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referenced matter. Enclosed are Direct Testimony of John A. Chapman and R. Lane Sisung on Behalf of 
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2 

3 

QI. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT, TITLE, AND 

BUSINESS ADDRESS. 

My name is John Jake" A. Chapman. I am Vice President of Special Projects for United 

Professionals Company, LLC (UPC). UPCs address is 3850 North Causeway 

Boulevard, Suite 1930, Metairie, Louisiana 70002. 

affiliates in roles of increasing responsibility in the areas of investment banking and 

corporate finance, asset management and investment advisory services, venture capital, 

business development, healthcare finance consulting, program management and 

development, and accounting, operations, and compliance. Currently. my primary 

I hold a Bachelor of Accountancy, cum laude, and a Master of Business Administration, 

concentration in Finance, both from Loyola University New Orleans. I have further 

completed continuing professional education courses sponsored by the Center for Public 

Utilities at New Mexico State University and the Regulatory Training Initiative of the 

National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners (NARUC"), I am a Certified 

Depreciation Professional (CDP") by the Society of Depreciation Professionals. I am a 

fully licensed Investment Banking Representative (Series 79), Registered Investment 

Adviser (Series 65), and I have passed my Securities Industries Essentials (SIE") exam, 

all of which are conferred or administered by the Financial Industry Regulatory Authority 

(FINRA"), I maintain an active license in Building Construction with the Louisiana State 

Licensing Board for Contractors. Since 2012, I have been employed by UPC or one of its 

BACKGROUND. 

PROFESSIONAL AND EDUCATIONAL YOUR DISCUSS PLEASE 

4 A. 
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I. INTRODUCTION

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT, TITLE, AND

BUSINESS ADDRESS.

My name is John “Jake” A. Chapman. I am Vice President of‘ Special Projects for United

Professionals Company, LLC (“UPC"). UPC‘s address is 3850 North Causeway

Boulevard, Suite 1930, Metairie, Louisiana 70002.

PLEASE DISCUSS YOUR EDUCATIONAL AND PROFESSIONAL

BACKGROUND.

I hold a Bachelor of Accountancy. cum Iaude, and a Master of Business Administration,

concentration in Finance. both from Loyola University New Orleans. I have further

completed continuing professional education courses sponsored by the Center for Public

Utilities at New Mexico State University and the Regulatory Training Initiative of the

National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners ("NARUC“). I am a Certified

Depreciation Professional (“CDP"') by the Society of Depreciation Professionals. I am a

fully licensed Investntent Banking Representative (Series 79), Registered Investment

Adviser (Series 65), and I have passed my Securities Industries Essentials ("SIE”) exam,

all of‘ which are conferred or administered by the Financial Industry Regulatory Authority

(“FlNRA"). I maintain an active license in Building Construction with the Louisiana State

Licensing Board for Contractors. Since 2012, I have been employed by UPC or one of‘ its

affiliates in roles of increasing responsibility in the areas of investment banking and

corporate finance, asset management and investment advisory services. venture capital,

business development. healthcare finance consulting, program management and

development, and accounting, operations, and compliance. Currcntly, my primary



2 

' Q3. , 
4 A. 

5 

6 04. 

7 A. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

I J 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 Q5. 

19 A. 

20 

LPSC Docket No, U-37677 
Direct Testimony of John A. Chapman 

endeavor is working with UPC and its team of consultants in providing utility regulatory 

consulting and expert witness services. 

ON WHOSE BEHALF ARE YOU APPEARING IN THIS DOCKET? 

I am appearing on behalf of the Louisiana Public Service Commission (LPSC or 

"Commission") Staff. 

WHY ARE YOU SUBMITTING THIS DIRECT TESTIMONY'? 

UPC was retained by the Commission to review an application (the "Application") filed 

by Entergy Louisiana, LLC (ELL" or the "Company") in accordance with the 

Commission's General Order dated September 20, 1983 (the ·1983 General Order")' 

seeking certification of, and approval for, ELL's proposal to conduct an uprate (the 

Uprate" or "Uprate Project") at the Company's Waterford 3 Steam Electric Station 

(Waterford 3" or the "Plant") located in Killona, Louisiana. Additionally, ELL is 

requesting that the Commission determine that the costs associated with the Uprate Project 

are deemed eligible for recovery through the Additional Capacity Mechanism (ACM") as 

part of ELL's Formula Rate Plan (FRP"), with the Commission expressly making such 

authorization despite the Uprate Projects'projected first-year non-fuel, retail revenue 

requirement being below $10 million. 

SPECIFICALLY, WHAT IS ELL REQUESTING IN THE APPLICATION? 

ELL's Application includes several substantive prayers for relief, which I summarize as 

follows: 

LPSC General Order dated September 20, 1983 (/n re. in the Matter of the Expansion of Uility Power Plant, 
Proposed Certification of New Plant by the LPSC, as amended by General Order (Corrected) in Docket No. R­ 
30517 (/n re. Possible modifications to the September 20, 1983 General Order to allow (I) for more 
expeditious certifications of limited-term resource procurements and () an exemption for annual and seasonal 
liquidated damages to block energy purchases) dated May 27, 2009. 
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endeavor is working with UPC and its team of consultants in providing utility regulatory

consulting and expert witness services.

ON WHOSE BEHALF ARE YOU APPEARING IN THIS DOCKET?

I am appearing on behalf of the Louisiana Public Service Commission (“LPSC"‘ or

"Commission"') Staff.

WHY ARE YOU SUBMITTING THIS DIRECT TESTIMONY?

UPC was retained by the Commission to review an application (the “Application"") filed

by Entergy Louisiana, LLC (“F.LL“ or the "Conipany"‘) in accordance with the

Con1mission’s General Order dated September 20. 1983 (the ‘"1983 General Order")'

seeking certification of. and approval for, ELL"s proposal to conduct an uprate (the

“Uprate"’ or “Uprate Project") at the Company"s Waterford 3 Steam Electric Station

(“Waterford 3" or the "Plant“) located in Killona. Louisiana. Additionally, ELL is

requesting that the Commission determine that the costs associated with the Uprate Project

are deemed eligible for recovery through the Additional Capacity Mechanism (“'ACM“) as

part of ELL’s Formula Rate Plan ("1-RP“), with the Commission expressly making such

authorization despite the Uprate Projects’ projected first-year non-fuel. retail revenue

requirement being below $10 million.

SPECIFICALLY, VVHAT IS ELL REQUESTING IN THE APPLICATION?

ELL"s Application includcs scvcral substantive prayers for relief. which I summarize as

follows:

LPSC General Order dated September 20. 1983 (In re’ in 1113 Matter of/he Expcmmm z//Utility Power Plant,

}"r()[/z).\'L1d Cmrfitmmn (Jf.‘\'L’W Plum by the LPSQ, as amended by General Order (Corrected) in Docket No. R-

30517 (In rt» .l‘![7fe' mm/1fiL‘ulI(Ir1A 11/ my September 20, 1983 Ger1eml()nler/0 u//uw (I) for inure

e,X[)9([irir)z4.r L‘ tiflcuziun.x oflimizm/—1erm remurce [Ir()L’ure'meI1l.\ and (2) an e'xenIp1Iwzf()r mmuul {lVl11.\‘L’(l.S‘[Inal

liquidated tium11ge.\‘ m f7fU(.'/C em/rgv pure/1u.\'e.s') dated May 27, 2009.
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o Find that the Uprate Project serves the public convenience and necessity, is 
in the public interest, and is therefore prudent, in accordance with the 
Commission's 1983 General Order. (Prayer for Relief 1) 

o Find that, with respect to the Uprate Project, the Company has complied 
with, or is not in conflict with, the provisions of all applicable LPSC General 
Orders. (Prayer for Relief 2) 

o Find that the costs of the Uprate Project are eligible for recovery through 
the ACM in ELL's FRP and, further. that ELL is authorized to include the 
costs in its Additional Capacity Revenue Requirement even if the project's 
incremental annual revenue requirement is less than $10 million. (Prayer 
for Relief 3) 

WHAT ISSUES ARE YOU ADDRESSING IN YOUR TESTIMONY? 

My Direct Testimony addresses the LPSC Orders applicable to ELL's requests in this 

proceeding, as well as Staffs proposed monitoring plan related to the Uprate Project. My 

colleague at UPC, Mr. Sisung, in his Direct Testimony discusses Waterford 3 and the 

proposed Uprate Project, analyzes ELL's stated need for the capacity to be provided by the 

Uprate Project, evaluates the economic justification of ELL's proposed Uprate Project, and 

discusses the recovery method proposed by ELL to recover the costs of the Uprate Project. 

WHAT DID YOU RELY ON IN PREPARING YOUR TESTIMONY? 

I reviewed and relied on ELL's filed Application and supporting exhibits, including the 

direct testimony and exhibits of the Company's four witnesses, I also reviewed and 

analyzed the information provided by ELL in response to numerous data requests 

propounded by Staff. 

27 II. APPLICABLE LPSC ORDERS 

28 Q8. WHAT LPSC ORDERS DOES ELL CONTEND ARE APPLICABLE TO ITS 

29 PRAYERS FOR RELIEF IN THIS PROCEEDING? 
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0 Find that the Uprate Project serves the public convenience and necessity, is

in the public interest, and is therefore prudent, in accordance with the

Commissiorfs 1983 General Order. (Prayer for Relief 1)

0 Find that. with respect to the Uprate Project. the Company has complied

with, or is not in conflictM ith, the provisions ofall applicable LPSC General

Orders. (Prayer for Relief 2)

0 Find that the costs of the Uprate Project are eligible for recovery through
the ACM in ELI/s FRP and, further. that I-ILL is authorized to include the

costs in its Additional Capacity Revenue Requirement even ifthe project's
incremental annual revenue requirement is less than $10 million. (Prayer

for Relief 3)

WHAT ISSUES ARE YOU ADDRESSING IN YOUR TESTIMONY?

My Direct Testimony addresses the LPSC Orders applicable to l:‘Ll,’s requests in this

proceeding, as well as Staft‘s proposed monitoring plan related to the Uprate Project. My

colleague at UPC. Mr. Sisung. in his Direct Testimony discusses Waterford 3 and the

proposed Uprate Project, analyzes El.l,’s stated need for the capacity to be provided by the

Uprate Project, evaluates the economiejustitication ot‘ELL"s proposed Uprate Project, and

discusses the recovery method proposed by ELL to recover the costs ofthe Uprate Project.

VVHAT DID YOU RELY ON IN PREPARING YOUR TESTIMONY?

I reviewed and relied on E[.l.‘s filed Application and supporting exhibits, including the

direct testimony and exhibits of the Compa.ny‘s four witnesses. I also reviewed and

analyzed the information provided by ELL in response to numerous data requests

propounded by Staff.

II. APPLICABLE LPSC ORDERS

WHAT LPSC ORDERS DOES ELL CONTEND ARE APPLICABLE TO ITS

PRAYERS FOR RELIEF IN THIS PROCEEDING‘?

ca
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Primarily, the 1983 General Order. Although, ELL states that the Market-Based 

Mechanisms General Order (MBM Order") may be relevant.' 

HOW IS THE 1983 GENERAL ORDER APPLICABLE TO ELL'S PRAYERS FOR 

RELIEF IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

The 1983 General Order requires that: 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 Q10. DOES THE SCOPE OF THE UPRATE PROJECT AS PROPOSED BY ELL IN 

No electric public utility subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission shall 
commence any on site construction activity or enter into any contract for 
construction or conversion of electric generating facilities or contract for 
the purchase of capacity or electric power, other than emergency or 
economy powered purchases, as well as the exemption listed in Paragraph 
7(a), without first having applied to the Commission for a certification that 
the public convenience and necessity would be served through completion 
of such project or confection of such contract.' 

16 

17 

THIS DOCKET NECESSITATE COMPLIANCE WITH THE 1983 GENERAL 

ORDER? 

18 A. Yes. 

19 QI1. WHAT INFORMATION IS ELL REQUIRED TO SUBMIT WITH ANY 

20 

21 

APPLICATION TO THE COMMISSION PURSUANT TO THE 1983 GENERAL 

ORDER? 

LPSC General Order, Docket No. R-26172, Subdocket A (Feb. 16, 2004) (/ re: Development of Market-Based 
Mechanisms to Evaluate Proposals to Construct or Acquire Generating Capacity to Meeting Native Load 
Supplements the September 20, 1983 General Order), as amended by General Order No. R-26172, Subdocket B 
(Nov. 3, 2006), further amended by the April 26, 2007 General Order, and further amended by General Order 
No. R-26172, Subdocket C (0et. 29, 2008), and further amended and superseded by General Order 10-14-2024, 
Docket No. R-34247 (0ct. 14, 2024). 

Direct Testimony of Patrick A. Sullivan at 4. 

1983 General Order at 3. 
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Primarily, the 1983 General Order. Although, ELL states that thc Market-Based

Mechanisms General Order (“MBM Order"")2 may be relevant.3

HOVV IS THE I983 GENERAL ORDERAPPLICABLE TO ELL’S PRAYERS FOR

RELIEF IN THIS PROCEEDING?

The 1983 General Order requires that:

No electric public utility subject to the jurisdiction ofthe Commission shall

commence any on site construction activity‘ or enter into any contract for

construction or conversion of electric generating facilities or contract for

the purchase of capacity or electric power. other than emergency or

economy powered purchases, as well as the exemption listed in Paragraph

7(a). without first ha\ing applied to the Commission for a certification that

the public convenience and necessity would be served through completion
of such project or confection of such contract.‘

DOES THE SCOPE OF THE UPRATE PROJECT AS PROPOSED BY ELL IN

THIS DOCKET NECESSITATE COMPLIANCE WITH THE 1983 GENERAL

ORDER?

Yes.

WHAT INFORMATION IS ELL REQUIRED TO SUBMIT WITH ANY

APPLICATION TO THE COMMISSION PURSUANT TO THE 1983 GENERAL

ORDER?

LPSC General Order, Docket No. R-Z6l 72. Snbdockct A (Feb. l6. 200-'1) [In re" Developnwnt nfwarket-Based
:‘lIeCI1u11i.s'rrts m E\'aI1m)‘e Pr()pn.\'t1I.r m Cr1n.vtrt1<'Iar,4t'quirc Genertztirzg Capacity to Jlecring Native Load

Supp/cme/its the Septwrzber 20, I983 General (In/er). as amended by General Order No. 11-36172, Subdoeket B

(Nov. 3, 2006), further amended by the April 26. 2007 General Order. and further amended by General Order

No. R-26172, Subdcckct C (Oct. 29. 2008). and further amended and superseded by General Order lO—l4—Z024,

DoeketN0.R-34Z~'17(Oct. I4. 2024).

Direct Testimony‘ cl‘ Patrick A. Sullivan at 4.

1983 General Order at 3.
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Per the terms of the 1983 General Order and of relevance to the proposed Uprate Project: 

specific data utilized by the utility in justification of the generation project, an itemized 

projection of total costs, and the scheduled completion date with appropriate time schedules 

for the percentage of the total project to be completed by specific target dates.5 

HAS ELL COMPLIED WITH THESE FILING REQUIREMENTS OF THE 1803 

GENERAL ORDER WITH ITS INSTANT APPLICATION? 

Yes. In his Direct Testimony, ELL witness Mr. Willis provides the estimated costs to 

complete the Uprate Project classified by specific cost components." Regarding the 

scheduled completion date with appropriate time schedules, Mr. Willis represents that the 

turbine cooling water heat exchangers replacement, stator cooling water skid replacement, 

pressure increase for generator cooling system. current transformer replacement, and 

feedwater heater level control valve replacement are currently planned to be completed in 

the scheduled fall 2026 refueling outage.7 The final component of the Uprate Project, the 

high-pressure turbine inner casing replacement is scheduled to be completed during a 2029 

outage to coincide with existing high-pressure turbine inspection work already scheduled." 

ELL's justification for the Uprate Project is included throughout its Application and 

supporting testimony, and is particularly supported by the resource planning needs asserted 

1983 General Order at 4. 

Direct Testimony of Jason E. Willis at I4. 

Id. at 10. 

Id at 13. 

5 
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1 A. Per the terms of the 1983 General Order and of relevance to the proposed Uprate Project:

2 specific data utilized b) the utility in justification of the generation project, an itemized

3 projection oftotal costs, and the scheduled completion date with appropriate time schedules

4 for the percentage of the total project to be completed by specific target dates.5

5 Q12. HAS ELL COMPLIED WITH THESE FILING REQUIREMENTS OF THE 1803

6 GENERAL ORDER WITH ITS INSTANT APPLICATION?

7 A. Yes. In his Direct Testimony. ELL witness Mr. Willis provides the estimated costs to

8 complete the Uprate Project classified by specific cost components." Regarding the

9 scheduled completion date with appropriate time schedules, Mr. Willis represents that the

l() turbine cooling water heat exchangers replacement, stator cooling water skid replacement,

ll pressure increase for generator cooling system, current transformer replacement, and

12 feedwater heater level control Vfll\'C replacement are currently planned to be completed in

13 the scheduled fall 2026 refueling outage.7 The final component of the Uprate Project. the

14 high-pressure turbine inner casing replacement is scheduled to be completed during a 2029

l5 outage to coincide with existing high-pressure turbine inspection work already scheduled.“

16 ELL’s justification for the Uprate Project is included throughout its Application and

17 supporting testimon} .
and is particularly supported by the resource planning needs asserted

5 I983 General Order at4.

‘” Direct Testimony oflason E. Willis at 14.

Id at I0.

“ Id. at I3.
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by Company witness Ms. Beauchamp and the economic analysis and assumptions offered 

2 by Company witness Mr. Boratko." 

3 Q13. DO YOU BELIEVE THAT ELL'S APPLICATION IN THIS PROCEEDING 

4 MEETS THE FILING REQUIREMENTS SET FORTI-I IN THE 1983 GENERAL 

5 ORDER? 

6 A. I do. 

7 QI4. DOES THE 1983 GENERAL ORDER OUTLINE ANY ADDITIONAL 

8 

9 

10 A. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

REQUIREMENTS INCUMBENT UPON ELL RELATED TO ITS APPLICATION 

IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

Yes. Should the Commission approve ELL's Application lo initiate the Uprate Project, 

ELL "shall notify the Commission immediately when it is determined that project or 

contract costs will exceed that stated in the application or the completion date for 

commercial operation is extended."11 I recommend that such requirement as stated in the 

1983 General Order be adopted as part of the monitoring plan that I am proposing for ELL 

in this proceeding related to the Uprate Project as discussed later in Section III of my 

testimony. 

17 QIS. TURNING NOW TO OTHER COMMISSION ORDERS POTENTIALLY 

18 

19 

RELEVANT TO ELL'S APPLICATION IN THIS PROCEEDING, WHAT IS THE 

MBM ORDER? 

Direct Testimony of Laura K. Beauchamp, generally. 

10 Direct Testimony of Daniel C. Boratko, generally. 

1983 General Order at 4. 

6 

IQ

L...

10

ll

12

13

14

17

18

19

Q13.

Q14.

Q15.

0

in

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimon) of John A. Chapman

by Company witness Ms. Bcauchampg and the economic analysis and assumptions offered

by Comparty witness Mr. Boratkow

DO YOU BELIEVE THAT ELL’S APPLICATION IN THIS PROCEEDING

MEETS THE FILING REQUIREMENTS SET FORTH IN THE 1983 GENERAL

ORDER?

I do.

DOES THE 1983 GENERAL ORDER OUTLINE ANY ADDITIONAL

REQUIREMENTS INCUMBENT UPON ELL RELATED TO ITS APPLICATION

IN THIS PROCEEDING?

Yes. Should the Commission apprme ELL's Application to initiate the Uprate Project.

1-ILL “shall notify the Commission immediately when it is determined that project or

contract costs will exceed that stated in the application or the completion date for

commercial operation is extended?" 1 recommend that such requirement as stated in the

1983 General Order be adopted as part ofthe monitoring plan that 1 am proposing for ELL

in this proceeding related to the Uprate Project as discussed later in Section 111 olimy

Iestimon).

TURNING NOW TO OTHER COMMISSION ORDERS POTENTIALLY

RELEVANT TO ELL’S APPLICATION IN THIS PROCEEDING, WHAT IS THE

MBM ORDER?

Direct Testimony <>fLauru K. Bcanchamp. generally.

Direct Testimony of Daniel C. Boralko. generally.

1983 General Order at 4.
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The Commission's MBM Order requires electric utilities subject to the Commission's 

jurisdiction to "employ a market-based mechanism [(e.g., a Request for Proposals or 

RFP")] to support the addition of generating capacity intended to serve LPSC­ 

jurisdictional retail customers, whether through the construction of that capacity, the 

acquisition of that capacity, or the contracting for that capacity through a Purchase Power 

Agreement (PPA". 

7 Q16. DOES THE MBM ORDER PROVIDE FOR ANY EXEMPTIONS? 

8 A. Yes. Per the terms of the MBM Order: 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 (b) modifications to an existing unit which expand the unit's capacity 
15 either by less than 10 percent or by less than 50 MW ...' 
16 
17 Q17. DO YOU BELIEVE THAT THE SCOPE OF THE UPRATE PROJECT AS 

2. The following generating capacity investments or contracts do not 
require the formal use of a market-based mechanism: 

18 

19 

20 A. 

21 

22 

24 

REPRESENTED BY ELL IN ITS APPLICATION IN THIS PROCEEDING 

QUALIFIES FOR EXEMPTION FROM THE MBM ORDER? 

I do. The scope of the Uprate Project as represented by ELL in its Application in this 

proceeding would qualify for exemption from the MBM Order pursuant to Paragraph 2(b) 

of the MBM Order as stated in the previous question. The Uprate Project as proposed 

would provide an additional 45 MWe of unit capacity (less than 50 MW) and with an 

existing capacity of 1,150 MWe. the proposed modifications to the existing Waterford 3 

2 Attachment (Rules) to the MBM Order at 3. 

Id 

7 
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The Commission's MBM Order requires electric utilities subject to the Commission’s

jurisdiction to “employ a market-based mechanism [(e.g.. a Request for Proposals or

“RFP"‘)] to support the addition of generating capacity intended to serve LPSC-

jurisdictional retail customers, whether through the construction of that capacit§, the

acquisition of that capacity. or the contracting for that capacit§ through a Purchase Power

Agreement ("‘PPA").”

DOES THE MBM ORDER PROVIDE FOR ANY EXEMPTIONS?

