€Z0’F 000°LL9'E Q0Z'EPO’E s|e3ol
I19)SR|-2]O5U0D)
0 00021 0 0 008'¥1 1315 -S3f SONIX
0 00E'LE 0 0 00032 abplIgAs SIRMIJOS PUO ]
000'Z 1 0009 L 000°S L 000°%t 000° L 790 PUE S|y 10} dIL SWI)SAS-L
00001 0 00€'6 000°6 006°9 $0/Z 104 1105IUAS MOSOUAS
LSvd5dd
000°SE 00F'ZE 000'0E 000'22 000°s1 SYAVE edLIawWy "Hug aiemos
000°2S 000°€5 000'6% 000'vb 000'zy 9589 SYS 21N1ASUI SVS
00v 0L 0 008'6 0056 0 wizlsAg uonisinboy eleq soed
000°¢E 000°€ 000°€ 000'€ 0 oXW TET
I9AIRS S
Sud
R
dId31/SdA .
000°LS 000'Z¥ 000ty 0007V 000°Z€ SdA dnoyg pue ‘Aey ‘1Aa1
SvdYad
Adoaysel{ - dnypeg 1ueisu| ¥qa4
0008t 000 F¥ 000' I+ 000°LE D00'SE AV /MtdD/45a/4a4 dQ uopeaouur
0052k 000'6€ 000°2€ 000°S 008°1 1DBUUOD 790] 24eMYOS SLWAJSAS Ajiujul
i} 0 0 0 000‘ze peopadiH Jenduwion uiayses
0 0 0 0 0 ZOW3 SjUUL 13Yyosid
0 0 0 0 0 Aeuonsiq e1eq swi SWI1sd
00082 000'92 000%2 000°LZ 00F'Z€ X3-1 aJemios ouldg
abueydx /a1 pady
[Md/131pady
SWI/431padyx
"$J0.d pPRJ03IS 74 OSL/Jepady
O5.L/1Ppady
£T0T JAN ZTOZ 3AY TTOZ 3AY 6007 2007 s3onposd Jopuap
¥ jo ebeg Jededyiop

{61-dSS) — LIEIHX3

$150) 23URUIUIE pue Bunijerad) sweljuiely