Yes. Per the terms nfthe MBM Order:

2. The following generating capacity investments or contracts do not

require the formal use ofa market-based mechanism:

(b) modifications to an existing unit which expand the unit's capacity
either by less than 10 percent or by less than 50 MW ...”

DO YOU BELIEVE THAT THE SCOPE OF THE UPRATE PROJECT AS

REPRESENTED BY ELL IN ITS APPLICATION IN THIS PROCEEDING

QUALIFIES FOR EXEMPTION FROM THE MBM ORDER?

I do. The scope of the Uprate Project as represented by ELL in its Application in this

proceeding would qualify for exemption from the MBM Order pursuant to Paragraph 2(b)

of the MBM Order as stated in the previous question. The Uprate Project as proposed

would provide an additional 45 MWC of unit capacity (lcss than 50 MW) and with an

existing capacity of 1.150 MWe. the proposed modifications to the existing Waterford 3

Attachment (Rules) to the MBM Order at 3.

Id
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unit resulting from the Uprate Project proposed by ELL would be less than 10% (115 

MWe) of the unit's existing capacity. 

Accordingly, if the Uprate Project is certified, ELL retains the obligation to prudently 

implement, construct. and manage the resource consistent with the objective to provide 

reliable service at the lowest reasonable cost. 

Yes. Paragraph 6 states that: 

Any capacity investment exempt from the market-based mechanism must 
be supported with the appropriate justification at the time the utility seeks 
Commission approval or rate recovery for that investment. For any such 
exempt capacity addition or PPA, the utility retains the obligation to 
prudently implement, construct and/or manage the resource consistent 
with the objective to provide reliable service at the lowest reasonable 
cost.' 

3 Q18. DOES THE MBM ORDER ADDRESS A CONTINUING OBLIGATION OF 

PRUDENCE ASSOCIATED WITH AN EXEMPT CAPACITY PROCUREMENT? 4 

5 A. 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

15 

16 

17 Ill. MONITORING PLAN 

18 Q19. IS ELL PROPOSING ANY MONITORING PLAN ASSOCIATED WITH THE 

19 

20 A. 

UPRATE PROJECT? 

No. ELL does not propose or offer for Commission consideration any construction, cost, 

21 or prudence monitoring plan in either its Application or Direct Testimony in this 

22 proceeding. 

23 Q20. DO YOU RECOMMEND THAT THE COMMISSION IMPOSE UPON ELL A 

24 MONITORING AND REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR THE UPRATE 

25 PROJECT? 

4 Attachment (Rules) to the MBM Order at 4 (emphasis added). 
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unit resulting from the Uprate Project proposed by ELL would be less than 10% (115

MWe) ofthe unit's existing capacity.

Q18. DOES THE MBM ORDER ADDRESS A CONTINUING OBLIGATION OF

PRUDENCE ASSOCIATED WITH AN EXEMPT CAPACITY PROCUREMENT?

A. Yes. Paragraph 6 states that:

Any capacity investment exempt from the market-based mechanism must

be supported with the appropriatejustification at the time the utility seeks

Commission approx al or rate recovery for that investment. For any such

exempt capacity addition or PPA. the utility retains the obligation to

prudently implement, construct and/or manage the resource consistent

with the objective to provide reliable service at the lowest reasonable

cost.”

Accordingly, if the Uprate Project is certified, ELL retains the obligation to prudently

implement. construct, and manage the resource consistent with the objective to provide

reliable service at the lowest reasonable cost.

III. MONITORING PLAN

Q19. IS ELL PROPOSING ANY MONITORING PLAN ASSOCIATED VVITH THE

UPRATE PROJECT?

A. No. ELI. does not propose or offer for Commission consideration any construction, cost,

or prudence monitoring plan in either its Application or Direct Testimony in this

proceeding.

Q20. DO YOU RECOMMEND THAT THE COMMISSION IMPOSE UPON ELL A

MONITORING AND REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR THE UPRATE

PROJECT?

'4
Attachment (Rules) to the MBM Order at 4 (emphasis added).
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Yes. I recommend that the Commission impose upon ELL a formal monitoring and 

reporting requirement as a condition of any approval granted in this proceeding. 

WHAT IS THE BASIS FOR RECOMMENDING A MONITORING PLAN? 

My recommendation is grounded in three factors. 

First, all cost estimates provided by ELL for the Uprate Project are Class 5 

estimates, which by definition carry a wide range of potential cost variance. 

Second, the 1983 General Order requires utilities to notify the Commission when 

project costs are expected to exceed those presented in an application or when completion 

schedules materially change. 

Third, the Commission has previously required periodic reporting and ongoing 

oversight in certification proceedings involving projects with material cost and execution 

risk, consistent with prior Staff testimony regarding construction reporting requirements in 

other recent ELL dockets. 

WHAT SPECIFIC REPORTING REQUIREMENTS DO YOU RECOMMEND? 

I recommend that ELL be required to file quarterly monitoring reports with the 

Commission for the duration of the Uprate Project. At a minimum, those reports should 

include: 

I. Updated project cost estimates by major component; 

2. Identification of the current estimate classification (e.g., Class 5, Class 4, Class 3); 

3. A comparison of updated projected costs to the original estimates presented in this 

proceeding; 

4. An updated project schedule, including milestone completion status; 

5. Identification of any material scope changes or newly identified risks; and, 
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Yes. 1 recommend that the Commission impose upon l:'LL a formal monitoring and

reporting requirement as a condition of any approval granted in this proceeding.

WHAT IS THE BASIS FOR RECOMMENDING A MONITORING PLAN?

My recommendation is grounded in three factors.

First. all cost estimates provided by ELL for the Uprate Project are Class 5

estimates, which by definition carry a wide range ofpotential cost variance.

Second, the 1983 General Order requires utilities to notify the Commission when

project costs are expected to exceed those presented in an application or xx hen completion

schedules materially change.

Third. the Commission has previousl§ required periodic reporting and ongoing

oversight in certification proceedings involving projects with material cost and execution

risk. consistent with prior Staff testimony regarding construction reporting requirements in

other recent ELL dockets.

WHAT SPECIFIC REPORTING REQUIREMENTS DO YOU RECOMMEND?

1 recommend that ELI, be required to file quarterly monitoring reports with the

Commission for the duration of the Uprate Project. At a minimum. those reports should

include:

Updated project cost estimates by major component;

2. Identification ofthe current estimate classification (e.g.. Class 5, Class 4. Class 3):

3. A comparison of updated projected costs to the original estimates presented in this

proceeding;

4. An updated project schedule, including milestone completion status;

5. Identification ofany material scope changes or newly identified risks; and,
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6. Whether the scope, design, or operating assumptions of the Uprate Projects have 

changed from what was originally estimated by ELL in its Application in a manner that 

affects Waterford 3's licensed thermal power or other NRC-regulated parameters such 

that ELL would be required to seek additional NRC review or approval to complete the 

Uprate Project. 

These reports should be informational and shall not be construed as a finding of prudence 

or approval of incurred costs. Nothing in such reports shall limit the Commission's 

authority to disallow costs determined to be imprudent. 

DO YOU RECOMMEND ANY SPECIFIC COST OVERRUN TRIGGERS'! 

Yes. Because ELL has provided only Class 5 estimates in this proceeding. I recommend in 

each quarterly report that if the projected total costs of the Uprate Project exceed the Class 

5 estimates presented by ELL in its Application in this proceeding by more than 30% 

(consistent with a Class 3 estimate accuracy range of -20%/ +30%), ELL be required, as 

part of its next quarterly report, to file a written justification explaining whether 

continuation of the Uprate Project remains reasonable and/or whether the Uprate should be 

modified, deferred, or cancelled before incurring significant additional costs. 

WHY IS A CLASS 3-BASED TRIGGER APPROPRIATE? 

A Class 3 estimate represents a materially higher level of engineering definition and cost 

certainty than a Class 5 estimate. Using a Class 3-based threshold ensures that the 

Commission's review is informed by more reliable information while still providing an 

opportunity to reassess the Uprate Project before costs escalate beyond reasonable bounds. 

DO YOU ALSO RECOMMEND A FINAL PRUDENCE REVIEW? 
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6, Whether the scope, design, or operating assumptions of the Uprate Projects have

changed from what was originally estimated by ELL in its Application in a manner that

affects Waterford 3‘s licensed thermal power or other NRC-regulated parameters such

that ELL would be required to seek additional NRC review or approval to complete the

Uprate Project.

These reports should be informational and shall not be construed as a finding ofprudence

or approval of incurred costs. Nothing in such reports shall limit the Commissions

authority to disallow costs determined to be imprudent.

DO YOU RECOMMEND ANY SPECIFIC COST OVERRUN TRIGGERS?

Yes. Because ELL has provided only Class 5 estimates in this proceeding, I recommend in

each quarterly report that if the projected total costs olithe Uprate Project exceed the Class

5 estimates presented by ELL in its Application in this proceeding by more than 30%

(consistent with a Class 3 estimate accuracy range of -20% / +30%), ELL be required, as

part of its next quarterly report. to file a written justification explaining whether

continuation of the U prate Project remains reasonable and/or whether the Uprate should be

modified, deferred, or cancelled before incurring significant additional costs.

VVHY IS A CLASS 3—BASED TRIGGER APPROPRIATE?

A Class 3 estimate represents a materially higher level of engineering definition and cost

certainty than a Class 5 estimate. Using a Class 3-based threshold ensures that the

Commission’s review is informed by more reliable information while still providing an

opportunity to reassess the Uprate Project before costs escalate beyond reasonable bounds.

DO YOU ALSO RECOMMEND A FINAL PRUDENCE REVIEW?

10
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Yes. I recommend that the Commission conduct a prudence review of the Uprate Project 

upon completion. Such a review should evaluate whether the Uprate was implemented in 

a reasonable and prudent manner. consistent with the representations made by ELL in this 

proceeding, the requirements of the 1983 General Order, and the Commission's general 

ratemaking standards. ELL should make a filing to support the prudence of its planning, 

construction, and implementation of the Uprate Project within 6 months of the completion 

of the Uprate. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

A. 

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Based on my review of the record in this proceeding, I make the following 

recommendations: 

1. The Commission find that ELL, with respect to the proposed Uprate Project as 

represented in its Application in this proceeding, has complied with, or is not in 

conflict with, the provisions of the 1983 General Order or the MBM Order. 

2. The Commission should require ELL to comply with a formal monitoring and 

reporting plan for the Uprate Project, including quarterly reports and cost-overrun 

16 

17 

18 

justification triggers, as discussed in Section III above. 

3. The Commission should expressly require a prudence review of the Uprate Project 

upon completion, as discussed in Section HI above. 
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Yes. I recommend that the Commission conduct a prudence review of the Uprate Project

upon completion. Such a review should evaluate whether the Uprate was implemented in

a reasonable and prudent manner. consistent with the representations made by ELL in this

proceeding. the requirements of the 1983 General Order, and the Commission's general

ratemaking standards. ELL should make a filing to support the prudence of its planning,

construction, and implementation ofthe Uprate Project within 0 months ofthe completion

of the Uprate.

IV. CONCLUSIONS ANI) RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on my review of the record in this proceeding. I make the following

recommendations:

1. The Commission find that ELL, with respect to the proposed Uprate Project as

represented in its Application in this proceeding, has complied with. or is not in

conllict with. the provisions ofthc 1983 General Order or the MBM Order.

2. The Commission should require ELL to comply with a formal monitoring and

reporting plan for the Uprate Project. including quarterly reports and cost-overrun

justification triggers. as discussed in Section III aboye.

3. The Commission should expressly require a prudence review ofthe Uprate Project

upon completion. as discussed in Section 111 above.

11
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PROFESSIONAL EDUCATIONAL AND YOUR DISCUSS PLEASE 

BACKGROUND. 

My name is R. Lane Sisung. I am President of United Professionals Company, LLC 

(UPC"), My business address is 3850 North Causeway Boulevard, Suite 1930, Metairie, 

Louisiana 70002. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT, TITLE, AND 

BUSINESS ADDRESS. 

Q2. 

QI. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

2 

3 

4 A. 

9 A. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 Q3. 

22 A. 

23 

I hold a Bachelor of Science degree in Accounting from Louisiana State University in 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana, and I sat for and passed the Certified Public Accounting 

Examination. I attended Loyola School of Law, where I was a member of the Law Review 

and received my Juris Doctor degree. I then furthered my legal and accounting education 

at the University of Florida where I received an LL.M. in Tax Law. I am a fully licensed 

General Securities Representative (Series 7), General Securities Principal (Series 24), 

Options Principal (Series 4), Financial and Operations Principal (Series 27), and Registered 

Investment Adviser (Series 65). I am a member of the Society of Utility Regulatory 

Financial Analysts, by which I have been qualified as a Certified Rate of Return Analyst 

(CRRA"). I have over thirty years of experience in working on financial, regulatory, real 

estate, and investment transactions. My current primary endeavor is managing and 

providing regulatory consulting and expert witness services for UPC. 

PLEASE BRIEFLY DESCRIBE YOUR PRIOR REGULATORY EXPERIENCE. 

I have provided consulting and expert witness services in numerous regulatory matters for 

state regulators and at proceedings at the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
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20

21

Q1.

Q2.

Q3.

I. INTRODUCTION

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAIVIE, PLACE OF EJVIPLOYMENT, TITLE, AND

BUSINESS ADDRESS.

My name is R. Lane Sisung. I am President of United Professionals Company, LLC

(_"‘UPC“). My business address is 3850 North Causeway Boulevard, Suite 1930, Metairie,

Louisiana 70002.

PLEASE DISCUSS YOUR EDUCATIONAL AND PROFESSIONAL

BACKGROUND.

I hold a Bachelor of Science degree in Accounting from Louisiana State University in

Baton Rouge, Louisiana, and I sat for and passed the Certified Public Accounting

Examination. I attended Loyola School ofLaw, where I was a member ofthe Law Review

and received my Juris Doctor degree. I then furthered my legal and accounting education

at the University ofFlorida where Ireceived an LL.M. in Tax Law. I am a fully licensed

General Securities Representative (Series 7), General Securities Principal (Series 24),

Options Principal (Series 4), Financial and Operations Principal (Series 27). and Registered

Investment Adviser (Series 65). I am a member of the Society of Utility Regulatory

Financial Analysts, by which I have been qualified as a Certified Rate of Return Analyst

(“CRRA""). I have m er thirty years ofcxperiencc in working on financial, rcgulatoty, real

estate, and investment transactions. My current primary endeavor is managing and

providing regulatory consulting and expert witness services for UPC.

PLEASE BRIEFLY DESCRIBE YOUR PRIOR REGULATORY EXPERIENCE.

I have provided consulting and expert witness services in numerous regulatory matters for

state regulators and at proceedings at the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
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(FERC"), including rate determinations, mergers and acquisitions, prudence 

determinations, generator certifications, transmission certifications, tax matters, sale­ 

leaseback transactions, forensic investigations, revenue requirements, storm damage cost 

recovery, and other general rulemaking matters. Attached as Exhibit RLS-001 is an 

illustrative list of the utility regulatory dockets in which I have provided services. In 

addition to working on specific dockets, I am also currently advising the Louisiana Public 

Service Commission (Commission" or "LPSC) in matters related to the participation by 

its regulated electric utilities in the Midcontinent Independent System Operator, Inc. 

(MISO") and Southwest Power Pool, Inc. (SPP") Regional Transmission Organizations 

(RTO9") 

ON WHOSE BEHALF ARE YOU APPEARING IN THIS DOCKET? 

I am appearing on behalf of the Commission Staff (Staff). 

WHY ARE YOU SUBMITTING THIS DIRECT TESTIMONY? 

UPC was retained by the Commission to review an application (the "Application") filed 

by Entergy Louisiana, LLC (ELL" or the "Company") in accordance with the 

Commission's General Order dated September 20, 1983 (the .. I 983 General Order")' 

seeking certification of, and approval for, ELL's proposal to conduct an uprate (the 

Uprate" or "Uprate Project") at the Company's Waterford 3 Steam Electric Station 

(Waterford 3" or the "Plant") located in Killona, Louisiana. Additionally, ELL is 

requesting that the Commission determine that the costs associated with the Uprate Project 

LPSC General Order dated September 20, 1983 (/n re: in the Matter of the Expansion of Utility Power Plant 
Proposed Certification of New Plant by the LPSC, as amended by General Order (Corrected) in Docket No. R­ 
30517 (/ re: Possible modifications to the September 20, 1983 General Order to allow (1) for more 
expeditious certifications of limited-term resource procurements and (2) an exemption for annual and seasonal 
liquidated damages to block energy purchases) dated May 27, 2009 
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("Fl-JRC"), including rate determinations, mergers and acquisitions, pnidence

detemiinations: generator certifications, transmission certifications, tax matters, sale-

leaseback transactions. forensic investigations, revenue requirements, storm damage cost

recovery, and other general rulemaking matters. Attached as Exhibit RLS-001 is an

illustrative list of the utility regulatory dockcts in which I have provided services. In

addition to working on specific dockets, lam also currently advising the Louisiana Public

Service Commission (“Commission" or “LPSC“') in matters related to the participation by

its regulated electric utilities in the Midcontinent Independent System Operator, lnc.

(“M150”) and Southwest Power Pool, Inc. ("SPP”) Regional Transmission Organizations

(“RTOs").

ON WHOSE BEHALF ARE YOU APPEARING IN THIS DOCKET?

I am appearing on behalf ofthe Commission Staff (“Stat't“).

VVHY ARE YOU SUBMITTING THIS DIRECT TESTIIVIONY?

UPC was retained by the Commission to review an application (the "‘Application"') tiled

by Entergy Louisiana, LLC ("ELL"' or the “Company”) in accordance with the

Commission's General Order dated September 20, i983 (the "1983 General Order")1

seeking certification of, and approval for, ELL’s proposal to conduct an uprate (the

“Upratc" or “Uprate Project") at the Company’s Waterford 3 Steam Electric Station

(“Waterford 3” or the "Plant") located in Killona, Louisiana. Additionally, ELL is

requesting that the Commission determine that the costs associated with the Uprate Project

LPSC General Order dated September 20, 1983 (In re 171 [he Mailer nfthe Expansion nf L’n‘ligr I’ower Plan!

Pmpnrzri (.'er'tzfi(‘am1n 0f;\'ew Plant by the LPSC). as amended by General Order (Corrected) in Docket No. R-

30517 (In re:.'Pos_\ib1enzodyiratiom-In the September 20, I983 GeIxeraI0rzIar1o z1[h2w(I)firrmore

expeilizintis t‘ert1fiz'utm1z.\‘ afIzmiIezI—1£'rm rexource p7'0um'm€nl.»‘ and (2; an exmnpmm fiyr annual and .$L’(LVmaI

liquidated damages in block Elxergt purchuws) dated May 27, 2009.
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are deemed eligible for recovery through the Additional Capacity Mechanism (ACM") as 

part of ELL's Formula Rate Plan (FRP"), with the Commission expressly making such 

authorization despite the Uprate Projects' projected first-year non-fuel, retail revenue 

requirement being below the required S10 million floor. 

5 Q6. SPECIFICALLY, WHAT IS ELL REQUESTING IN THE APPLICATION? 

6 A. ELL's Application includes several substantive prayers for relief, which I summarize as 

7 

8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
I5 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

follows: 

o Find that the Uprate Project serves the public convenience and necessity, is 
in the public interest, and is therefore prudent, in accordance with the 
Commission's 1983 General Order. (Prayer for Relief 1) 

o Find that, with respect to the Uprate Project, the Company has complied 
with, or is not in conflict with, the provisions of all applicable LPSC General 
Orders. (Prayer for Relief 2) 

o Find that the costs of the Uprate Project are eligible for recovery through 
the ACM in ELL's FRP and, further, that ELL is authorized to include the 
costs in its Additional Capacity Revenue Requirement even if the project's 
incremental annual revenue requirement is less than S10 million. (Prayer 
for Relief 3) 

21 
22 Q7. HOW IS STAFFS TESTIMONY STRUCTURED? 

23 A. Section llof my Direct Testimony discusses Waterford 3 and the proposed Uprate Project. 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Section III analyzes ELL's stated need for the capacity to be provided by the Uprate 

Project. Section IV evaluates the economic justification of ELL's proposed Uprate Project. 

Section V discusses the recovery method proposed by ELL to recover the costs of the 

Uprate Project. Finally, Section VI of my Direct Testimony summarizes my conclusions 

and recommendations. 
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are deemed eligible for recovery through the Additional Capacity Mechanism ("ACM") as

part of ELL‘s Fomiula Rate Plan ("FRP"‘)i with the Commission expressly making such

authorization despite the Uprzite Projects’ projected first-year non-fuel, retail revenue

requirement being below the required S 10 million floor.

SPECIFICALLY, WHAT IS ELL REQUESTING IN THE APPLICATION?

ELL’s Application includes several substantive prayers for relief, which I summarize as

follows:

0 Find that the Uprate Project serves the public Convenience and necessity, is

in the public interest, and is therefore prudent, in accordance with the

Commission‘: 1983 General Order. (Prayer for Relief 1)

0 Find that, with respect to the Uprate Project, the Company has complied

with, oi is not in conflict with, the provisions ofall applicable LPSC General

Orders. (Prayer for Relief 2)

0 Find that the costs of the Uprate Project are eligible for recovery through

the ACM in ELL’s FRP and, further, that ELL is authorized to include the

costs in its Additional Capacity Revenue Requirement even ifthe project's

incremental annual revenue requirement is less than S10 million. (Prayer

for Relief 3)

HOW IS STAFF’S TESTIMONY STRUCTURED?

Section ll ofniy Direct Testimony discusses Waterford 3 and the proposed Uprate Project.

Section III analyzes ELL‘s stated need for the capacity to be provided by the Uprate

Project, Section IV evaluates the eeoriomiejustifieation ofELL"s proposed Uprate Project.

Section V discusses the recovery method proposed by ELL to recover the costs of the

Uprate Project. Finally. Section VI of my Direct Testimony summarizes my conclusions

and recommendations.
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My colleague at UPC. Mr. Chapman. addresses m his Direct Testimony the LPSC Orders 

applicable to ELL's requests in this proceeding. as well as Staffs proposed monitoring 

plan related to the Uprate Project. 

WHAT DID YOU RELY ON IN PREPARING YOUR TESTIMONY? 

I reviewed and relied on ELL's filed Application and supporting exhibits, including the 

direct testimony and exhibits of the Company's four witnesses. I also reviewed and 

analyzed the information provided by ELL in response to numerous data requests 

propounded by Staff. 

II. WATERFORD 3 AND THE PROPOSED UPRATE PROJECT 

WHAT IS WATERFORD 3? 

Located on the Mississippi River in Killona, Louisiana (St. Charles Parish), Waterford 3 is 

a single unit, pressurized water reactor design (PWR") nuclear power plant that 

commenced commercial operations in September 1985. The Plant is owned by ELL and 

operated by an affiliate, Entergy Operations, Inc. ( .. EOI"). Waterford 3 currently has a 

maximum capacity of approximately 1,150 MW. The Plant's nuclear reactors were 

manufactured by Combustion Engineering (now Siemens Energy) and contains turbine 

generators manufactured by Westinghouse. Approximately 745 people are employed at 

Waterford 3. 

Entergy, "Waterford 3 Steam Electric Station," available at https://www.entergy.com/nuclear'waterford-3 (last 
visited Feb. 10, 2026) 
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My colleague at UPC, Mr. Chapman, addresses in his Direct Testimony the LPSC Orders

applicable to ELL’s requests in this proceeding, as well as Staffs proposed monitoring

plan related to the Uprate Project.

VVHAT DID YOU RELY ON IN PREPARING YOUR TESTINIONY?

I reviewed and relied on ELL's filed Application and supporting exhibits. including the

direct testimony and exhibits of the Company‘s four witnesses. I also reviewed and

analyzed the information provided by ELL in response to numerous data requests

propounded by Sta fl‘.

II. WATERFORD 3 AND THE PROPOSED UPRATE PROJECT

VVHAT [S WATERFORD 3?

Located on the Mississippi River in Killona, Louisiana (St. Charles Parish). Waterford 3 is

a single unit, pressurized water reactor design ("'PWR") nuclear power plant that

commenced commercial operations in September 1985. The Plant is owned by ELL and

operated by an affiliate, Entergy Operations, Inc. (“EOl"). Waterford 3 currently has a

maximum capacity of approximately 1,150 MW. The Plants nuclear reactors were

manufactured by Combustion Engineering (now Siemens Energy) and contains turbine

generators manufactured by Westinghouse. Approximately 745 people are employed at

Waterford 3 .2

Entergy, “V\'atcrfoni 3 Steam Electric Station." zn ailablc at htms. /wwwlenterzy cominuclear Waterford-3 (last

visited Feb. [0, 2026)
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A. Yes, extensively. The Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 created the Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission (NRC"), the independent federal agency with exclusive authority to license, 

regulate, and oversee the safety of commercial nuclear power plants in the United States. 

Prior to the NRC, the Atomic Energy Act of 1946 (and later the Atomic Energy Act of 

1954) vested this authority in the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC).' 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Q10. IS WATERFORD 3 SUBJECT TO ANY FEDERAL REGULATORY 

OVERSIGHT? 

8 QI1. IS WATERFORD 3 CURRENTLY LICENSED BY THE NRC? 

9 A. Yes. Waterford 3 was first issued an operating license by the NRC on March 16, 1985. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

This original operating license was a 40-year license and was set to expire on December 

18, 2024. However, the NRC issued (at ELL and EOI's request) a renewed license to 

Waterford 3 on December 27, 2018 that extended the Plant's licensure for an additional 20 

years. Waterford 3's NRC operating license is currently set to expire December 18, 2044.' 

14 Q12. IS THERE A CHANCE THAT WATERFORD 3 WILL OPERATE PAST 

15 

16 A. 

17 

DECEMBER 18, 20442 

Yes. ELL is currently considering a second license renewal (or "subsequent license 

renewal") for Waterford 3 that would be expected to extend the Plant's NRC operating 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, "History," https://www.nrc.gov/about-nr~history (last reviewed/updated 
Feb. 20, 2025, last accessed Feb. 10, 2026). 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, "Waterford Steam Electric Station, Unit 3," https://www.nrc.gov/info­ 
finder/reactors'wat3 (last reviewed May 6, 2022; last accessed Feb. 10, 2026) 
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Q10. [S VVATERFORD 3 SUBJECT TO ANY FEDERAL REGULATORY

OVERSIGHT?

A. Yes, extensix ely. The Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 created the Nuclear Regulatory

Commission (“NRC"), the independent federal agency with exelusi\e authority to license,

regulate, and oversee the safety ofcommercial nuclear power plants in the United States.

Prior to the NRC, the Atomic Energy Act of 1946 (and later the Atomic Energy Act of

1954) vested this authority in the Atomic Energy Commission ("‘AEC").3

Q] I. IS VVATERFORD 3 CURRENTLY LICENSED BY THE NRC?

A. Yes. Waterford 3 was first issued an operating license by the NRC on March 16, 1985.

This original operating license was a 40-year license and was set to expire on December

18, 2024. However, the NRC issued (at ELL and EOI’s request} a renewed license to

Waterford 3 on December 27. 2018 that extended the Plant’s licensure for an additional 20

years. Waterford 3’s NRC operating license is currently set to expire December 18, 2044.4

Q12. IS THERE A CHANCE THAT WATERFORD 3 VVILL OPERATE PAST

DECEMBER 18, 2044'.’

A. Yes. ELL is currently considering a second license renewal (or “subsequent license

renewal") for Waterford 3 that would he expected to extend the Plrtnt’s NRC operating

U.S Nuclear Regulatory Commission. "ltistory hngs.,/‘www nrc.geV/about-nrc history (lust renewed updated
Feb. 20. 2025, last accessed Feh. 10, 2026).

US. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, "Waterford Steam Electric Station, Unit 3,“ httgs: 'www.nrc.gov/int‘o—

finder/Icactors/Vvat3 (lust renewed May 6, 2022, lktst accessed Feb 10. 2026)

u.
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license for an additional twenty years to 2064. However, ELL has not yet commenced 

any work on an application for subsequent license renewal for Waterford 3.° 

3 QI3. IS THERE A LIMIT AS TO HOW MANY SUBSEQUENT LICENSE RENEWALS 

4 

5 

6 

7 

A. 

THE NRC MAY GRANT A NUCLEAR FACILITY? 

It is my understanding that neither the Atomic Energy Act nor the NRC's regulations 

impose a limit on the number of operating renewals that may be granted for a nuclear power 

plant.7 

8 Q14. ARE THE OWNERS AND OPERATORS OF NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

A. 

REQUIRED TO MEET CERTAIN CRITERIA IN ORDER TO MAINTAIN 

LICENSURE BY THE NRC? 

Yes, continuously. Like any other nuclear power plant in the United States, ELL and EOl 

as owner and operator of Waterford 3 must ensure that the Plant remains in constant 

compliance with the facility's operating license and technical specifications, as well as 

NRC regulations. The NRC maintains a rigorous inspection and oversight regime that 

includes on-site resident inspectors, routine inspections, special inspections, and 

performance-based reviews. Owners and operators of the facility must also maintain robust 

plant safety systems, education and training programs, reporting procedures, and 

emergency preparedness plans. 

Direct Testimony of Jason E. Willis at 5, 

ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-22 (attached as Exhibit RLS-002) 

Direct Testimony of Jason E. Willis at 5 (referencing the Atom Energy Aet of 1954) 
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license for an additional twenty years to 2064.5 However, ELL has not yet commenced

any work on an application for subsequent license renewal for Waterford 3.6

IS THERE A LIMIT AS TO HOW MANY SUBSEQUENT LICENSE RENEVVALS

THE NRC MAY GRANT A NUCLEAR FACILITY‘?

It is my understanding that neither the Atomic Energy Act nor the NR("s regulations

impose a limit on the number ofoperating renewals that may be granted for a nuclear power

plant."

ARE THE OVVNERS AND OPERATORS OF NUCLEAR POVVER PLANTS

REQUIRED TO MEET CERTAIN CRITERIA IN ORDER TO MAINTAIN

LICENSURE BY THE NRC?

Yes, continuously. Like any other nuclear power plant in the United States, ELL and E01

as owner and operator of Waterford 3 must ensure that the Plant remains in constant

compliance with the faei|i1y’s operating license and technical specifications, as well as

NRC regulations. The NRC maintains a rigorous inspection and oversight regime that

includes on-site resident inspectors, routine inspections, special inspections, and

performance»based reviews. Owners and operators ofthe fitcilitymust also maintain robust

plant safety systems, education and training programs. reporting procedures, and

emergency preparedness plans.

Direct Testimony oflason E. Willis 315.

ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-22 (attached as Exhibit RLS—l|l)2).

Direct Tesnvnony oflason E. W illis at 5 (referencing the Atomic Energy Act M1954)
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Q15. WHAT IS AN UPRATE? 

2 A. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

In this instance, an "uprate"generally refers to a set of upgrades or other modifications to 

an electric generator's plant equipment that are undertaken to increase the facility's 

electrical output. The NRC provides that there are three categories of uprates, and as 

explained later these uprates require a license amendment. 

First, are Measurement uncertainty recapture power uprates that increase output 

less than 2 percent and are achieved by implementing enhanced techniques for calculating 

reactor power. This involves the use of state-of-the-art feedwater flow measurement 

devices to more precisely measure feedwater flow, which is used to calculate reactor 

power. More precise measurements reduce the degree of uncertainty in the power level, 

which is used by analysts to predict the ability of the reactor to be safely shutdown under 

postulated accident conditions. 

Second, are Stretch power uprates that typically increase output up to 7 percent 

and are within the design capacity of the plant. The actual value of percentage increase in 

power a plant can achieve and stay within the stretch power uprate category is plant­ 

specific and depends on the operating margins included in the design of a particular plant. 

Stretch power uprates usually involve changes to instrumentation setpoints but do not 

involve major plant modifications. 

Third, are Extended power uprates that are greater than stretch power uprates and 

have been approved for increases in output as high as 20 percent. These uprates require 
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WHAT IS AN UPRATE?

In this instance, an "tiprate"‘ generally refers to a set of upgrades or other modifications to

an electric generators plant equipment that are undertaken to increase the facility"s

electrical output. The NRC provides that there are three categories of uprates, and as

explained later these uprates require a license amendment.

First. are Measurement uncertainty recapture power uprates that increase output

less than 2 percent and are achieved by implementing enhanced techniques for calculating

reactor power. This involves the Lise of state-of-the—art feedwater tlow measurement

devices to more precisely measure feedwater flow. which is used to calculate reactor

power. More precise measurements reduce the degree of uncertainty in the power level,

which is used by analysts to predict the ability oflhe reactor to be safely shutdown under

postulated accident conditions.

Second, Lire Stretch pawer uprates that typically increase output up to 7 percent

and are within the design capacity ofthe plant. The actual value ofpercernage increase in

power a plant can achieve and stay within the stretch power uprate category is plant-

specitlc and depends on the operating margins included in the design ofa particular plant.

Stretch power uprates usually involve changes to instrumentation setpoints but do not

involve major plant modifications.

Third, are Extended pnwer upratex that are greater than stretch power iiprates and

have been approved for increases in output as high as 20 percent. These uprates require



2 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

significant modifications to major balance-of-plant equipment such as the high-pressure 

turbines, condensate pumps and motors, main generators, and/or transformers. 

3 Q16. DESCRIBE ELL'S PROPOSED WATERFORD 3 UPRATE. 

4 A. As contemplated by ELL, the Uprate Project proposed for Waterford 3 would increase the 

5 

6 

7 

8 

electrical output of the facility by 45 MWe without increasing the MWt output (an 

efficiency uprate"). With a current net electrical output of approximately 1,150 MWe, 

ELL's proposed Uprate Project would increase the electrical output of Waterford 3 to 

nearly 1,200 MWe." 

9 Q17. WILL ELL BE REQUIRED TO SEEK NRC APPROVAL OR A LICENSE 

I0 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

A. 

9 

AMENDMENT TO IMPLEMENT THE WATERFORD 3 UPRATE PROJECT? 

According to ELL, as an efficiency uprate, the Uprate Project is not expected to require an 

amendment to Waterford 3's NRC operating license. ELL explains that when the NRC 

licenses a commercial nuclear power plant, it establishes limits on the maximum thermal 

power output of the reactor core, expressed in megawatts thermal (MWt").'' Any project 

that would increase the licensed thermal power level above the NRC-approved limit would 

require the plant owner to seek and obtain an NRC license amendment. 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, "Types of Power Uprates," 
https;//www.nrc.gov/reactors'operating licensing/power-uprates/type-power (last reviewed updated Mar. 10, 
2020; last accessed Feb. 10, 2026) (describing measurement uncertainty recapture, stretch, and extended power 
uprates) 

Application at 4. Further, MWe represents the net electrical power exported from a generating unit to the 
transmission system, measured at the generator terminals, or point of interconnection, and excludes power 
consumed by the plant's auxiliary equipment, 

Io Application at4 

MWt represents the thermal power generated in the reactor core, measured as heat output prior to conversion to 
electricity, and excludes any consideration of electrical generation or plant efficiency. 

8 

10

ll

12

13

14

15

16

Q16.

Q17.

ll

LPSC Docket No. U—37677

Direct Testimony ofR. Lane Sisung

significant modifications to major balance—of-plant equipment such as the high~pressure

turbines, condensate pumps and motors, main generators, and/or transfomiersg

DESCRIBE ELL’S PROPOSED WATERFORD 3 UPRATI-Z.

As contemplated by ELL, the Uprate Project proposed for Waterford 3 would increase the

electrical output of the facility by 45 MWe without increasing the MWI output (an

“efficiency uprate”).9 With a current net electrical output of approximately l,l50 MWe,

ELL’s proposed Uprate Project would increase the electrical output of Waterford 3 to

nearly 1,200 MWe.
m

VVILL ELL BE REQUIRED TO SEEK NRC APPROVAL OR A LICENSE

AMENDNIENT TO INIPLEMENT THE VVATERFORD 3 UPRATE PROJECT?

According to ELL, as an efficiency uprate, the Uprate Project is not expected to require an

amendment to Waterford 3’s NRC operating license. ELL explains that when the NRC

licenses 3 commercial nuclear power plant, it establishes limits on the maximum thermal

power output ofthe reactor core, expressed in megawatts thermal (“:\xlVVt")." Any project

that would increase the licensed thermal power level above the NRC-approved limit would

require the plant owner to seek and obtain an NRC license amendment.

US. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, “Types of Power Uprates."

https:/ ‘wvmnrirc.oov/reactorsfoperatina ‘licensina bow ei »ur7rates/rvpe-power (last re» ieu ed tipdatcd Mar, I0.

2020; last accessed Feb. to, 2026) (describing I‘n€ElS|lrCmCnl iincemiiiity recapture, stretch, and extended p0\’VCI‘

upi-ates)

Application at 4 Further. Mwe represents the net electrical power exported from a generating unit in the

transmission sy stem, measured at the generator temiinnls, 0| point of interconnection, and excludes pots er

consumed by the plants auxiliary equipment.

Application at 4

MWt represents the thermal povi er generated in the reactor core, measured as heat output prlnl’ to coniersion to

electricity, and excludes any consideration of electrical generation or plant efficiency.
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ELL represents that the Uprate Project is an efficiency uprate because electrical 

output would be achieved through improvements to secondary-side equipment. These 

improvements include more efficient turbine components and associated balance-of-plant 

upgrades that do not increase the licensed thermal power output of the reactor core. Based 

on that representation, ELL states that the Uprate Project is not expected to trigger the need 

for NRC approval or a license amendment because it does not increase licensed thermal 

power. 

8 Q18. HAS STAFF IDENTIFIED INFORMATION THAT SUPPORTS ELL'S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

A. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE NRC LICENSING FRAMEWORK? 

Yes. When the NRC licenses a commercial nuclear power plant, it sets a limit on the 

maximum heat output, or power level, of the reactor core.'' For Waterford 3, this limit is 

3,716 MWt' Any "uprate" that would cause Waterford 3 to exceed the limit of its NRC­ 

licensed maximum power level (i.e., 3,716 MWt would require ELL to apply for and 

receive an operating license amendment from the NRC. For example, the NRC would 

require ELL to seek approval before completing one of three types of typical power uprates 

designed to increase the maximum licensed thermal output of Waterford 3's nuclear 

reactor. These types of power uprates include measurement uncertainty recapture uprates 

(increases output less than 2%), stretch power uprates (increases output between 2% and 

Direct Testimony of Jason E. Willis at I1-12. Also, see ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-23 
(attached as Exhibit RLS-003) 

US. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, "Backgrounder on Power Uprates for Nuclear Plants" (Fact Sheet), 
https://wyww.nrc.gov'reading-mm doc-collections fact-sheets'power-uprates (last reviewed updated Jan. 12, 
2022; last accessed Feb. 10, 2026) (providing overview of NRC power uprates, including types, review process, 
and history of approved uprates) 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, "Waterford Steam Electric Station, Unit3," http://ww.nrc.gov/info­ 
finder/reactors/wat3 (last reviewed May 6, 2022; last accessed Feb. 10, 2026) 
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ELL represents that the Uprate Project is an efficiency uprate because electrical

output would be achieved through improvements to secondary-side equipment. These

improvements include more efficient turbine components and associated balance-of—pl:int

upgrades that do not increase the licensed thermal power output of the reactor core. Based

on that representation, ELL states that the Uprate Project is not expected to trigger the need

for NRC approval or a license amendment because it does not increase licensed thermal

power.”

Q18. HAS STAFF IDENTIFIED FORMATION THAT SUPPORTS ELL’S

DESCRIPTION OF THE NRC LICENSING FRAMEWORK?

A. Yes. When the NRC licenses a commercial nuclear power plant, it sets a limit on the

maximum heat output, or power level, oftlie reactor eore.” For Waterford 3, this limit is

3,716 MWL” Any “uprate” that would cause Waterford 3 to exceed the limit of its NRC-

licensed maximum power level (ie.. 3.716 MWt) would require ELL to apply for and

receive an operating license amendment front the NRC. For example, the NRC would

require ELL to seek approval before completing one efthree types oftypical power uprates

designed to increase the maximum licensed thermal output of Waterford 3's nuclear

reactor. These types of power uprates include measurement uncertainty recapture uprates

(increases output less than 2%), stretch power uprates (increases output between 2% and

‘I Direct Testimony of Jason E. Willis at ll—l2 Also, see ELL Response to Discovery Request Stuff 1 -23

Iattached as Exhibit RLS-003).

us Nuclear Reglllatoly ('0mtn1:‘s\0\'\, “Backgrounder on Power Uprates for Nuclear imms‘ (Fact Sheet),

https: Www.nre.°eV’rezidinv-term/doe-collections factesheets/uowenunrates (last re\'icwetl'updatcd Jan 12,

2022; last accessed Feb in, 2026) (providing (YVE‘I'\'iC\\ ofNRC power Ilprules, including types, IC\I€V\ process,

and history of approved uprates).

U.S Nuclear Regulatory Commission, "Waterford Steam Electric Station. Unit 3," hugs‘V/wi\ww.nrc.gov/info»

finder‘ reactors/wat3 (last reviewed .\/lay 6, 202"; last accessed Feb. 10, 2026)
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7%), and extended power uprates (increases output up to 20%).' As planned by ELL, the 

Uprate Project would constitute an "efficiency"uprate" and according to ELL would not 

result in an increase to Waterford 3's reactor power.' Rather, ELL intends to achieve an 

incremental 45 MWe of electrical output at Waterford 3 through the operation of more 

efficient low-pressure turbine rotors previously installed during the spring 2025 refueling 

outage as well as additional modifications to be undertaken during future refueling outages 

in the fall of 2026 and later in 2029 to support the new, more efficient low-pressure turbine 

rotors.' ELL contends that the increased output resulting from the Uprate Project will be 

within the design limits of Waterford 3 following the refueling outage scheduled for the 

fall of this year when the Uprate Project is placed in service." 

Despite identifying corroborating information, Staff has not independently 

evaluated whether implementation of the Uprate Project will require changes to NRC­ 

licensed thermal limits or other license conditions and relies on ELL's representations for 

purposes of this proceeding. Should the scope, design, or operating assumptions of the 

Uprate Project be different than represented or change in a manner that affects licensed 

thermal power or other NRC-regulated parameters, additional NRC review or approval 

could be required. 

Is U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, "Backgrounder on Power Uprates for Nuclear Plants" (Fact Sheet), 
https://www.nrc.gov'reading-rm'doc-collections fact-sheets'power-uprates (last reviewed updated Jan. 12, 
2022; last accessed Feb. 10, 2026) (providing overview of NRC power uprates, including types, review process, 
and history of approved uprates). 

I6 ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-23 (attached as Exhibit RLS-003). 

7 Direct Testimony of Jason E. Willis at9 

Id. at 11-13. 

I ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-23 (attached as Exhibit RLS-003). 
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1 7%). and extended power uprates (increases output up to 20%).” As planned by ELL, the

2 Uprate Project would constitute an “effleicncy" upratel“ and according to ELL would not

3 result in an increase to Waterford 3'5 reactor power.” Rather, ELL intends to achieve an

4 incremental 45 MWe of electrical output at Waterford 3 through the operation of more

5 efficient low-pressure turbine rotors previously installed during the spring 2025 refueling

6 outage as well as additional modifications to be undertaken during future refueling outages

7 in the fall of 2026 and later in 2029 to support the new, more efficient low-pressure turbine

8 rotors.“ ELL contends that the increased output resulting from the Uprate Project will be

9 within the design limits of Waterford 3 following the refueling outage scheduled for the

10 fall of this year when the Uprate Project is placed in service.”

11 Despite identifying corroborating information, Staff has not independently

12 evaluated whether implementation of the Uprate Project will require changes to NRC-

l3 licensed thermal limits or other license conditions and relies on ELL’s representations for

14 purposes of this proceeding. Should the scope, design, or operating assumptions of the

15 Uprate Project be different than represented or change in a manner that affects licensed

16 thermal power or other NRC-regulated parameters, additional NRC review or approval

17 could be required.

us Nuclear Regulatory Commission. "Backgrounder on Power Uprates for Nuclear Plants" (Fact sliceii,

https:/rwww nre. ov’readmo-rm/doc-collectionsffacvsheetslpower-unratcs (last reviewed. updated Jan. 12,

2027 ast ucccsscd l-‘eh. 10, 2026) (providing overxiew ofNRC power uplates, including types, review process.

and liistory ofapproved uprates),

'4 ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1 -23 [attached as Exhlbit RLS-003)

" Direct Testimony oflason E. Willis at 9

ll [d.ar11—13.

"' ELL Response to Discovery Request Stafl‘ 1-23 (attached as Exhibit RLS—003)
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Q19. CAN YOU GENERALLY DISCUSS THE SCOPE OF WORK ASSOCIATED 

2 WITH THE PROPOSED UPRATE PROJECT? 

3 A. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

IO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

I8 

19 

To be clear, the replacement of the three low-pressure turbine rotors that ELL completed 

at Waterford 3 during the refueling outage in spring of 2025 is not part of the scope of the 

proposed Uprate Project. Per ELL, these rotors had reached the end of their useful lives, 

and ELL would have replaced these three low-pressure turbine rotors at Waterford 3 even 

if it were not contemplating the Uprate Project." That said, the scope of the Uprate Project 

includes modifications to certain other equipment that ELL contends, along with the three 

newly-replaced low-pressure turbine rotors, will allow ELL to achieve an additional 45 

MWe of electrical output at Waterford 3, These modifications are scheduled to occur 

during two upcoming refueling outages. During refueling outage scheduled in the fall of 

this year, ELL intends to replace the turbine cooling water heat exchangers, stator cooling 

water skid, current transformer, and feedwater heater level control valve. Additionally, 

ELL will also work to increase the pressure for the generator cooling system and begin the 

MISO Definitive Planning Phase (DPP") Study necessary to increase ELL's right to inject 

additional energy from Waterford 3 onto the transmission grid. This scope of work is 

scheduled to be undertaken during the fall 2026 refueling outage should result in 40 MWe 

of the total 45 MWe electrical output being realized from the Uprate Project (the Phase I 

Upgrades").' 

20 ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-9 (attached as Exhibit RLS-004) 

21 Direct Testimony of Jason E. Willis at IH 
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Q19. CAN YOU GENERALLY DISCUSS THE SCOPE OF VVORK ASSOCIATED

\VITH THE PROPOSED UPRATE PROJECT?

A. To be clear. the replacement of the three low—pressure turbine rotnrs that ELL completed

at Waterford 3 during the refueling outage in spring of2025 is not part ofthe scope oftlie

proposed Uprate Project. Per ELL, thcse rotors had reached the end of their useful lives.

and ELL would have replaced these three low-pressure turbine rotors at Waterford 3 even

ifit were not contemplating the Uprate Project.2° That said. the scope ofthe Uprate Project

includes modifications to certain other equipment that ELL contends. along with the three

newly-replaced low-prcssure turbine rotors, will allow ELL to achieve an additional 45

MWe of electrical output at Waterford 3. These modifications are scheduled to occur

during two upcoming refueling outages. During refueling outage scheduled in the fall of

this year, ELL intends to replace the turbine cooling water heat exchangers, stator cooling

water skid, current transformer, and feedwater heater level control valve. Additionally,

ELL will also work to increase the pressure for the generator cooling system and begin the

MISO Definitive Planning Phase (“DPP”) Study necessary to increase ELL‘s right to inject

additional energy from Waterford 3 onto the transmission grid. This scope of Work is

scheduled to bc undertaken during the fall 2026 refueling outage should result in 40 MWe

oftlie total 45 MWe elcctrical output being realized from the Uprate Project (the “Phase 1

Upgrades”),2'

2“ F,LL Response to DISCOVCI)’ Request Staff1»9 (attached as E‘(l1il)tI RLS—00-'1)

Zl DirccrTestimon) oflason E. Willis at ll
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HOW AND WHEN DOES ELL INTEND TO REALIZE THE REMAINING 5 MWE 

ELECTRICAL OUTPUT RESULTING FROM THE UPRATE PROJECT? 

During the refueling outage scheduled during 2029, ELL intends to replace Waterford 3's 

high-pressure turbine inner casing to realize the remaining 5 MWe electrical output 

resulting from the Uprate Project (the "Phase 2 Upgrades"), The Company states that this 

scope of work is planned for the 2029 refueling outage to coincide with existing high­ 

pressure turbine inspection work already scheduled during that refueling outage that will 

require opening up the high-pressure turbine. 

HAS ELL PROVIDED COST ESTIMATES ASSOCIATED WITH THE UPRATE 

PROJECT? 

Yes, twice. ELL witness Jason Willis provided an itemized budget for the Uprate Project 

by component as HSPM Table I within his Direct Testimony. ELL then provided an 

itemized budget in response to a discovery request by Staff. The table below (Table RLS­ 

00I (HSPM)) incorporates both budgets provided by ELL: 

2 Id at 13. 

12 

10

ll

12

Q20.

Q21.
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HOW AND WHEN DOES ELL INTEND T0 REALIZE THE REMAINING 5 MVVE

ELECTRICAL OUTPUT RESULTING FRONT THE UPRATE PROJECT?

During tl1e refueling outage scheduled during 2029, ELL intends to replace Waterford 3’s

high-pressure turbine i11ner casing to realize the remaining 5 MWe electrical output

resulting from the Uprate Project (the “Phase 2 Upgrades"). The Company states that this

scope of work is planned for the 2029 refueling outage to coincide with existing high-

pressure turbine inspection work already scheduled during that refueling outage that will

require opening up the high-pressure turbine.”

HAS ELL PROVIDED COST ESTIMATES ASSOCIATED VVITH THE UPRATE

PROJECT?

Yes, twice. ELL witness Jason Willis provided an itemized budget for the Uprute Project

by component as I'lSPM Table l within his Direct Testimony. ELL then provided an

itemized budget in response to a discovery request by Staff. The table below (Table R].S-

00l (HSPM)) incorporates both budgets proxided by l-ILL:

Id at 13.
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Table RLS-001 (HSPM) 
Source 

"As O Date 

Direct Testimony 
of Jason Willis at 
14 (HSPM Table 1) 
June 2025 

ELL Response to 
Data Request 
staff 1-83 
November 17, 
2025 

Poiec Component 1 Cos($MM) ] Cos($Mo) ] 
Turbine Cooling Water Heat 
Exchany;er Replacement 
Stator Cooling Water Skid 
Replacement 
Increase Hydrogen Pressure 
Current Transformer 
Replacement 
Feedwater Heater Level Control 
Valve Replacement 
HP Turbine Inner Casing 
Replacement 
MISO DPP Application Fee 
Total 

Transmission Upgrades (Staff 1­ 
12) 

MISO ERIS Upgrades 
MISO NRIS Upgrades 

- 
Not Yet Identified 
Not Yet Identified 

- 

I 
2 022. DO THE ABOVE ITEMIZED BUDGETS PRESENTED IN TABLE RLS-001 HSPM 

3 AND OFFERED BY ELL REPRESENT A CERTAIN COST ESTIMATE? 

4 A. Yes. All of these costs are Class 5 estimates (-50% to +100%). 

5 Q23. WHAT TYPES OF COSTS ARE INCLUDED WITHIN EACH OF THESE 

6 PROJECT COMPONENTS? 

7 A. 

8 

ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff I-8 and Attachments (attached as Exhibit RLS-005). 

ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-12 (attached as Exhibit RLS-006) 

ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-8 and Attachments (attached as Exhibit RLS-005). 

13 

oc
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Table RLS~001(HSPM)
_

Source Direct Testimony ELL Respunse to

of Jason Willis at Data Request

14 (HSPM Table 1) Staff 1-8“

"As Of" Date June 2025 November 17,

2025
_

Project Component Cost ($MM) Cost (SMM)

Turbme Coolmg Water Heat - I -

Exchanger Replacement

Stator coohng Water Skid - -

Replacement
7

Increase Hydrogen Pressure I
Curran! Transformer a -

Remacement

Feedwater Heater Level Comm! - -

Valve Remacement

HP Turbmelnner Casing - -

Replacement
V

MISO opp Application Fee - I
mau 1 —

Transmission Upgrades (Staff 1-

mu
NIISO ERWS Upgrades Not Vet wdentifled -

MISO NRIS Upgrades \ Not Yet Identified -_

Q22. DO THE ABOVE [TED/IIZED BUDGETS PRESENTED IN TABLE RLS-0011-[SPM

AND OFFERED BY ELL REPRESENT A CERTAIN COST ESTIMATE?

A. Yes. All of these costs are Class 5 estimates (-50% I0 +100“/11).“

VVHAT TYPES OF COSTS ARE INCLUDED VVITHIN EACH OF THESE

PROJ ECT COMPONENTS‘?

/

ELL Response to Dtscmcry Request sun‘ 1—8 and Annclnnenrs (attached as Exlnbxl mseous)

1* ELL Response in Discovery Request Snuff l—12 (unachcd as Fxhibn RLS—l)l)(>)

2‘ ELL Response to DISCOVCYY RcqucstS1af{1—?$and Atmch|nents(aIwcl1ed as Exh1b1tRLS—005)

13
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2 

3 Q24. DO ANY OF THE ESTIMATED COSTS INCLUDED IN THE ITEMIZED 

4 BUDGETS CONTAIN A CONTINGENCY? 

5 A. ELL has stated that the only contingency included is an approximate[ related to 

6 the Current Transformer Replacement project component.' 

7 Q25. HAS ELL INDICATED WHETHER THE UPRATE PROJECT WILL BE 

8 PERFORMED BY COMPANY PERSONNEL OR OUTSIDE CONTRACTORS? 

9 A. ELL has indicated that most of the work will be performed by outside contractors, with 

10 some tasks being performed by Waterford 3 employees. ELL further states that all work 

I will be overseen by Company personnel. 

26 Al 

27 Id 

28 Direct Testimony of Jason E. Willis at 15 

14 
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1

2 —"

3 Q24. DO ANY OF THE ESTIMATED COSTS IVCLUDED IN THE ITEMIZED

4 BUDGETS CONTAIN A CONTINGENCY?

5 A. ELL has stated that the only contingency included is an approximate— related to

6 the Current Transfomier Replacement pruject componentrlw

7 Q25. HAS ELL INDICATED WHETHER THE UPRATE PROJECT VVILL BE

8 PERFORMED BY COMPANY PERSONNEL OR OUTSIDE CONTRACTORS?

9 A. ELL has indicated that most ()l‘ll1€ vmrlx \\'ill be perlbmied by outside contractors, with

I0 some tasks being pcrfonned by Waterfurd 3 cmployccs. ELL fimhcr states that all work

l l will be overseen by Company personnel?‘

3” Id

'11

3* Du-cct lcsuumny :>fJa:un E V‘/lllls at 15



these costs could ultimately increase or decrease as the Phase I study released by MISO at 

the time was a draft and the process was not yet complete.' 

Mr. Willis stated in his Direet Testimony that his cost estimates "do not account for any 

transmission upgrades that may be required for the uprate, but any such upgrades are 

believed at this time to be relatively minor." At the time of his Direct Testimony (July 

2025), Mr. Willis further stated the necessary transmission studies to be conducted by 

MISO to determine whether the uprated capacity at Waterford 3 would require a change to 

the facility's MISO interconnection were to begin in late August 2025 and he expected 

them to be completed by the end of the year." Since the filing of Mr. Willis's Direct 

for NRIS upgrades resulting from the Uprate Project. However, upgrades and 

Testimony, Staff issued a data request to ELL requesting "all updates on the status of the 

MISO Interconnection study related to the Uprate Project... [and] any known and 

necessary changes to the scope and estimated costs of the Uprate Project as a result of the 

MISO study."?' At that time (November 2025), ELL then responded that MISO had 

provided drat Phase 1 study results that estimated approximately[I tor ERIS 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

YOUR TABLE RLS-001 (HSPM) ABOVE INDICATES THAT THE ESTIMATED 

COSTS RELATED TO TRANSMISSION UPGRADES WERE NOT YET 

IDENTIFIED AS OF JUNE 25, 2025 BUT ESTIMATES ARE INCLUDED AS OF 

NOVEMBER 17, 2025. CAN YOU PLEASE ELABORATE? 

Q26. 

2 

3 

4 

5 A. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

I5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

29 Ad at 14 

0 Id at 16. 

ELL Response to Discovery Request Staff 1-12 (attached as Exhibit RLS-006). 

n Ad 
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l Q26. YOUR TABLE RLS-001 (I-ISPM) ABOVE INDICATES THAT THE ESTIMATED

2 COSTS RELATED TO TRANSMISSION UPGRADES VVERE NOT YET

3 IDENTIFIED AS OF JUNE 25, 2025 BUT ESTIMATES ARE INCLUDED AS OF

4 NOVEMBER 17, 2025. CAN YOU PLEASE ELABORATE?

5 A. Mr. Willis stated in his Direct Testimony that his cost estimates “do not account for any

6 transmission upgrades that may be required for the uprate, but any such upgrades are

7 believed at this time to be relatively minor.‘’” At the time of his Direct Testimony (July

8 2025), Mr. Willis further stated the necessary transmission studies to be conducted by

9 MISO to determine whether the uprated capacity at Waterford 3 would require a cliunge to

10 the facility‘s MISO interconnection were to begin in late August 2025 and he expected

11 them to be completed by the end of the year.” Since the filing of Mr. Willis‘s Direct

Testimony, Staff issued a data request to ELL requesting “all updates on the status of the

MISO Interconnection study related to the Uprate Project... [and] any known and

necessary changes to the scope and estimated costs of the Uprate Project as a result oftlie

15 MISO study.”'l' At that time (November 2025), ELL then responded that MISO had

16 provided draft Phase I study results that estimated approximately_for ERIS

17 upgradesand— for NRIS upgrades resulting from the Uprate Project. However,

18 these costs could ultimately increase or decrease as the Phase I study released by MISO at

l9 the time was a draft and the process was not yet C()l‘nplC[€.3Z

3” III. at 14

30 Id at 16.

3‘ ELL Response to Dl<COVCry Request Staff 1-12 (attached as E‘<hibit RLSA006)

"1 Id



As described in the Direct Testimony of ELL witness Ms. Beauchamp, ELL's projected 

well as the Company's planned deactivation of certain generating units and the upcoming 

expiration dates of existing PPAs currently utilized by the Company. Using ELL's 

Ill. ELL'S STATED NEED 

WHAT IS ELL'S PRIMARY JUSTIFICATION FOR PROPOSING THE UPRATE 

PROJECT? 

Spring Seasonal Accredited Capacity (SAC") by MISO, 

load (plus a planning reserve margin) exceeds the capacity of the Company's existing and 

LPSC-approved resources. This is exacerbated by the Company's need to serve several 

new high-profile loads that have been announced by the Company over the last year, as 

In his testimony, Mr. Chapman recommends that ELL be required to submit to a 

monitoring plan for the Uprate Project. Such plan should include ELL providing 

continuing updates of the costs as they are known by ELL, and if projected costs were to 

materially increase above the proposed estimate, ELL should provide a justification for the 

continuation of the project or the cancellation of the project. Further, to the extent 

additional costing information is available at the time ELL submits its Rebuttal Testimony 

in this proceeding, such information should be provided. 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

BASED ON THE WIDE RANGE OF COST UNCERTAINTY ASSOCIATED WITH 

A CLASS 5 LEVEL ESTIMATE, WHAT DO YOU RECOMMEND REGARDING 

THE COSTING OF THE PROPOSED UPRATE PROJECT? 

027. 

2 

3 

4 A. 
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10 

11 

12 028. 

I J 

14 A. 

15 

16 

17 

18 
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21 

n Direct Testimony of Laura K. Beauchamp Direct at 15 

16 
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I 1
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Q27.

Q28.
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BASED ON THE VVIDE RANGE OF COST UNCERTAINTY ASSOCIATED VVITI-I

A CLASS 5 LEVEL ESTIIVIATE, VVHAT DO YOU RECOIVINIEND REGARDING

THE COSTING OF THE PROPOSED UPRATE PROJECT?

In his testimony, Mr. Chapman recommends that ELL be required to submit to a

monitoring plan for the Uprate Project. Such plan should include ELL providing

continuing updates of the costs as they are known by ELL, and if projected costs were to

materially increase above the proposed estimate. ELL should provide ajustification for the

Continuation of the project or the cancellation of the project. Further, to the extent

additional costing information is available at the tune ELL submits its Rebuttal Testimony

in this procccding, such information should be provided.

III. El.L’S STATED NEED

VVHAT IS ELL’S PRIMARY JUSTIFICATION FOR PROPOSING THE UPRATE

PROJECT?

As described in the Direct Testimony of ELL witness Ms. Beauchamp. ELL’s projected

load (plus 21 planning reserve margin) exceeds the capacity nfthe Company’s existing and

LPSC—appro\'ed resources. This is exacerbated by the Compuny’s need to serve several

new high~protile loads that have been announced by the Company over the last year, as

well as thc Conipanyfis planned dcactivation of certain generating units and the upcoming

expiration dates of existing PPAS currently utilized by the Company.” Using ELL’s

Spring Seasonal Accredited Capacity ("S/\C”) by MISO,

Direct Testimony ofLiIura K. Bcauchamp Direct at 15.
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Further, and specific to the environmental 

attributes offered by nuclear generation, Ms. Beauchamp states that ELL's customers, 

especially in the large commercial and industrial sector, increasingly are seeking carbon­ 

free generation options to meet their planning objectives, as well as the desires of their own 

investors, customers, and the communities in the vicinity of their operations. Having this 

access to kind [sic] of clean energy will allow these customers to meet their own 

decarbonization and sustainability goals and encourage continued investment within the 

state of Louisiana."> Ms. Beauchamp finally asserts that, "Satisfying this demand is 

essential for fostering continued economic growth in Louisiana. Many businesses that are 

considering Louisiana as a possible location have sustainability goals. As a result, a 

prerequisite for such businesses locating in Louisiana is access to emission-free energy."> 

WHAT IS THE SCOPE OF ·NEED" THAT YOU ARE EVALUATING IN THIS 

PROCEEDING? 

In this proceeding, my evaluation of need is limited to whether ELL has demonstrated a 

need for approximately 45 MW of additional generating capacity, corresponding to the 

incremental output associated with the proposed Waterford 3 Uprate Project. I am not 

making a finding regarding ELL's broader long-term resource requirements beyond this 

Incremental amount. 

Id. at 16 

s Ad. at 20. 

16 Id 

17 
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‘ Further, and specific to the environmental

attributes offered by nuclear generation. Ms. Beauchainp states that “EI.L’s customers,

especially in the large commercial and industrial sector, increasingly are seeking carbon-

frec generation options to meet their planning objectives, as well as the desires ofthcir own

investors, customers, and the communities in the vicinity oftheir operations, Having this

access to kind [sic] of clean energy will allow these customers to meet their own

tlcearbonization and sustainability goals and encourage continued investment within the

312110 of Louisiana."'35 Ms. Beauchamp finally asserts that, “satisfyiitg this demand is

essential for fostering continued economic growth in Louisiana. Many businesses that are

considering Louisiana as a possible location have sustainability goals, As a result, a

prerequisite for such businesses locating in Louisiana is access to emission—frec cnergy."’3“

VVHAT IS THE SCOPE OF “lVEED" THAT YOU ARE EVALUATI G IN THIS

PROCEEDING?

In this proceeding. my evaluation of need is limited to whcther ELL has demonstrated a

need for approximately 45 MW 0|‘ additional generating capacity, corresponding to the

incremental output associated with the proposed Waterford 3 Uprate Project. I am not

making 21 finding regarding ELL’s broader long—tenn resource requirements beyond this

incremental amount.

Id at 16

In’ at 20.

Id

17



considerations. 

I view the need for an incremental 45 MW of capacity as a durable capacity need, rather 

than a temporary or short-term imbalance. The factors cited by ELL that contribute to this 

need extend beyond a single planning year and reflect ongoing capacity adequacy 

NEED? 

DO YOU VIEW THE NEED FOR 45 MW AS A SHORT-TERM OR LONG-TERM 

additional capacity does not depend on any single forecast, customer commitment, Or 

planning assumption. Rather, I find that the combined effect of multiple factors supports 

the existence of a reasonable need for this incremental amount of capacity. 

No. My conclusion that ELL has demonstrated a need for approximately 45 MW of 

IS YOUR FINDING OF NEED FOR 45 MW DEPENDENT ON ANY SINGLE 

LOAD FORECAST OR CUSTOMER ANNOUNCEMENT? 

retirements, and expiring contractual resources. 

Yes. Based on my review of ELL's testimony in this docket and my familiarity with ELL's 

recent certification proceedings, I find that ELL has identified a credible need for an 

incremental 45 MW of additional generating capacity to maintain system adequacy in light 

of projected load growth, announced large customer additions, planned generation 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

030. DO YOU AGREE THAT ELL HAS IDENTIFIED A NEED FOR THIS 

INCREMENTAL 45 MW OF ADDITIONAL CAPACITY? 2 

3 A. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 Q31. 

9 

10 A. 

11 

12 

13 

14 032. 

15 

16 A. 

17 

I8 

19 

20 Q33. DOES YOUR FINDING OF NEED FOR 45 MW RELY ON ASSUMPTIONS 

21 

22 A 

23 

ABOUT FUTURE CAPACITY MARKET PURCHASES? 

No. My determination that ELL has demonstrated a need for approximately 45 MW of 

additional capacity does not rely on the assumption that ELL will procure capacity through 

18 
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ll
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15

16

18
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Q32.

Q33.
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DO YOU AGREE THAT ELL HAS IDENTIFIED A NEED FOR THIS

INCREMENTAL 45 NIVV OF ADDITIONAL CAPACITY?

Yes. Based on my review ofELL’s testimony in this docket and my familiarity with ELL’s

recent certification proceedings. 1 find that ELL has identified a credible need for an

incremental 45 MW ofadditional generating capacity to maintain system adequacy in light

of projected load growth, announced large customer additions. planned generation

retirements, and expiring contractual resources.

IS YOUR FINDING OF NEED FOR 45 iVIVV DEPENDENT ON ANY SINGLE

LOAD FORECAST OR CUSTOIVIER ANNOUNCEIVIENT?

No. My conclusion that ELL has demonstrated a need for approximately 45 MW of

additional capacity does not depend on any single forecast, customer commitment, or

planning assumption. Rather, I find that the combined effect of multiple factors supports

the existence ofa reasonable need for this incremental amount of capacity.

DO YOU VIEW‘ THE NEED FOR 45 WVV AS A SHORT-TERM OR LONG-TERNI

NEED?

I View the need for an incremental 45 MW of capacity as a durable capacity need. rather

than a temporary or short-term imbalance. The factors cited by 1-ZLL that contribute to this

need extend beyond a single planning year and retlect ongoing capacity adequacy

considerations.

DOES YOUR FINDING OF NEED FOR 45 MVV RELY ON ASSUNIPTIONS

ABOUT FUTURE CAPACITY MARKET PURCHASES?

No. My detemtination that ELL has demonstrated a need for approximately 45 MW of

additional capacity does not rely on the assumption that ELL will procure capacity through

18
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future capacity market purchases. I evaluate need based on the requirement for physical 

generating capacity sufficient to reliably serve load, independent of short-term market 

transactons. 

4 Q34. DID YOU CONSIDER THE TECHNOLOGY OR FUEL TYPE OF THE 

5 

6 

7 A. 

8 

9 

10 

RESOURCE WHEN DETERMINING WHETHER THERE IS A NEED FOR 45 

MW? 

No. For purposes of determining need in this docket, my focus is limited to whether ELL 

requires an additional 45 MW of generating capacity, regardless of technology, ownership 

structure, or fuel type, Consideration of the appropriateness or desirability of a particular 

resource is addressed separately from the threshold question of need. 

11 Q35. WHAT IS YOUR OVERALL CONCLUSION REGARDING NEED IN THIS 

12 

13 A. 

14 

15 

16 

17 IV. 
18 

19 Q36. 

20 

21 A. 

22 

23 

DOCKET? 

I conclude that ELL has demonstrated a credible need for approximately 45 MW of 

additional generating capacity. This conclusion is limited to the existence of need for that 

incremental amount and does not prejudge whether the proposed Waterford 3 Uprate 

Project is the most appropriate, economical, or prudent means of meeting that need. 

EVALUATION OF THE ECONOMIC JUSTIFICATION OF THE PROPOSED 
UPRATE PROJECT 

CAN YOU DESCRIBE THE PURPOSE OF THE ECONOMIC TESTIMONY 

OFFERED BY ELL IN SUPPORT OF THE WATERFORD 3 UPRATE PROJECT? 

Yes. ELL witness Daniel Boratko explains that his testimony is intended to support ELL's 

Application by presenting the results of an economic analysis of the proposed Waterford 3 

Uprate Project. That analysis evaluates both the costs required to achieve an incremental 

19 
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future capacity market purchases. 1 evaluate need based on the requirement for physical

generating capacity sufficient to reliably serve load, independent of short-term market

transactions.

DID YOU CONSIDER THE TECHNOLOGY OR FUEL TYPE OF THE

RESOURCE VVHEN DETERMINING VVHETHER THERE IS A NEED FOR 45

MVV?

No. For purposes of determining need in this docket, my focus is limited to whether ELL

requires an additional 45 MW ofgerierating capacity, regardless oftechriology, ownership

structure. or fuel type. Consideration of the appropriateness or desirability ofa particular

resource is addressed separately from the threshold question of need.

VVHAT IS YOUR OVERALL CONCLUSION REGARDING NEED IN THIS

DOCKET?

I conclude that ELL has demonstrated a credible need for approxiinately 45 MW of

additional generating capacity. This conclusion is limited to the existence of need for that

incremental amount and does not prejudge whether the proposed Waterford 3 Uprate

Projcct is the most appropriate, ccoriomical. or prudent means ofmeeting that need.

EVALUATION OF THE ECONOMIC JUSTIFICATION OF THE PROPOSED

UPRATE PROJECT

CAN YOU DESCRIBE THE PURPOSE OF THE ECONOMIC TESTIMONY

OFFERED BY ELL IN SUPPORT OF THE WATERFORD 3 UPRATE PROJECT?

Yes. ELL witness Daniel Boratko explains that his testimony is intended to support ELL’s

Application by presenting the rcsults of an economic analysis of the proposed Waterford 3

Uprate Project. That analysis evaluates both the costs required to achieve an incremental
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45 MWe increase in output at Waterford 3 and the economic benefits that ELL contends 

its customers are projected to realize from that increase. 

HOW DOES ELL FRAME THE ECONOMIC QUESTION ASSOCIATED WITH 

THE UPRATE PROJECT? 

ELL frames the economic question as whether the incremental capacity and energy 

associated with a 45 MWe uprate at Waterford 3 produces net economic benefits for 

customers when compared to the costs required to implement the project. As explained by 

Mr. Boratko, ELL's analysis assesses whether implementing the Uprate is economically 

preferable to pursuing alternative sources of capacity that would otherwise be needed 

absent the Uprate Project. 

WHAT COSTS DOES ELL INCLUDE IN ITS ECONOMIC EVALUATION OF 

THE UPRATE PROJECT? 

According to Mr. Boratko, ELL's economic analysis includes the projected capital costs 

associated with the projects required to implement the 45 MWe Uprate, as well as the return 

of and on those capital expenditures. Mr Boratko states that these costs were provided by 

ELL's Nuclear organization and are summarized in Exhibit DCB-1 accompanying his 

testimony." 

7 Direct Testimony of Daniel C. Boratko at 3. 

8 Id. at 4,6 

» Id at 4 and Exhibit DCB-I(HSPM) 
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45 MWe increase in output at Waterford 3 and the economic benefits that ELL contends

its customers are projected to realize from that increase.”

HOW DOES ELL FRAME THE ECONOMIC QUESTION ASSOCIATED VVITH

THE UPRATE PROJECT?

ELL frames the economic question as whether the incremental capacity and energy

associated with a 45 MWe uprate at Waterford 3 produces net economic benefits for

customers when compared to the costs required to implement the project. As explained by

Mr. Boratko, ELL‘s analysis assesses \vhether implementing the Uprate is economically

preferable to pursuing alternative sources of capacity that would otherwise be needed

absent the Uprate Project.”

\VHAT COSTS DOES ELL INCLUDE IN ITS ECONOIWIC EVALUATION OF

THE UPRATE PROJECT?

According to Mr. Boratko. ELL’s economic analysis inclttdes the projected capital costs

associated with the projects required to implement the 45 MWC Upratc, as well as the return

ofand on those capital expenditures. Mr. Boratko states that these costs were provided by

ELL‘s Nuclear organization and are summarized in Exhibit DCB—1 accompanying his

testimony.”

Direct Testimony ofDan|el C. Boratko at 3.

Id M4, 6.

It! at4 and Exhibit DCB-1(HSPM)

20



Q39. 

2 

3 A. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 Q40. 

9 

10 A. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 Q41. 

16 

17 A. 

I8 

19 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

HOW DOES ELL CALCULATE THE ECONOMIC BENEFITS OF THE UPRATE 

PROJECT? 

Mr. Boratko explains that ELL's economic analysis includes two primary benefit 

components: incremental energy value and incremental capacity value associated with the 

45 MWe increase. Incremental energy value is estimated using projected locational 

marginal prices developed through production cost modeling, while incremental capacity 

value is calculated based on ELL's long-term avoided cost of capacity." 

HOW DOES ELL DEFINE THE CAPACITY VALUE ASSOCIATED WITH THE 

UPRATE PROJECT? 

ELL defines the capacity value of the Uprate Project based on the avoided long-term cost 

of developing new capacity. Specifically, Mr. Boratko states that the capacity value of the 

Uprate Project is calculated using ELL's then-current estimate of the levelized cost of a 

new gas-fired combustion turbine, which ELL considers a commonly used proxy for the 

lowest-cost source of accredited capacity." 

WHY DOES ELL CONSIDER IT REASONABLE TO USE AVOIDED CAPACITY 

COSTS IN ITS ECONOMIC ANALYSIS? 

Mr. Boratko explains that, absent the additional capacity provided by the Uprate Project, 

ELL would need to pursue an alternative source of capacity to meet its long-term needs. 

For that reason. ELL contends it is reasonable to value the capacity provided by the Uprate 

40 [d at4-5 

1 Id. at5 
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HOW DOES ELL CALCULATE THE ECONOIVIIC BENEFITS OF THE UPRATE

PROJECT?

Mr. Boratko explains that ELL’s economic analysis includes two primary benefit

components: incremental energy value and incremental capacity value associated with the

45 MWe increase. Incremental energy value is estimated using projected locational

marginal prices developed through production cost modeling, while incremental capacity

value is calculated based on ELL’s long-temt avoided cost ol‘capaeity.”"

HOVV DOES ELL DEFINE THE CAPACITY VALUE ASSOCIATED VVITH THE

UPRATE PROJECT‘?

ELL defines the capacity Value of the Uprate Project based on the avoided long—tenn cost

ofdeveloping new capacity. Specifically, Mr. Boratko states that the capacity Value ofthe

Uprate Project is calculated using ELL‘s then-current estimate of the levelized cost of a

new gas-fired combustion turbine, which ELL considers a commonly used proxy for the

lowest—cost source ofaccredited capacity.“

VVHY DOES ELL CONSIDER IT REASONABLE TO USE AVOIDED CAPACITY

COSTS IN ITS ECONOMIC ANALYSIS?

Mr. Boratko explains that, absent the additional capacity provided by the Upratc Project,

ELL would need to pursue an alternative source of capacity to meet its long-term needs.

For that reason, ELL contends it is reasonable to value the capacity provided by the Uprate

Id at 45.

It! at 5.
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Project at ELL's long-term avoided cost of capacity, rather than treating the incremental 

output as surplus or discretionary." 

3 042. WHAT CONCLUSIONS DOES ELL DRAW FROM ITS ECONOMIC ANALYSIS? 

4 A. Mr. Boratko testifies that, subject to certain identified uncertainties, ELL's analysis shows 

5 

6 

7 

8 

that implementation of the 45 MWe Uprate at Waterford 3 is projected to result in net 

economic benefits to customers. Mr. Boratko further states that the analysis estimates a 

positive net present value over the assumed implementation schedule for the Uprate 

Project" 

9 043. DID YOU ATTEMPT TO REPLICATE OR REPLACE ELL'S DETAILED 

10 

11 A. 

12 

13 

14 

15 Q44. 

16 

17 

18 A. 

19 

20 

21 

ECONOMIC MODEL? 

No. I did not attempt to replicate or replace Ell's production cost or financial modeling. 

Instead, I evaluated the reasonableness and robustness of ELL's economic justification 

using the cost and benefit magnitudes disclosed in the record, consistent with the present­ 

value framework employed by ELL's own witness. 

HOW DOES ELL'S PRESENT-VALUE ANALYSIS FRAMEWORK INFORM 

YOUR EVALUATION OF THE ROBUSTNESS OF ELL'S ECONOMIC 

JUSTIFICATION? 

My evaluation relies on the present-value framework used by ELL's economic witness. In 

his testimony, Mr. Boratko reports a net present value benefit of approximately $205 

million and a present value of project costs of approximately $68.7 million. Because net 

present value is calculated as the present value of gross benefits minus the present value of 

2 Id at 6. 

+ 1d at3,7. 
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Project at ELL’s long-term avoided cost of capacity, rather than treating the incremental

output as surplus or discretionary.“

VVHAT CONCLUSIONS DOES ELL DRAVV FROM ITS ECONOIVIIC ANALYSIS?

Mr. Boratko testilies that. subject to certain identified uncertainties, ELL’s analysis shows

that implementation of the 45 MWe Uprate at Waterford 3 is projected to result in net

economic benefits to customers. Mr. Boratko further states that the analysis estimates a

positive net present value over the assumed implementation schedule For the Uprate

Project.“

DID YOU ATTEMPT TO REPLICATE OR REPLACE ELL’S DETAILED

ECONOMIC MODEL?

No. I did not attempt to replicate or replace EI.L’s production cost or financial modeling.

Instead. I evaluated the reasonableness and robustness of ELL’: economic justiflcation

using the cost and benefitmagnitudes disclosed in the record, consistent with the present-

value framework employed by ELL’s own witness.

HOW’ DOES ELL’S PRESENT-VALUE ANALYSIS FRANIEVVORK INFORM

YOUR EVALUATION OF THE ROBUSTNESS OF ELL’S ECONOMIC

JUSTIFICATION?

My evaluation relies on the present—value framework used by ELL’s economic witness. In

his testimony, Mr. Boratke reports a not present Value benefit of approximately $205

million and a present value of project costs of approximately $68.7 million. Because net

present value is calculated as the present value ofgross benefitsminus the present value of

Id at t‘).

/it at}, 7
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costs, and because those costs include return of and on capital, those figures imply total 

present-value gross benefits on the order of $270 million, using the same present-value 

framework described by Mr. Boratko. 

Within that framework, the Uprate Project would cease to be economically 

beneficial only if the present value of gross benefits were reduced by roughly $205 million, 

if present-value costs increased by a comparable amount, or if some combination of 

reduced benefits and increased costs eliminated that net benefit. I therefore evaluated 

whether reasonably foreseeable adverse outcomes, such as reduced capacity value, delayed 

or unavailable tax credits, higher interconnection costs, schedule slippage, or higher project 

costs, were sufficient, individually or in combination, to erode benefits by that magnitude. 

Based on the magnitudes disclosed in the record, I concluded that while several of these 

factors materially weaken the economics, they do not, under current planning assumptions, 

eliminate the entire net benefit reflected in ELL's analysis. 

HAVE YOU REVIEWED ELL'S ECONOMIC JUSTIFICATION FOR THE 

WATERFORD 3 UPRATE PROJECT? 

Yes. I reviewed the direct testimony of ELL witness Daniel Boratko and the supporting 

economic analysis prepared by Entergy Services. That testimony presents ELL's 

evaluation of the costs and projected benefits associated with increasing Waterford 3's 

output by 45 MWe and also explains the basis on which ELL claims the Uprate Project 

produces net economic benefits when compared to alternative means of meeting capacity 

needs. 
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costs, and because those costs include return of and on capital. those figures imply total

present-value goss benefits on the order of $270 million, using the same present-value

framework described by Mr. Boratko.

Within that framework. the Uprate Project would cease to be economically

beneficial only ifthe present \ alue ofgross benefitswere reduced by roughly $205 million,

if present-value costs increased by a comparable amount, or if some combination of

reduced benefits and increased costs eliminated that not benefit. 1 therefore evaluated

whether reasonably foreseeable adverse outcomes, such as reduced capacity value, delayed

or unavailable tax credits, higher interconnection costs, schedule slippage, or higher project

costs, were sufficient, individually or in combination, to erode benefits by that magnitude.

Based on the magnitudes disclosed in the record, I concluded that while several of these

factors materially weaken the economics, they do not. under current planning assumptions,

eliminate the entire net benefit rctlectcd in ELL’s analysis.

HAVE YOU REVIEVVED ELL’S ECONOIVIIC JUSTIFICATION FOR THE

VVATERFORD 3 UPRATE PROJECT?

Yes. I reviewed the direct testimony of ELL witness Daniel Boxatko and the supporting

economic analysis prepared by Entergy Services. That testimony presents ELL‘s

evaluation of the costs and projected benefits associated with increasing Waterford 3’s

output by 45 MWe and also explains the basis on which ELL claims the Uprate Project

produces net economic benefits when compared to alternative means of meeting capacity

needs.
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HOW DOES ELL QUANTIFY THE CAPACITY VALUE ASSOCIATED WITH 

THE UPRATE PROJECT? 

ELL characterizes the capacity value of the Uprate Project based on its long-term avoided 

cost of capacity. In particular, ELL values the incremental 45 MWe using the estimated 

levelized cost of a new gas-fired combustion turbine, which ELL treats as a proxy for the 

lowest-cost source of new accredited capacity that would otherwise need to be developed 

absent the Uprate. 

DO YOU FIND ELL'S USE OF AVOIDED NEW-BUILD CAPACITY COSTS TO 

BE A REASONABLE FRAME OF REFERENCE? 

Yes, in general. I find it reasonable for ELL to evaluate the capacity value of the Uprate 

Project by reference to the avoided cost of new physical capacity, rather than treating the 

incremental output as surplus or discretionary, If ELL requires additional capacity over 

the planning horizon, then comparing the Uprate to the cost of alternative capacity 

resources provides a relevant economic benchmark. 

DOES YOUR ECONOMIC ASSESSMENT RELY ON FUTURE CAPACITY 

MARKET PURCHASES OR PLANNING RESOURCE AUCTION CLEARING 

PRICES? 

No. My assessment of the Uprate Project's economic reasonableness does not rely on 

assumptions regarding future capacity market purchases or Planning Resource Auction 

(PRA") clearing prices. As I have previously stated, capacity market transactions are 

short-term and financial in nature and do not ensure the availability of physical capacity 

when needed to reliably serve load. 
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HOVV DOES ELL QUANTIFY THE CAPACITY VALUE ASSOCIATED VVITI-I

THE UPRATE PROJECT?

ELL characterizes the capacity value ofthe Uprate Project based on its long»tcrm avoided

cost of capacity. In particular, ELL values the incremental 45 MWe using the estimated

levelized cost ofa new gas-fired combustion turbine. which ELL treats as a proxy for the

lowest-cost source ofnew accredited capacity that would otherwise need to be developed

absent the Upratc.

DO YOU FIND ELL’S USE OF AVOIDED NEVV-BUILD CAPACITY COSTS TO

BE A REASONABLE FRAIVIE OF REFERENCE?

Yes, in general. I find it reasonable for ELL to evaluate the capacity value of the Uprate

Project by reference to the avoided cost 0|" new physical capacity, rather than treating the

incremental output as surplus or discretionary. If ELL requires additional capacity over

the planning huri7(m, then comparing the Uprate to the cost of alternative capacity

resources provides a relevant economic benchmark.

DOES YOUR ECONONIIC ASSESSIVIENT RELY OIV FUTURE CAPACITY

MARKET PURCHASES OR PLANNING RESOURCE AUCTION CLEARING

PRICES?

No. My assessment of the Uprate Projecfs economic reasonableness does not rely on

assumptions regarding future capacity market purchases or Planning Resource Auction

("PRA") clearing prices. As I have previously stated, capacity market transactions are

short-term and financial in nature and do not ensure the availability of physical capacity

when needed to reliably serve load.
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Q49. HOW DO YOU TREAT THE ENERGY VALUE COMPONENT OF ELL'S 

2 ECONOMIC ANALYSIS? 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

A. I recognize that ELL includes incremental energy value in its economic analysis based on 

projected market prices. While energy value contributes to the overall economics, I do not 

view incremental energy value, standing alone, as the primary driver of the project's 

justification. In my assessment, the more durable economic value of the Uprate Project is 

associated with the provision of incremental, physically available capacity from a highly 

reliable generating unit. 

9 Q50, HOW DO YOU ACCOUNT FOR UNCERTAINTIES IDENTIFIED IN ELL'S 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

A. 

ECONOMIC ANALYSIS? 

I recognize that ELL's economic analysis identifies several uncertainties, including the 

treatment of federal tax credits and the outcome of interconnection-related processes. My 

evaluation does not assume that all favorable outcomes occur exactly as projected. Instead, 

I considered whether the Uprate Project remains economically reasonable under a range of 

plausible conditions, recognizing that cost, timing, and regulatory outcomes may vary. 

Those uncertainties were evaluated in light of the present-value thresholds discussed 

above. 

18 Q51. DO YOU CONSIDER COST UNCERTAINTY IN REACHING YOUR 

19 

20 A. 

21 

22 

CONCLUSION? 

Yes. I recognize that certain components of the Uprate Project remain subject to cost 

uncertainty, including work scheduled for future refueling outages and estimates that are 

preliminary in nature. My conclusion regarding economic reasonableness does not assume 
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HOVV DO YOU TREAT THE ENERGY VALUE COMPONENT OF ELIXS

ECONOMIC ANALYSIS?

I recognize that ELL includes incremental energy value in its economic analysis based on

projected market prices. While energy value contributes to the overall economics, I do not

VICW incremental energy value. standing alone, as the primary driver of the project’:

justification. In my assessment. the more durable economic value of the Uprate Project is

associated with the provision of incremental, physically available capacity front a highly

reliable generating unit.

HOVV DO YOU ACCOUNT FOR UNCERTAINTIES IDENTIFIED IN ELL’S

ECONOMIC ANALYSIS‘?

I recognize that ELL’s economic analysis identifies several uncertainties, including the

treatment of federal tax credits and the outcome ofinterconnection-related processes. My

evaluation does not assume that all favorable outcomes occur exactly as projected. Instead,

I considered whether the Upratc Project remains economically reasonable under a range of

plausible conditions, recognizing that cost, timing, and regulatory outcomes may vary.

Those uncertainties were evaluated in light of the pi'esent-value thresholds discussed

above.

DO YOU CONSIDER COST UNCERTAINTY IN REACHING YOUR

CONCLUSION?

Yes. I recognize that certain components of the Uprute Project remain subject to cost

uncertainty, including work scheduled for future refueling outages and estimates that are

preliminary in nature. My conclusion regarding economic reasonableness does not assume
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perfect cost certainty and contemplates the need for continued oversight as the project 

2 progresses. 

through the ACM and anticipates that those costs would be recovered through whatever 

base recovery mechanism is in place when the Uprate Project is fully completed.' 

According to ELL witness Mr. Sullivan, the Company requests that the retail portion of the 

costs associated with the Phase I Upgrades of the Uprate Project be recovered through the 

ACM in ELL's FRP.'' ELL does not intend to seek recovery of the Phase 2 Upgrades 

V. PROPOSED COST RECOVERY 

HOW IS ELL PROPOSING TO RECOVER THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH 

THE UPRATE PROJECT? 

change. 

my conclusion is based on the information currently available and does not preclude 

additional review should project costs, scope, or underlying assumptions materially 

conclude that the Waterford 3 Uprate Project is economically reasonable under current 

planning assumptions. This conclusion is grounded primarily in the value of incremental, 

long-lived, physically deliverable capacity provided by an existing nuclear facility, rather 

than reliance on short-term market mechanisms or speculative future transactions. Further, 

Based on my review of ELL's economic analysis and my independent evaluation, I 

3 Q52. WHAT IS YOUR OVERALL CONCLUSION REGARDING THE ECONOMIC 

JUSTIFICATION FOR THE UPRATE PROJECT? 4 

5 A. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 
14 Q53. 

15 

16 A. 

17 

I8 

19 

20 

+ Direct Testimony of Patrick A. Sullivan at 6 

45 Id. at 8 
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perfect cost certainty and contemplates the need for continued oversight as the project

progresses.

\VHAT IS YOUR OVERALL CONCLUSION REGARDING THE ECONOMIC

JUSTIFICATION FOR THE UPRATE PROJECT?

Based on my review of ELL‘s economic analysis and my independent evaluation, I

conclude that the Waterford 3 Uprate Project is economically reasonable under current

planning assumptions. This conclusion is grounded primarily in the value of incremental,

longelived, physically deliverable capacity provided by an existing nuclear facility, rather

than reliance on short-tcrm market mechanisms or speculative future transactions. Further,

my conclusion is based on the information currently available and does not preclude

additional review should project costs, scope. or underlying assumptions materially

change.

V. PROPOSED COST RECOVERY

HOW IS ELL PROPOSING TO RECOVER THE COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH

THE UPRATE PROJECT?

According to ELL witness Mr. Sullivan, the Company requests that the retail portion ofthe

costs associated with the Phase 1 Upgrades ofthe Uprate Project be recovered through the

ACM in El.L’s FRP.“ ELL does not intend to seek recovery of the Phase 2 Upgrades

through the ACM and anticipates that those costs \x ould be recovered through Whatever

base recovery mechanism is in place \Vhen the Uprate Project is fully completed.“

Direct Testimony of Patrick A. SullIV£m M 6

It! at 8.
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as a mechanism to ensure immediate recovery for all generation investments that produce 

No. The ACM is not a general-purpose recovery mechanism. It applies only to narrowly 

defined categories of capacity additions and only under the conditions set forth in Section 

3.Dof the FRP. The ACM was designed as a limited exception to the FRP bandwidth, not 

IS THE ACM A GENERAL-PURPOSE MECHANISM FOR RECOVERING ALL 

GENERATION-RELATED COSTS? 

After that initial period, the revenue requirement is trued-up and realigned into Base Rider 

FRP Revenue, where it becomes subject to the FRP earnings test." 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
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Q54. WHAT IS THE ACM IN ELL'S FRP? 

The ACM is a limited feature of ELL's Commission-approved FRP that allows the 

Company to recover the Additional Capacity Revenue Requirement(ACRR") associated 

with certain LPSC-approved (or exempted from LPSC approval) supply-side capacity 

resources outside of the FRP bandwidth mechanism during the first year of operation. 

2 A. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 Q55. 

9 

10 A. 

11 

12 

13 

14 customer benefits. 

I5 Q56. WHAT LIMITATIONS DOES THE FRP PLACE ON ACM RECOVERY FOR 

16 

17 

18 

19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 

A. 

ELL-OWNED CAPACITY RESOURCES? 

For ELL-owned capacity resources, Section 3.D.1 of the FRP limits ACM recovery to the 

first-year non-fuel, retail revenue requirement associated with: 

a. The modification or replacement of an existing generating facility 
having an incremental annual revenue requirement exceeding SI0 
million; 

b. The acquisition of new generating facilities; and/or, 

4 See ELL FRP at page 163.8, Section 3.D (available here: https://www.entergylouisiana.com/wp­ 
content/uploads/ell firp.pd~) 
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Q54. VVHAT IS THE ACM IN ELL’S FRI’?

A. The ACM is a limited feature of ELL‘s Commissiori-Ztpproved FRP that allows the

Company to recover the Additional Capacity Revenue Requirement (“ACRR”) associated

with certain LPSC-approved (or exempted from LPSC approval) supply-side capacity

resources outside of the FRP bandwidth mechanism during the first year of operation.

After that initial period, the revenue requirement is trued-up and realigned into Base Rider

FRP Revenue, where it becomes subject to the FRP earnings test.“

Q55. IS THE ACIVI A GENERAL-PURPOSE NIECHANISM FOR RECOVERING ALL

GENERATION-RELATED COSTS?

A. No. The ACM is not a general-purpose recovery mechanism. lt applies only to narrowly

defined categories of capacity additions and only under the conditions set forth in Section

3.D ofthe FM’. The ACM was designed as a limited exception to the FRP bandwidth, not

as a mechanism to ensure immediate recovery for all generation im estmcnts that produce

customer benefits.

VVHAT LIMITATIONS DOES THE FRI’ PLACE ON ACIVI RECOVERY FOR

ELL-OWNED CAPACITY RESOURCES?

A. For ELL-owned capacity resources, Section 3.D.l ofthe FRP limits ACM recovery to the

tirst»year non-fuel, retail revenue requirement associated with:

a. The modification or replacement of an existing generating facility

having an incremental annual revenue requirement exceeding $10

million;

b. The acquisition ofncw generating facilities; and/or.

4*’ See ELL FRP at page lb} 8. Section 3.D (3\d|l2)l)l€ here: httgs:’/www.entergylouismna.com,virg-

conlenflugloadsiell fmipdf)
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c. The construction ofa new generating facility, having an annual revenue 
requirement exceeding S10 million (except as otherwise provided for in 
Section 3.D.3 of the FRP), and/or unless otherwise authorized by the 
Commission." 

5 
6 Q57. DOES THE UPRATE PROJECT MEET THE SI0 MILLION THRESHOLD 

7 

8 

9 A. 

I0 

11 

12 

13 

14 Q58. 

15 

16 A. 

17 

18 

19 

20 

APPLICABLE TO MODIFICATIONS OF EXISTING GENERATING 

FACILITIES? 

No. ELL witness Mr. Sullivan estimates the total annual revenue requirement associated 

with the entire Uprate Project to be approximately S6.9 million. The revenue requirement 

associated with the Phase I Upgrades that ELL seeks to recover through the ACM is even 

\ower-approxnnately $4.4 million after accounting for wholesale revenues recovered 

through ELL's FERC-regulated MSS-4 Replacement Tariff." 

WHAT IS ELL'S TEXTUAL ARGUMENT THAT THE UPRATE PROJECT CAN 

STILL RECEIVE ACM TREATMENT UNDER THE FRP? 

ELL argues that the phrase "unless otherwise authorized by the Commission" allows the 

Commission to authorize ACM recovery for the Uprate Project even though the project 

does not meet the S10 million threshold. In effect, ELL seeks to extend discretionary 

language expressly tied to the construction of new generating facilities to other categories 

of owned capacity resources." 

41 See ELL FRP at page 163.8, Section 3.D.1 (available here: https://www entergylouisiana.com/wp­ 
content/uploads'ell frp.pdf) 

48 Direct Testimony of Patrick A. Sullivan at 8. 

4 Id. at 7. 
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c. The construction ofa new generating facility, having an annual revenue

requirement exceeding $10 million (except as otherwise provided for in

Section 3.D.3 of the FRP), and/or unless otherwise authorized by the

Commission.“

DOES THE UPRATE PROJECT MEET THE $10 MILLION THRESHOLD

APPLICABLE TO MODIFICATIONS OF EXISTING GENERATING

FACILITIES?

No. ELL witness Mr. Sullivan estimates the total annual revenue requirement associated

with the entire Uprate Project to be approximately $6.9 million. The revenue requirement

associated with the Phase 1 Upgrades that ELL seeks to recover through the ACM is even

lower—approximate|y $4.4 million after accounting for wholesale revenues recovered

through ELL's FERC-regulated MSS-4 Replacement Tari1T."‘

VVHAT IS ELL’S TEXTUAL ARGUMENT THAT THE UPRATE PROJECT CAN

STILL RECEIVE AClVI TREATMENT UNDER THE FRP?

ELL argues that the phrase “unless otherwise authorized by the Commission” allows the

Commission to authorize ACM recovery for the Uprate Project even though the project

does not meet the $10 million threshold. In effect. ELL seeks to extend discretionary

language expressly tied to the construction of new generating facilities to other categories

of owned capacity resources.“

See ELL FRI’ at page 163.8. Section 3.D.l (available here: httpszt wmv enterwylouisianacom wp-

Conlenttugloads/ell fmpdfi

Direct Testimony ofI’atnck A. Sullivan at 8.

Id at 7.
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in subsection (a) 

modifications/replacements of existing generation and does not provide a parallel "unless 

otherwise authorized'carve-out for that category. The Commission's reserved 

authorization language is tied to new construction in subsection (c), not to modifications 

My interpretation is that the FRP includes an explicit $I0 million threshold for 

WHAT IS YOUR INTERPRETATION OF THE FRP BASED ON THAT TEXTUAL 

STRUCTURE? 

in subsection (e) describing the construction of a new generating facility, and it does not 

appear in subsection (a), which expressly limits ACM treatment for modification or 

replacement of an existing generating facility to projects exceeding SI0 million. 

I do not. The FRP's "unless otherwise authorized by the Commission" language appears 
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DO YOU AGREE WITH ELL'S INTERPRETATION OF THE FRP? Q59. 

2 A. 

3 

4 

5 

6 Q60. 

7 

8 A. 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 Q61. EVEN IF THE COMMISSION, IN THE EXERCISE OF ITS BROAD 

14 

15 

16 

17 A. 

AUTHORITY, WERE TO CONSIDER DEVIATING FROM THE TERMS OF THE 

FRP AND GRANTING ACM RECOVERY FOR THIS PROJECT, DO YOU 

RECOMMEND THAT IT DO SO0? 

No. Even if the Commission does have discretion under the FRP to authorize ACM 

18 recovery for the Uprate Project, after reviewing ELL's proposed justification for such 

19 treatment, I do not recommend that such discretion be exercised in this case. 

20 Q62. WHAT JUSTIFICATION DOES ELL OFFER FOR WHY IT SHOULD RECEIVE 

21 ACM RECOVERY DESPITE NOT MEETING THE SI0 MILLION THRESHOLD? 

22 

23 

A. ELL primarily argues that ACM recovery is warranted in order to "match" the costs of the 

Uprate Project with the customer benefits it contends the project will produce. Mr. Sullivan 
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DO YOU AGREE VVITH ELL’S INTERPRETATION OF THE FRP?

I do not. The FRP"s “unless otherwise authorized by the Commission" language appears

in subsection (c) describing the construction ofa new generating facility, and it does not

appear in subsection (a), which expressly limits ACM treatment for modification or

replacement ofan existing generating facility to projects exceeding $10 million.

VVHAT IS YOUR INTERPRETATION OF THE FRI’ BASED ON THAT TEXTUAL

STRUCTURE?

My interpretation is that the FRP includes an explicit $10 million threshold for

modifieations/replacements of existing generation and does not provide a parallel “unless

otherwise authorized" carve-out for that category. The Commission’s reserved

authorization language is tied to new construction in subsection (c). not to modifications

in subsection (21)

EVEN IF THE COMMISSION, IN THE EXERCISE OF ITS BROAD

AUTHORITY, \VERE TO CONSIDER DEVIATING FROM THE TERMS OF THE

FRI’ AND GRANTING AC_\l RECOVERY FOR THIS PROJECT, DO YOU

RECO.\/IMEND THAT IT DO SO?

No Even if the Commission docs ha\e discretion under the FRP to authorize ACM

recovery for the Upmte Project, after reviewing ELL’s proposed justification for such

treatment. I do not recommend that such discretion be exercised in this case.

VVHAT JUSTIFICATION DOES ELL OFFER FOR WHY IT SHOULD RECEIVE

ACM RECOVERY DESPITE NOT MEETING THE $10 MILLION THRESHOLD?

ELL primarily argues that ACM recovery is warranted in order to “match" the costs ofthe

Uprate Project with the customer benefits it contends the project will produce. Mr. Sullix an
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asserts that the increased electrical output from the Uprate Project is expected to be 

achieved with no increase in fuel costs and no material change in operating expenses. He 

further references ELL witness Mr. Boratko's analysis estimating an S 11.2 million 

reduction in fuel expenses flowing through the Fuel Adjustment Clause in the first year of 

Phase I operations, as well as approximately $13.1 million in nuclear production tax credits 

that would flow through to customers pursuant to the Global Settlement Stipulation 

Agreement approved in Docket No. U-36959,5 

DO YOU FIND THIS "BENEFITS-MATCHING" RATIONALE A VALID BASIS 

FOR ACM RECOVERY UNDER THE FRP? 

No. The fact that a generation investment produces customer benefits is not. by itself, a 

basis for recovery outside the FRP bandwidth. All prudent generation investments are 

expected to produce customer benefits; that expectation is embedded in the FRP's design. 

[f the production of customer benefits alone were sufficient to justify ACM recovery, the 

$10 million threshold, and other limitations in Section 3.D of the FRP would serve no 

purpose. The FRP does not provide that costs should be removed from the earnings test 

whenever a project produces favorable fuel, energy, or tax outcomes. 

Allowing ACM recovery on the basis that a project produces benefits would 

effectively convert the ACM into a general "benefits-based" recovery mechanism, which 

is inconsistent with the text and structure of the FRP and would fundamentally alter the 

allocation of risks and rewards that was negotiated and approved. 

90 Id at6-7. 
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asserts that the increased electrical output from the Uprate Project is expected to be

achieved with no increase in fuel costs and no material change in operating expenses. He

further references ELL witness Mr. Boratko’s analysis estimating an S1 1.2 million

reduction in fuel expenses flowing through the Fuel Adjustment Clause in the first year of

Phase I operations, as well as approximately $13.1 million in nuclear production tax credits

thut would flow through to customers pursuant to the Global Settlement Stipulation

Agreement approved in Docket No. U-36959.5“

DO YOU FIND THIS “BENEFITS-MATCHING” RATIONALE A VALID BASIS

FOR ACM RECOVERY UNDER THE FRP?

No. The fact that a generation investment produces customer benefits is not. by itself, a

basis for recovery outside the FRP bandwidth. All prudent generation investments are

expected to produce customer benefits; that expectation is embedded in the FRP‘s design.

Iftlte production of customer benefits alone were sufficient tojustify ACM recovery, the

Sl(l million threshold, and other limitations in Section 3.D of the FRP would serve no

purpose. The FRP does not provide that costs should be removed from the earnings test

whenever a project produces favorable fuel, energy, or tax outcomes.

Allowing ACM recovery on the basis that a project produces benefits would

effectively convert the ACM into a general “benefits-basccl“ recovery mechanism, which

is inconsistent with the text and structure of the FRP and would fundamentally alter the

allocation ofrisks and rewards that was negotiated and approved.

Id at 6-7
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would shift a portion of those benefits back to the Company by insulating the associated 

costs from the FRP earnings test. That outcome would erode the bargained-for exchange 

embodied in the FRP, under which ELL received formula-based recovery and reduced rate­ 

Granting ACM recovery on the basis that a project produces significant customer benefits 

WHAT WOULD BE THE EFFECT OF GRANTING ACM RECOVERY ON THE 

BASIS PROPOSED BY ELL? 

included in the earnings bandwidth. 

intended to trigger or justify removal of costs that are specifically determined to be 

of the FRP. Nothing in the FRP suggests that these benefit-flow-through mechanisms were 

the full benefit of favorable outcomes while preserving the incentive and risk framework 

costs to be removed from the FRP bandwidth. That structure allows customers to realize 

and tax adjustment mechanisms. These benefits accrue to customers without requiring 

Under the FRP, customer benefits from generation investments, such as reduced fuel costs, 

increased market revenues, or tax credit flows, are generally reflected through existing 

mechanisms, including the Fuel Adjustment Clause, formula-based earnings calculations, 
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Q64. HOW DOES THE FRP CONTEMPLATE CUSTOMER BENEFITS FROM 

GENERATION INVESTMENTS BEING REFLECTED IN RATES? 2 

3 A. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 Q65. 

13 

14 A. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

case exposure in exchange for accepting earnings risk on investments that fall below the 

ACM materiality threshold. 

20 Q66. WHAT ROLE DOES THE SI0 MILLION THRESHOLD PLAY IN THAT 

21 

22 

23 

A. 

BARGAINED-FOR FRAMEWORK? 

The SI0 million annual revenue requirement threshold functions as a materiality screen. It 

ensures that only large, discrete capacity investments that could meaningfully distort 
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HOVV DOES THE I-‘RP CONTEMPLATE CUSTOMER BENEFITS FROM

GENERATION INVESTMENTS BEING REFLECTED IN RATES?

Under the FRP, customer benefits from generation investments, such as reduced fuel costs,

increased market revenues, or tax credit tlows, are generally reflected through existing

mechanisms, including the Fuel Adjustment Clause. formula-based earnings calculations.

and tax adjustment mechanisms. These benefits accrue to customers without requiring

costs to be removed from the FRP bandwidth. That structure allows customers to realize

the full benefit of favorable outcomes while preserving the incentive and risk framework

efthe FRP. Nothing in the FRP suggests that these benefit-flowvthroughmechanisms were

intended to trigger or justify removal of costs that are specifically determined to be

included in the earnings bandwidth.

VVHAT VVOULD BE THE EFFECT OF GRANTING ACM RECOVERY ON THE

BASIS PROPOSED BY ELL?

Granting ACM recovery on the basis that a project produces significant customer benefits

would shift a portion of those benefits back to the Company by insulating the associated

costs from the FRP earnings test. That outcome would erode the bargained—for exchange

embodied in the FRP, under which ELL received formula-basetl recovery and reduced ratc~

case exposure in exchange for accepting earnings risk on investments that fall below the

ACM materiality threshold.

VVHAT ROLE DOES THE 510 MILLION THRESHOLD PLAY IN THAT

BARGAINED-FOR FRAMEVVORK?

The $10 million annual revenue requirement threshold functions as a materiality screen. It

ensures that only large, discrete capacity investments that could meaningfully distort

31
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earnings if immediately subject to the FRP bandwidth are eligible for temporary recovery 

outside the bandwidth. Smaller projects were intended to be absorbed within the normal 

operation of the FRP. 

Importantly, that threshold has remained fixed in nominal terms for more than a 

decade and has not been adjusted for inflation or changes in construction and financing 

costs. As a result, its real economic significance has declined over time. In that context, 

the existing threshold already reflects a more permissive standard than originally 

contemplated when the FRP framework was negotiated and approved. 

WHAT IS YOUR OVERALL RECOMMENDATION REGARDING ELL'S 

REQUEST TO RECOVER UPRATE COSTS THROUGH THE ACM? 

I recommend that the Commission deny ELL's request to recover the revenue requirement 

associated with the Uprate Project through the ACM. While the Uprate Project may be 

economically reasonable and provide customer benefits, that does not entitle it to recovery 

outside the FRP bandwidth. Denying ACM recovery preserves the bargained-for exchange 

reflected in the FRP, ensures that customers retain the full benefit of favorable project 

outcomes, and avoids expanding the ACM beyond the limits expressly negotiated and 

approved by the Commission. Further, to be clear, a denial of ACM coverage is not a 

denial of recovery, it just means that the costs of the Uprate Projeet will be recovered within 

the normal operation of ELL's FRP. 
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earnings ifimmediately subject to the FRP bandwidth are eligible for temporary recovery

outside the bandwidth. Smaller projects were intended to be absorbed \vitliin the normal

operation ofthe FRP.

importantly, that threshold has remained fixed in nominal terms for more than a

decade and has not been adjusted for inflation or changes in construction and financing

costs. As a result, its real economic significance has declined over time. In that context,

the existing threshold already reflects a more pennissive standard than originally

contemplated when the FRP framework was negotiated and approved.

VVHAT IS YOUR OVERALL RECOMMENDATION REGARDING ELL’S

REQUEST TO RECOVER UPRATE COSTS THROUGH THE ACIVI?

I recommend that the Commission deny ELL’s request to recover the revenue requirement

associated with the Uprate Project through the ACM. While the Uprate Project may be

economically reasonable Lind provide customer benefits, that does not entitle it to recovery

outside the FRP bandwidth. Denying ACM recovery preserves the bargained-for exchange

reflected in the FRP. ensures that customers retain the full benefit of favorable project

outcomes, and avoids expanding the ACM beyond the limits expressly negotiated and

approved by the Commission. Further, to be clear, a denial of ACM coverage is not a

denial of recovery, itjust means that the costs ofthe Uprate Project Wlll be recovered within

the normal operation ofELL’s FRP.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

PLEASE SUMMARIZE YOUR RECOMMENDATIONS IN THIS PROCEEDING. 

Based on my review of the record in this proceeding, I make the following 

recommendations: 

L. The Commission should find that ELL has demonstrated a need for approximately 

45 MW of additional generating capacity. 

2. The Commission should find that the Uprate Project is economically reasonable 

under current planning assumptions. 

3. The Commission should deny Ell's request to recover Uprate Project costs 

through the Additional Capacity Mechanism of the FRP. 

4. The Commission should require ELL to comply with a formal monitoring and 

reporting plan for the Uprate Project, including quarterly reports and cost-overrun 

justification triggers, as discussed further in Mr. Chapman's Direct Testimony. 

5. The Commission should expressly reserve the right to conduct a prudence review 

of the Uprate Project upon completion, as discussed further in Mr. Chapman's 

Direct Testimony. 
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VI. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

PLEASE SUMMARIZE YOUR RECOMMENDATIONS IN THIS PROCEEDING.

A. Based on my review of the record in this proceeding, I make the following

recommendations:

l.

u.

The Commission should find that ELL has demonstrated a need for approximately

45 MW of additional generating capacity.

The Commission should find that the Upratc Project is economically reasonable

under current planning assumptions.

The Commission should deny El_L’s request to recover Upratc Project costs

through the Additional Capacity Mechanism ofthe I-‘RP.

The Commission should require ELL to comply with a formal monitoring and

reporting plan for the Uprate Project, including quarterly reports and cost-0\ errun

justification triggers. as discussed further in Mt‘. Chapman's Direct Testimony.

The Commission shottld expressly reserve the right to conduct at prudence review

of the Upratc Project upon completion, as discussed further in Mr. Chapman's

Direct Testimony.
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and that he does adopt the sa.me as

'

w ‘reet Testimony in this proceeging’./

/7 \��i��i� �[
/

/,

’

/”
R. Lane Sisung

1’ V‘ ‘

Subscribed and sworn before me on this I 9' day of gzbfvref Z 2026.



Service List for U-37677 
as of 2/13/2026 

Commissioner(s) 
Jean-Paul P. Coussan 
Mike Francis 
Davante Lewis 
Foster L. Campbell 
Eric Skrmetta 

LPSC Staff Counsel 
Lauren Evans, Deputy General Counsel 

LPSC Staff 
Donnie Marks, LPSC Utilities Division 
Robin Pendergrass, LPSC Auditing Division 

Service List for Docket No. U-37677 

Page I of6 

Service List for U-37677

as of 2/13/2026

Commissionei-(s)

Jean—Paul P. Coussan

Mike Francis

Davante Lewis

Foster L. Campbell

Eric Skrmetta

LPSC Staff Counsel

Lauren Evans, Deputy General Counsel

LPSC Staff

Donnie Marks, LPSC Utilities Division

Robin Pendergrass, LPSC Auditing Division

Service List for Docket No. U»37677

Page 1 of 6



LPSC Consultant 
R. Lane Sisung 
United Professionals Company 
3850 North Causeway Blvd., Suite 1930 
Metairie, LA 70002 
Email: lane@sisung.com 
Fax: (504)544-7701; Phone: (504)544-7724 

Julie Viviano 
United Professionals Company 
3850 North Causeway Blvd., Suite 1930 
Metairie, LA 70002 
Email: julie@sisung.com 
Fax: (504)544-7701; Phone: (504)544-7711 

Jake Chapman 
United Professionals Company 
3850 North Causeway Blvd., Suite 1930 
Metairie, LA 70002 
Email: jake@sisung.com 
Fax: (504)544-7730; Phone: (504)544-7701 

Jonathan Bourg 
United Professionals Company 
3850 North Causeway Blvd., Suite 1930 
Metairie, LA 70002 
Email: jbourg@sisung.com 
Fax: (504)544-7702; Phone: (504)544-7728 

Service List for Docket No. U-37677 

Page 2 0f6 

LPSC Consultant

R. Lane Sisung

United Professionals Company

3850 North Causeway BlVd., Suite 1930

Metairie, LA 70002

Email: lane@sisung.com

Fax: (5o4)544.7701; Phone: (504)544-7724

Julie Viviana

United Professionals Company

3850 North Causeway Blvd., Suite 1930

Metairie, LA 70002

Email: julie@sisung.com

Fax: (504)544-7701; Phone: (504)544-7711

Jake Chapman

United Professionals Company

3850 North Causeway Blvd, Suite 1930

Metairie, LA 70002

Email: jake@sis\1ng.c0m

Fax: (504)544-7730; Phone: (504)544-7701

Jonathan Bourg

United Professionals Company

3850 North Causeway Blvd., Suite 1930

Metairie, LA 70002

Email: jbourg@sisung.com

Fax: (504)544-7702; Phone: (504)544-7728

Service List for Docket No. U-37677

Page 2 of6



Applicant : Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
Lawrence J. Hand Jr. 
Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
4809 Jefferson Highway 
Mail Unit L-JEF-357 
Jefferson, LA 70121 
Email: lhand@entergy.com 
Fax: (504)840-2681; Phone: (504)840-2528 

Patrick A. Sullivan 
Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
4809 Jefferson Highway 
Mail Unit L-JEF-357 
Jefferson, LA 70121 
Email: psulli2@entergy.com 
Fax: (504)840-2681; Phone: (504)840-2528 

W. Raley Alford III 
Stanley, Reuter, Alford, Owen, Munson & Paul, LLC 

909 Poydras Street 
Suite 2500 
New Orleans, LA 70112 
Email: wra@stanleyreuter.com 
Fax: (504)524-0069; Phone: (504)523-1580 

Alison N. Palermo 

Stanley, Reuter, Alford, Owen, Munson & Paul, LLC 
909 Poydras Street 
Suite 2500 
New Orleans, LA 70112 
Email: anp@stanleyreuter.com 
Fax: (504)524-0069; Phone: (504)523-1580 

Service List for Docket No. U-37677 

Page 3 of 6 

Applicant : Entergy Louisiana, LLC

Lawrence J. Hand Jr.

Entergy Louisiana, LLC

4809 Jefferson Highway

Mail Unit L-JEF-357

Jefferson, LA 70121

Email: lhand@entergy.com

Fax: (504)840-2681; Phone: (504)840-2528

Patrick A. Sullivan

Emergy Louisiana, LLC

4809 Jefferson Highway

Mail Unit L-JEF-357

Jefferson, LA 70121

Email: psulli2@entergy.com

Fax: (504)840-2681; Phone: (504)840-2528

W. Raley Alford 111

Stanley, Renter, Alford, Owen, Munson & Paul, LLC

909 Poydras Street

Suite 2500

New Orleans, LA 70112

Email: wra@stanleyreuter.c0m

Fax: (504)524-0069; Phone: (504)523-1580

Alison N. Palermo

Stanley, Renter, Alford, Owen, Munson & Paul, LLC

909 Poydras Street

Suite 2500

New Orleans, LA 70112

Email: anp@sta.n1eyTeuter.com

Fax: (504)524-0069; Phone: (504)523-1580

Service List for Docket No. U-37677

Page 3 of6



Exhibit RLS-00I 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

et Docket 
Mater esp6 tepeiverable let\le/bf 

Goga Public 4a4$ emere Proceedegtoles.pleeet Io B.'44 i.Sileo 
r6000o. 

R Late Sisang est.cony 
lob Mryeat Test.oicy 

lo%no. Pu Joint Apiario at Eatery Lo.ii LLC Eagy Gal So. Lou.ii.u D» I Tor Meo.ck. 

ServoeCorote L312538 LL€ t. 4¢ App0al o Cage Ownership o Els Laso.ission Test.coy 
loses for Cert eoowryAton 4floe related#elf M Sepaoa4 Toy 

e laowrcl Soon. Ill 
etc 

Loia Pubic t20 Applioo of Entergy Gulf Sures. Lousira.LL ion authooyooh.age Lace Susong Ieoooy Serve€ or0/ le.Apr0el off.gene Pl4floe kellted Relief 

0era Puhl Us ppleioe of fntee loon LL€ foe or t Che ·- RLace Sig Test.coo ere60nu0 Appeal of oecol$le a fee Related RA 

Le Suag Tester.o 
lob Myer legioy 

Loa.a huh 031244 
foteti Buie Coeoh.ti.o o foe$yLois.LLedbngotf Del lb00MG.ck 

0re600o0 aesLosaL.LC hefooery 
M PauCar Test.toy 

RlueSisung Testier 

Jiet Aloi G4 et Puree IL¢ad Ceco ters LP foe 6i fa0My%an%e Tei.o 
Loso.a Pule 3344 Author00 0te (bgea0wees a4Control ate Pee LLC Dr /lots MeGoc 
$er48Ce4$0% f%co 0dhbxpeed [the PChastat Testimony 

Lase Soso.og Iotooony 

Loach Applicator ft Entergy GIf States Louis.ass, LLC • Appeal T De IT MeGcko 

0Vic8Ced.0 
0-33510 hue.has per el pee d pr gt to gt $i0 .4 fetico 

equgt fr lily Teat.et4et Recovery 

hoot Apphotot of Bog Golf us Loo LIC aod bater 
Loa.a huh 

3360 
Loos IL for Certificatioe f the Loso coroes Leas0see Fled Sufkeor $er(e4is.so roct in Accord wt.th Lout.a Public Service Corse.dsiom Gee al 
Order Deed 0etcber , 2OL 

Lo.ptli App/ca.o otter@Ga See Louis.LL tee 4eration or t 

er»Co00. 36$ Lake Chle Troe rot in Acord wit Loo Pole led SuaRepert 
Serie Carrio Goral Ode Dae0the 19 24 

0%ph L.978.2 argoioaoa. lCodEatangr Of States LooaLLC.la Re.Test 
led Sta Report eroeC00 Yero4Forro.la ate Pl Eli 

Lota pbh 
033848 sen(eds.o. Cleo Power LLC FactoolRPlue h 2$Motoring leper filed$epot 

Loa.pi 01925 hare Aartos Entergy lraLosaca ate Sttlato Cao4$€)tee 
eetc%a of Service Soho/sad Workpapes Test Year Edg September , 2045 Filed Saa Reon 

1:-�»•M'"' L1950 Corp/ice Submission egad Deacetio at Lile Gypsy l Ver.le dSof aaecoot o Posto SerieeCoeeds.a , odWlow Glen 24,red/Order No. U-I0 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 1 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

Mum o...nL...... mac mw.m.

rm. mam..n..,u.muMaa 2.. W mw Ykmwn

um“
‘”""

mun.’ ~........

M... hm
AW

mm («mm M

lama-HA W.
W5“

Vevww Cmnrr M

Lm..L.>L..; 1
Scr\I:c{ammJ51m

‘

mm: M! a mm mm” ur my run ‘Hus L:ll.Ly\ll!:

Llt L1 3: :9. ,x.-mm arnngc n‘Crwn(r§Y.w mm. r..Lm,m

Bums: / VKHLHH w==~,.«v«,.m...... um! /Lr':YMlI1 «gun

lF|:*hc:.|m‘ L:m.«;\ ms“-.. lausnirlz. LLK fut .mm.r,. (0 mm

Rzla /wmm rvflzwuia mu‘... wmfur Krhvad M.»

K 14:: Shun; n;....m

mm MA‘/flux 1.,‘ man!

L» 1 MP1! mm"

ns. .......v

Mr > Wnzn )1||Y{muun¥

W L.m..x (HLl.)(» m

m..m.~

R but Sw-

c(C:1n:Iui§mn

Vb.NH
, W m ..r W“ \��i��io#��MC 74/ \��i��iE#��\��i��io#��(mm was

ML.
"'11 "

Appmvai nm....».L..Lw.. \��i��iC#��L. Rehmd mm
1 'a~=Sw-Hm \��i��iK#��

R an \��i��iG#��

mu L.“ n-an-may
um:

_

“n|>'1H.I HAM FHlE)¢¥‘V)u\~VIH; Klrxmi F~mr.xv(;u|.’ Dr V Ihcm4>\1A.(II:(k.n

smLcLm.m
U :7“

Vmcalqttsunillt mm.»

\4- r...- :L.m.7... IVBVV

‘

R Lnn; smrmm»

IoMMz)=mz mm

mm
_

mm Apflhtlmln mm Faun 111: mm cum \��i��is#��[F M V»
D, , ,M,‘,,WLm

SwcmmfiN

mm KMLBOKWHK vn M she cm” .1 m.,..mp m om. damn M. 116
I W

\��i��io#��L‘§?<h.l£w{IrEM)l|Enl
Mcmm ,

M

R Lwsm mm

mm“
A,,m..-L. . Enmp c..mm LAMS L; s., Aypvcui T» L» J TM»-m(M»()u4km

\��i��iE#��
L xmo ‘VIINVVISC hum am. ‘rm. .m Fwur L; Ire \��i��is#��Yamev Smmn M mm,

~

um lm \’mc|yTI:a1mzl and c... mean

W «M». \‘[ Ln*:vqy mama \��i��iC#��LLL Ind LAAKEV
mum

H F
Wm. nr for Fe: U60 M m. mm. Vnrnuw: \��i��iG#��

R ,

SdV|€:Cmnl'|IS)|Dn
L’ *4‘

am L .W4.m L.“ >0m.uIlLl nan; San/we C-Irmlhimn a.....L
F “*5 WW

oma Bren mm .a ml!

mm.“ M Ln :12) can .. . LLL VnrCrml|uKml1 mm.

ggfijg '“:"=m I mm Lnk: r...L. \VMM L-,.,‘.. U! ‘mm m m W. ....m.nw
- - W \��i��iK#��

Suva: Cmnmxmcnfiincni 0:.1c:Dx.~.~cOemtcr!n,20|1

nuns
. . V Ln.rg\, mm. LXCAMEA: .KVGAIlS\alabvL|;un1LlE up Yes

_
,

c. \��i��iK#��
‘r”-

V<)ll|)|AHvvmuLK,Hr|" Hm:
"“““*""W

L‘“"“"”“““
L 13x—x cum»... LLE nmL..um.. luzezufl \��i��iw#�� men s-Lm,..

Lemma; mm.

sm. Ct/vlwvnwn

h|’A R M Er|>Yi»Tnn\KAm\uIu3Jlk.

.7 sen-rcsme:
ms.m,«<,.

L74 \��i��iE#��M.

C: Emnmnman

L'An.<NuL<:>A:h1.'|»Iwn mm»; Dan: .-L.. D LArl:(JVv>1v | wmm

1 ma Wm M men 1-M An .L.L.»..< by L)rd:r\u u mm
....1 :ml‘smcmm4 .m>.L..L..

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

EXhibi£eRL4S"001

Page 1 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

(et 
pa4t Merle4ipo tepelier.le 

denier 

0..b .34 geegyG4fut Loe.tLe lee Yee91$le$%bi fl Filed Sta Report 
ere60o0 fling 

Lodi pbl " Re 4ti0e to es0 of Eons 000a LC+ Ga ee LaeSsg Teto co0o U10$ 
abiliae Pl 

L0.e A0.% Energy Co0rporator 201 ee St.to c le ion or fled Suffeport 
Serve€e00$i0 L.402% L0Ga Service ate Dior 

Lou.puhe 
t4081 Ergoisiaoa. LLe'Test Yea Do4Forro.le lFilg FeA SufkReoint serve Coo 

Checo lower 1Le Fora.de4le Jue 246 4om.tog RRepot aid 
0.l/bl L3428% pursue t (12$0 heme Review 4e's l.st/ti 0 MAT$ 

Le Soug Testimony rveCo$.0. Eaioas Control Equpent Doler ill lower Sui oder.hr 
ower stat0Lt No Mho tat%No 

ose Pu.blue 
04 

Corson Directive to Review Eaten'sLodSheddg Agreat wth Fled Sufkeport Serice,ea.is.o Vito ewer ube Atha 

Lu.al .44 lre.Atmos Energy aLoso.ooale Staab.hoe Cle(RSC )Cost Fedsurkeport 
Ser4Ce0. of Serve Stoles dworlper Test Year Emdig September , 2046 

Leo.a pbh 
044 Southwestern Electrie Per Coe.gays equegt e Lecato of Long Lee Sus le.tic Ser4Cai00 term%rad6Cot%et 

Loa.pbh 0411% men»Loia II€er pate DNle Dot6kte Stabilitto Pl. Fig Fed Sf#eport sec4Ce4is.too 

Lai.a phi 
$444 

A0 neg G 04po0of 2015 e $eh00 cl lg for Fled Sufkeort evCo00 Loo.Service late Dvid 

Loda Pule Entergy Louis..., LL Application for Athol0 t 0er G 

rd4Co00 045 $toe Defied 04rt0is Mtrooe Expose sol.tg ton th La0e Sub lest4pony 
Asset2016flood 

L0sap/h 04¢ ErengyLoisi LL€Test Ye 2OS Farrel Rte Pl fang F.le4Su#eor rec000. 

Los ul¢ 
App/ito 6 (Le Powe LLC request.g Coe.ssio doe.sider o 

erace60roe 01461 Proposed Physical Bharat Helge Program, pours.at to Ooera Ode NA4pp/ict0 Abdo.el 
121$ 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-00I 
Page 2 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exl1ibi£eRLS-001

Page 2 of 28

”“"‘“
usm -mi"*°"

m....m.m....m
"""" V

\��i��i!�3%W
D M

Emmy, (;uH)ux:<u . LC n§.m.2n;sR..gs .v,..W»W MSWW
Sr\i.n(‘un|mssmn Mint

1m....>.... IV 22 Mama to: Exlenxmn at Enlfirg \��i��i1�3%um Cm M
R _mM WM

Svrvkc Camm swn
‘ Sahnmvmn mu

”

\��i��i%�3%W.
‘ u

“M am, L..,.,...,w Z“ 3 u... Slxvfllglun Chm; M W
F W m

smm cammmmn
" W‘

lmm\|r1xCm §<rWa km [mmm
"A "‘

\

um. Ervergy Lmman; LU 1... Y.“ it/I8 Furvvlx mm." M
‘

;.;.mma..

\

mu» W \ LC M M. Ru: Wm , mm M Vim: xmmg my M

U
..m. in L zzsn‘ Vru...nu< Rsmcu .. L.e:a§ [rm Halun D7 MN:

m m \��i��i-�3%L" 2“

EK|ASiDl|§COflIKD|b<\l|DDlHHJVhV‘E|h|“1‘7J‘h§(§|llHlH z<..m.;a.,
"‘ 5 8‘ 3

.»mm...m. Lml M) ;, And »,.a,..m ma x

m\....m..m
._

Cnruruxan n..m..,W. [n1:rF)§Laad :Lrd<hn:Auc:mr.u~>1(I1
U M

S:vu::E:~llL1vv§:|mI
L >’

‘«')nI.:11!wv:rYuhzAI:‘honl,V
F Ms “W

[Am-nnxm|~hr
.W

..m Ann)Emrrg}YumLo1:iu1nR:IrSlaMim»mnL‘\:u»( Kcmm
M _ ,

Su\1:eC:vn'|nu15|an
L'

azzcr-«cc sshumu a|1<lVw1kV\yVr~ rev Yen [,nAv|15 irpumhu in mm
Y’ “ 5 “W

La-uz-nnxhdnhc
I 4

mm.=m am Fwd cmm Kmutil rm ummzx-m «x was
M M mm.

Szmce Emmrmi an

L4 ‘5
‘cm! xmul <1-ukamvzu

R V 5 “V

;:f;;"; ”““‘_°_ W

1- «rue mm, . \��i��i]�3%ucu ,.,.. L\ R: mm ...,mm.. M! Nnn Film): 7 N mm,m..

mm:
154 4

mm, mm mm..." 7” me Wm...“ um W M
\��i��i]�3% B ‘K

§cuI.rLmnr:H::mn
‘

'
2

Vuununx F1; scmeg Kn: mm an

r‘ ‘H’ «kw

\��i��i-�3%W
\��i��i9�3%mm up, A;-phuian av Amhcnxn \��i��i!�3% Rzauv GI:

Wcmm
L 34415 W named nus-L1 Mumennnw Lxpcmr mm. burr. m. R Izwncfinung it-mmny

Aum.-2n!flF\cmA

\

L mm
‘

Ex-;;~;m;~ 1 34<"S m,.,m._n. mm. \’mv 1fl}SFc4m;h mun-(E mg F .n:mrm>m-

\��i��i!�3%My
Am;,....n a’Cu4r W LLC r=.w; (mum XMG1 w \��i��i-�3%N \��i��i]�3%.

Wm

~

usauv nma ms... 5.“... )-M5: Proyxm M... ..c....,.~ om: .1 M aw-m. .i...M
Wm

M



Ce bee Mer Deni. Lepera 
di4er 

l Moot So.we Elie er Coty (00# 
0.l I pee4roe o006er Leo Teto 
er»eCoo eo 4060n00f0rhea es.. ll ht fey 

doe94(eera4ode 

I 

ode fle t4 e%he LLC'for.ht Pl. h201TM.cg Rot Fled $et kepot eeC0too 

I 

Lo.le 04$ le Appl.on oft.Lu.LLce4Ag/ 8 N/0%. 
(et fest.coy er»Cod0 cot$lie Plot fro. fr.ct.o fer, 4other Reif 

k- ,_.,, ,_...,. ......... ,,_ ... ., '--• :I equt %wed Coe4do of A qt$ Life 
Lou.siell 0.442 Structure, le.est tie th ehbhet of eeul te fl, d 

R Le Sorg Tosti.moo of0o Apple.to Ad.ti et.Pr%..et0t. Go let 
et Cot.die1$4Order No 04ft47well 
eeeve et.tee. Le 

L00$.ill t $444 '"" ...,..., '"'""""" ._, .. 
,.-.,....._u,:"'""-� 

led$Report re4a0 oded poet 0. 0I 

� - 
la•• �,,_ of<'."looo c-,...,. ,-P LL.C ..J C1o<o ,,...... 

� 

Loo.4. f ( 4hi.0% Wert, e4glory lent004 %4. Le [etc 
ieCeo- t.4 om «ttrse odet Ne tD4A. t Arton.oe to 

0roe le A4cf%d i 0e .e i Ce % 
Lue(Eeded fr 

loo.4 Ls en Le.LL4eel44a.arced fled$ufepet oeCo let'fedagDome 4. 4 

Cle fee LLe Ls D6let 01$04, le l hue 20I$ Moo. - --~-=•···--·--i Lo4 L-1$%. co fee tot Das C 4 l et of l"( hied fleet er»veCo Aro t4. Cr l i ¢eeie wit 
ede, [ Atoe lplet ta B eve 
Decoup#.(wEpedad Ireton 

• fl .................. ·- LI.C .. c- ........ _ .. 
I 

hdd$#eor Uo Ohl lrtoor hots Aoodue hloia Pihl Servi er4Coto one Geer 0de De4 October t8, 204 Al%et Dd 

Lo. huh 1.$406 
A- f...,i, ..,__»ti .. ,,,..,_,,,.,.,.�,.,,_,,,_,,, .. 

1 

filed8eport ere0no [ea4lo.Goo 

0$..0$/h 
1$1$ aglow. (Leo1lest'ear Gae Soito Fig 

I 
id Sau Resort serveeCoes.de 

Eater Lot.a,LLceuet Jeri, o i Aler.Modify 
Lo.hull 

t.$40 th ol recking Mech.A leg.est le.tu toed a Agil Leo Testier 
Serve0. ,011eo.,,,_. ''""' • Doci:.o.., um., ,-.,...,..,,..,...,L'l""•I "�°"""'' r....,_, 

4sepal NL10 

� 

Los.Puhl 
94$ o Fe.en Serie 0le Sea.bi.hoe th Fig for Lon. 

ad Se Repent eof Serve Do 

Exhibit RLS-00I 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 3 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

hula
""""

m....m....,

Mam: nmm... nu D<InwnM¢

1.“. Aprlvcamnv|Sm.fl«ws'w|z|am Pam: c.m.;mmsvI£r<;u».ur

\.mW»w.<
Wm

Fxp<dn:d(crvfu:rnn|MAypmu\n" a4um:/xr-:r1CA-(um xmm x Lw=§mmgTaumMy

3:rw:u'«nm)55wm mmm "4 me cwmm. .«. cmm w Ruvunl m m. me: p.-‘ cm.m.......W

MM x m-4 cum! (Vldnx

hmmuz mm:

wmcmwm
r ma“ c nvxkvwev .u- ...n,m.u.u mu Imam“ »«..,...m am. Fm Sm\‘R:pm

lmI.§m:u r-mu

sum (‘c4n1u§§|mI

Yr k< /\yvwVh:i'mr| .7; ln':v,(vL)Au§|;vm. r W: Annie»)! M mum On

c....sum,....n v ».. mw. \��i��iw��uM p.~.m,..m: Dmu ma
m mm. Yunmw)

c.m.m, Lmm .4 .‘....u.. Inc M mm. Inc .7. Luuuuru

mm. tnr an -we rmm dawn M A§Au mm 5, um.-m Rm:

lnuxuzm Pun)!
,~. ‘

smm Ram-ex: .0. me l:uhh<h.meu 5: mm w...( Han and
H

S<r\1czf<>m,m:<|m|
‘ " ‘~

I\pphu')mvbI «mum mzfihlllllflYlfln-Ml1V'fllh<GDbI.$E'||>'“L’VVl
““=" “ !“*'“"="*

Al-um)ml(unu|nH‘wr!YSC .a..«.,. : x1z4c»;mL1:2x1 mm.

mu...“ .,m,,«m. Rnqumllniervn hm

Lmuwru Vutm
, W‘

n. It /\nwu\ F. H.“ mm lw Fwugx Lwmgwm nc /c4II1<.a.yr:r

):r-we: (uumman emu saamm m :1/1‘

"‘“‘>“"“"“"

‘ 1,. K: Ayp|\u\mna.C\9ur4 .‘.>..nm...g LLc.m.1c1m.mu« u.e

W m m.mm., \hwu: ..,a Rtgfllmn :m.m..m., nf(‘erum KIancS|:vnxTnK.vmIm

Lara Fwavuaa: .. Lvsc u« :1 x. v. mm (H ,«.u.mW. for (‘km

CDV'[\7(I‘c ..‘,m,; ur .1 mm: b an-mm,“

Ln‘ ..m.>zw.(.; humznr

luumam M 1

am. Cwmmanun

lmmmuhwhvz
W

Emcvg [Amy ». ummm. mm... mm y umunn
_

A:rv1::\'Nn|\v:§§|=n
L" '‘

|’e»|VanF,nfl.ngDw:mbu1\ znr
‘W’ "W"

New W-. u,.- Lvsc pm. u now .., R: W 2 .x \4....Wx

a.-W. Ayph nuTCmeVvw:| LL( tw .,-A..»».n..4...1..:n...v:‘.‘\»».

|.m1m:n- Mn.
« hr: mm.,. rexdung hm: u.. 7.. [ms and kw: M! v :m‘ (m

K

Wm-..m 31:1 \-.-M,..m. 14 «W, cm...‘ mm, m cmv.r(Hun um rum M.
'““““” W‘

Ru1AI:'mnY. \uVnm./In/r .. m, m K.“ 1... .x Hue Kmmuv:

Dumlplmg .2,‘ \w\ :x,.a..¢a mm

Wmmhc
_

\ggL>lH»\(|{[k ,x..‘.‘.m_ucmcm ..m..».(u..(.:mm‘ mm mm

W ‘(WWW

may a m;m.r..u \'nnsrr.n«v«n W. m Alt/vtlhnrl WV M Lmusqu mm Mm.‘ WWW “mm

Cnnumnum Omen) meunaxm om. m mu

.m.‘..m:
‘

Scwux: (umm \��i��i ��u

y\‘n>m mm gm‘. mu Rn: s..A.m....., (Mme lmmfl Fflng

Yum Lmnswu G4; Vmmcn
\.—1sm«

Med s-..~ Krnn

m‘.....‘ mm

\.m__mmWW
mm Ln=~:vL-wxxann.LLYZUHYenhmCn:RA1<Su~.v.1mmV|Hg musmxm

am, Lmuxun
‘
nc Kaunas: .. 1 mung‘ 7. \��i��i+��uW Al'arL:(.w W:-,.

: ,.m.mm;
V mm

m: we! Vvukng \.w».M,« «mm »...;v., m mm . ., M 2 x L...» ffzsnmmv,

Scrv|>:(‘uxmuL»mn
'

~

Zfl|S(‘cm;-hmrghhngmDazkcv\Ir:
v 1;1uIm»uuxx¢omu L nun mew... l'e1‘.|mvrw

A u mc am. m: L ".10;

Louwsmxmblm
WW

Aux/M Fwug) BK! m an mm on (mm: (mg ml LAM...
Wmkw

Sn’-ur c...m MY mg ‘curt: mm mm

LPSC Docket No. U—37677 Exhibitdlhs-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 3 M28



tit et 4eh I t¢fever heir 

I 
0el%lie 09$200 tu4lie le of Loi..24foul Rel An.. le I Fled off eport ere60 

I 
Lelle 

0$20$ hero II6forth le Pl Aval wail.or.o po f Filed aRepot ecc e oo1v ... ..-,""'-"",u•11 I 

0.l L$2 A.,..,.._ ofl.'lo.c '"""" U..C b (I/,...,. __ ol'-'-1<•'" o,J Lacee Testier 
60o ,,.,_,..,, :o:o-,r.,r ........ <11t..-1f_""' .... 

1 

($.et 

Lo.e Pub - -� "'""'""�"" El,,.� ...... '-""'-Y (SWEKO) ""I Laos Sang lemony 
e6 L-194 er0icoo4Appeal of tbi0o%fees.sew.bleed PC Testy cod.wt44oert.l44Gee0 

I 
I 

Loe Puhl """' ...... .,,,.,,.,.__....,_ llC"' A.,... .. ,.,, C'II .... ,. """"'I Ce 01% ooh0ore8iodide Leg leery 
Fed 

L --- -- 0$$1% Moe le co ob60aw U.C',Go•-�I Laegeoy 
eeef0 f 

I 
$ere 

0 I 
Lo0 t$0 fer LLCforoll he IM.aowe port Fed Su #poet 

I 
Lo.el.le L%4.. forlotue at#Terr Oare Sob.o Fl I id Sport Go 

I 
Lo..l L.$49 ode he floso4foll Ao hl. I fled $%feat ieCoo0 

Lo 
t$6$ ....,._ ol •�"'11 '--•- LLC"' r, _ _,. -- -1 Log Tenor 

Sri4Coe0 foll tree 

Lo.a Pule 0394 e-Lo.LLt«seed4Pl Acee4Ea.dee f 
fled leper roof0o Tented Deemer I, 20I# I 

_....,._.tc,--�,..,,'11'CO .. l•!•�J 
a.el 0$9 o O M, ( 0 • 4 er or Lee Te 
rococo ""tu=or f bole.oy 

- � -- --- --- 7 -- 
Loe hl 0$%2 4hoe of Ere Los. LL#r Apel of e. 4 re600toe Ad.et t ten (let.LFle I 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 4 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

cm.‘

mm

Ia:-mnmnummr

Mm, u.,m,,.m
"c »...».,.m.

You IVMV mm

SW “mm”

v: 15209 LHVv'v§Y'1: .4; 7...,‘.n. ms sm.n.y.w‘... Am. » M. F! adswal/fizpnn

I4>.V.\VlWIPuNlK Emtrg, lwuxmu ucs ..m..t. K./tAY'|1:i Annw|Ew,ua'mn Ripbri :9‘
l M, _

§:m;cCumvm<:*wn

L *5?“
is. ‘((113 ln«|m;De(:-ihu ALIA u

‘ W ’- M“

Vntllsmna mm
L ‘W

mm ‘UV mm Pwm in ;.. u, Wm...m .‘ Fhnngcj V71 Rug) u lm: Suulw, icmmam

s...‘..rm M

=
nmkmznveruiyi mm amlflxExmmunnlBxiwu|FnrmMARnI.P||n «gr..mm

1
,

\p|wVxnnca .4 S:m\nv:uer W M WM

‘;’“["g""”"~ M

Law. f‘:m5:1uunxvmAvpr.-miollhc/n4msmunu[f<minK
micmw. *§,:MHfm§f_wm}

‘W ““‘“““' uArzauhnmwm1m\AE\(0r.buvflvhrV‘>X1;ncHhn
mar.

- -
'

V

Lmm Mm
,W..u..‘ :1 Fuluzv Lamlum uc N1 Ayvmui gr. cm: in mm

.

urxsxw \��i��iL��GnW..W,...g [mm [m Xwu Enid .¢ Wnicvium , Vxdexv K |JIVCS|§‘fl]: Veummny

s:m:e(ammmx.:n Fnr.|h(.u

L¢u\ .‘.. rum
L We

\4.\(mn far Ixiemmn .. Lung: um...... llC\ rm M. sm...,....q. x W m..;:=,..m,

Vuu::Cammmmn

‘ ’

m
m.y....m

:3“ ‘>;"L€:ffl‘;; W

(' mm c M ywer Lu: . Wm‘. Rn: Plan In: zw V‘ Vianxlanug um FM 5.,“ am

‘."“'“‘“‘
"“”'*

Lmzx r mg‘, mm. LLA l0|VY<)lY:mfi1sRalr§u|v.|\n\u,« rm I-n:4sr.:m<,1mn

5: c..mm

v.w....n. ma.»

\:rn:: (vmmmmn

Ywmzm mm:

u...“ h. M.“ (D71! ;nw umum n..=p;.n mmum;

Ayyhaum J M.“ luumxru m: var smm. M W :...m
M‘

r ..1smm,..,

n I.ane>mmg Vs: rvwvw

s.-,..< Cmnmismm Aflnutuql for in mm mu... :.m .m,.m;-

S:r.u::€uInrm§§wu
1 mmla mm.”

\S&H|;nvr1H

1

Lmu«w1.Y’||b||: R
Fmczgy lmmum Lu « mm. (kn: Hm. mm 2.1.‘ mun Repay‘) m

H

wmcm...m
“J

\'=1):w\EnAmgY)n%|v:t~(r'vY an: ‘
W “"‘W‘

Jn1uAppM2rmnLv((3k:aPn .
rmmswn-rn'm Hm':x_*.|nunnm

:...m.m»..h_
L, W,

4., m Owvw Mm: \��i��i���G. «umm i» mm N am mu K l1u:SwmY »sumvr«

:erm\:Cammwm
’ ‘ ..m_i....;c..v..m mm.».n.a.(.w.i.m.mu....nmmu ; wn....m...v

uu«(xpcwHwHsu.n|mr

\

L=...,,,...mm
, H I

Awlhurmn « 2...“, lnuumna. u.c m lnwmvzl M Rxmra«n.A
M

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibi RlJS'00l

Page 4 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 
baked 44er4lee. teer%e lit edifies.bf 

Lu.a.hub, 01106 
le&aest for recovery of lot eves relate44$4Sci Oder cs. 22 Le Soug Testimony 

4Co000 2020. 282020. d42020a.doest for cootigoder 

Lou.phi 0$80 
Apple.o of Cleo Porer LL¢tar (Dorwery it Rates of Cera 4roo R Lue Sug Tes.cony 

Saco0.0. Daagtoe curred ale of lluicares LaDel4et. 

0$Pi L-19.% 
Apple.to of eegy Loo. Lefler At.ho0 t lplret e 4aeSsoglesooy 

Sero4ferro Experietl terr.ehle Otic Ae Ree EI0, delta Reef 

Lo... Puhl 01$86.2 ooloans. LLe2Test Year G ate Stab.hton Pih$ Fled Staff eport 
Serve€or04.i 

Louse lubl 95% 
Applicator goutwtee fl.etc fer orgy floe e Certiicatie o kLaeSise festooy 

ececeo. be Triiy Solar Project 

Louis.i Pubis L-16002 lilies la of Los 220Fam lute Pl Ano Phi ad Stat epor 
reef0too 

Lo.as Pu.bl t3800 
Lu/its le. of Lou.Request tor Exterosoe o foes.ala lat Pl wit RLateSig Testis.cry 

$a/04Co040 Madhousos Thereto uaChaat eiooty 

Louie pubic L16092 
Eaargy Loo LLe.Foecke la A.al boloatio Report for odd Suf Report 

er6coo Teeter dig December 3] 2020 

L0..a. bl 03610 
Energy Losa LLCc«Application for cbget Deco.cog ate La.Sorg Test.soy 

servieCo0 taker bed ad Watered3 

I 

Lour%el.blue 0.$610$ [try Lou. tLe Application fee Fower fhough" or $% Le Sorg lestony 
re60i$0 e.410 00g000/ 

Louie pbl 
016133 

Due Elect abets Copora Net.Er Eaengy Mrkeg LL La0eSigg Te.tie.co 
er€ado ad Ame Sol, LLCsloiat Application tor Appowa of Power Sapp 

L08.a..9.bi 01611f leterse lei Cooperative ad Nee 'lee$ 1Le loit Le Ssug Testier 
$vice Coo.io Applico tor Apolo Poet Sup Agree 

Lout.e fuhe L66$ 
SEO Request lot certiteato of Ko et.ability Itson.is Fled Su keport 

Serie60to asect 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-00I 
Page 5 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

Daxluu
(mm

mm mm
»....., ...,.,.,,..... IN: DCIDKYVMK

W»....vtm
)

VkuqumfavrvzcvrrgtuvVmrrtvmucsrzlaicdwYY‘§4'Spa:u’L)m:rr-M
21

R \��i��i�<\Q�F��\��i��i�<\Q\��i��in<\Q�X���h���`��p<\Q�Y��� Mm

SL1|;:CmnrH.s:mn
L ‘ W

mm Andfl/1lY1flzndr¢quu"Avu.u>mun;md:r
‘ ‘ 3’ *

hm:
\��i��i�<\Q�F��\��i��i�<\Q 4,

AW. a’U«wLLC[m\lw|K>:wery|VV.1l{§ciC ma 3”...“
mm \��i��in<\Q�X���h���`��p<\Q�Y���

§<r\1;r(‘4>mvI\mm|

"‘~

omit-N Incm1nduAKce.4.z.>|Hxr\<xr:: Ian-| n¢.....a Iru
N > W

V

w..._n.m..(
‘

, .w»....m .1 Emmy \��i��i�<\Q�H��\��i��i�<\Q�I���u Ym AW.,..‘.m .., Vmykn m. In
H

sm m.,m
""”

Fxpm'm:nl|H'wtcm -~..n,.m..m muo.mm...m,..a
“‘” 5““"s‘=*"'M*

\��i��i�<\Q�I���mm: ‘ ,,

_mu__Mm
Ln :v,‘,v\-Am ..... um“ [an V:lr(vlYP-lltSDh|h1I1WflI\‘)n[ s..z.m..n.W

1

W“... mm mm..." m \��i��ij<\Q�V��\��i��il<\Q�W��mEhrmc V:vner(cmym V 1.. tn; Cmtflcnlwau .7,
_ ‘ V

Comm \��i��i�<\Q�F��m

L ‘W
\��i��i�<\Q�I���lrwmly s..m.».«.

“ W 5W“ M "M

iaum2u.PuK7
. . 4

5cm(UmW_w
mm. u.m.;.; .siLum:uru,fi.flFmmuhRavcF}\n).nnuYFAw-71 k .m.m.,‘.,.

|:aw.uuP|tbhc
\ ,

Lulma ... 51 ..m.m. mm ID! tm...,n .7. mm. rm. Finn M1“. x We .1» ..m..,

Vcr»|:cCammmmn
‘ W

‘«1;<m':uwvr\'Iru:m VxuYf,YI<'mlTL1')munt

1Pub):
‘

Enkrgy \��i��ix<\Qur. Rana‘: Rare M >\:|l|u.A‘ Lvliuzlwn kw/um m
’

Scrnrctwnwvman
L’ “"1

mm,r.mum».m mu
‘ “““""-W

mm.y..m.;
.

,
EnKcIr,4Lm.uunn new... . ktthxngrm \��i��i�<\Q�H��\��i��i�<\Q�I���,

Suvlzc Cumzrmwon
W”

luv KEV!’ 3. VII ma wmm :
“ ' ‘mi -=>“"'°"

luulhntm
‘ Wm

\��i��iv<\Q\W.,‘..‘. Lu‘ Apphn UV! ’QV Vowzv n mm m

\��i��i�<\Q�N��\��i��i�<\Q�O��m(mums: an

‘

‘n..Iarm:
we gmctahcn

PnIh..(
, H

am. am. u=..,..m.., Wm. ma. gm Mzlkmnx Hc
,

Scvvwzc (nmmmwn
“"“‘~

...¢ mm 3.4.: :\r‘\ \��i��iv<\Qinnhmlnun Fm A|1wu»4}u!Y‘¢'>evVuy-n\y
K D“ >‘>'"-* 7“ W

t.,..;..mmh.
Wm

Veflusm ‘bun M... c.,..—..m \��i��i�<\Q�O��\��i��i�<\Q�P���We. u..m, no M.‘
K K S ' r

5;. CamnLii:an
- '

‘K}U}|‘lC§1@fi)Al-l‘Al7VnIl¢V(uyV]VVA;V$ ml
-‘> W =>“m-“V

MW ;):Fi’K'U
mm in m.t.em M \��i��it<\QR: we Irmanvssan

mmflm

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibis.RLs-001

Page 5 of 28



t Def 4Deni t¢tr 
lei 

Lou le til 4 Southwest. 4.er Conn(9004pp.ho 00er 4see Le igTeno.y 
o440o es lea.geoy 

doe 062 $ME0oorfetio of loo.lot Le Sung Teo.y Ser%etee.0 

0 he L626.$ ere loo. LL4s4ha el%ice A%4 [voice led Su Report vet o0 eore le Ye Eb Doe 4 20 

o Put L 110% Ato%Alto to let[ion Po Log /toy er4Coo 

oh4i 06 EntengLoo., LLCs Appboo of Ga ate So.halo Pl a L4Sig stony 
erieC 0i0 left#de (ht let.ec 

Lo%ii hue Ll er La.LL.feel$l A4Eve egoes to 
elf#epoet ref one. et/ea.fad Dotter it,262 

Lo Pule t161 tool wt lstrare,LLCe Ce Lt Sorg Teo.oy 
ervecoo theta e#toy 

I oo Sower Poer Copy 4$%$404.4ph.oil Coto 
UM lee4eel felt4dee.. 0.ypch recode0 ag40rt Jo lestoy 

Lofte UM, tee for LLeApl.or Cerce of toled0rt el lee 6ogle.toy Coo Felty Doler l 

Loo.fl UfI 06aflee Aleta Ce.et of le$.l Leong Toe or4co 

Loe.. I feet%eel0of4er fee Se. Le lee 4to0 

Lo. t6 $L+Mo4o Cart.fie. o Poer Sap L Slee era40 

' 
0 t 48. Ceco for.Auch06.fond l Alfi. fled Seper $erec e0 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 6 of 28 

Exhibit RLS 001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimnny of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibi£.RLS-001

Page 6 of 28

r......
““*"

.4..." Dexcvnpurm u-C .;..........

........... ~.....,..

..,...... Vuthz
M ‘

Snulhweneww W. :...,,...,..,-wm... .,,,...;W .. \��i��iT���.., msm. R (mm \��i��i.���MW

svw: um. um an

L "V ‘
‘Lam ‘MI MN BN1: ‘=H"WW

‘

.

:33 "“::;‘;W .. um s‘«W1<o;:n..‘. mma(R=<k|n4l( 5....

Puh..:
, W

Erw:|;V ..,....... ucm Cu \��i��iD���m..,.-.... 7.. Amufl \��i��iR���
W B H

Smwm tamm.ss.az.
bk“

Rcpm-» m. Y.s1‘1e1r5 Lndmgik-«mb1l3\ mu
5 "Rm

.

.m.... 1»\.b|.»
,

,
.

smm_W_mW
. ..»«., ...,..,,..,.,...... \��i��i$���.........m....,....... Pmgrgrw .. L:nc5|:\.nglH'.|v'w1y

...,..u........
U W

, \��i��i.���m. m,.-....... .. (vn Rm s.....u...... .7... AH) R ~....s.§..;...W..,

Sm‘;V Cvmvmn an

' '

M. ..:...u Kmzv VIA 0 man: \n- mnw

.

.

.

..,.......».....
‘ _ V

W V .......... ...~.ym... Rn: \��i��i2���M... Enzhnlmvw W. M
M _

S:n\:Ccmm .....
"-*7“

Y:-"1..usEnA;Lg W..." .. my
rm ,....;,.V.

'»w--=- PM-
. \ . W . ,, . 5. t

. .1 L1uc:\mng7:5unwr»\

s....V.....,.....:\..». .
‘ '9 “ ““‘“‘ ”"“ W" “ “"“"°‘“

.
.2... Chmzw ......n.....

~.,....m... W kampny rswrco. ........... M \��i��i&���0

...<.,... M...

“WWW

. new

ie:Y::“.1u:l‘fnrwa
.. ...... m4 nzmavy .. \��i��i2���.,. \��i��i ���.....»...

JmmfimMM

.».....
‘

.
mm M. ...— \?Jh..<)l)Dn .7. ma. ¢...m..;.... 0.... .7. s. .

_, l

§vrV1m4umnv'h\.’>u

L'-““-
r,.....,...:e-.1 .4...

’W‘"" 5% "- W-"W

\��i��i.���..... ,

5;“ \��i��iP���.4 (W... W. .,,,......m ..... \��i��iP���. ._._.., .. .......,..,. ......._~.,

M“ ‘ 3 rm"
1.35515 vm (mm 4.. ha an r.7r<‘en.r<u. rm ..v v.n..— Supp} u K)ne =.«..n.x Ymmn,

\��i��iP���. ‘MM SH\1C0lp7\K.almr. ...m-5.... . LnucS|;un_T:§(mm¢4

;:_';;‘g;;j:‘;;__m .. 3...: C13» ]':~vv .. r \��i��iP���in mm W... Km mu M. _. M... r..,.s..» aw.



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

Clint 
pa.ef 4tee Leet. tt belierabe 

edifier.oh 

lose hbh 662 bmte8Louis.i LUC4plication for A.pored of the Entergy Future RLe$% lesioy 
Service60no eResilicePt 

Loa.aa Pub L166.9. Allee»weal of Loi.le$ult0 Pl44Ct 0Cg 0ly Ca eooo 
or4f00oo 

Loa.a Pubic 0.166.8 
Entergy loo. LL4s Ga kt Sul l A Evadation Fed Su Reper 

Serve6000nu$o eporf Tes Yeas[mfg Deem heel 202N 

ELL plication foe App0owl of Alternative fess to Secure to 

Lu.bl 0%.69 
,0004W of Sal sores, Certifioonot the Reores. Epa.soot a Lae Susong Tes0oo 

Seeiceeso Ge. Gee Opio, Apeal of a Ne geewable luff 4keled 
qelier 

le$rtet.etc 
Louis.iue L.623 police.et (eg Poer t4et [llpieretic o Ch.ges in Rt% oh My Deso 

root.0. beEteeve July I, 264. ad Ero of Posting ForooolRate Pl Joe.th Bourg Testioy 
Selene 

Loia. ult Appbcation of Eary Louisa, LLC toe Approval a kt Cat or 
Settees.et Affidavit i support 

bee6000$% 
11699 so0focal Rte Plate elleevSepter.be 1 4 

iegotied Sp.td Set.leer 
eroet 

L0us.ruble 07062 Cleo Power 20Fatroll Asal hog File Seat Repent 
er60no06 

Louis.ipubis L1106 
Dalio off Southwester fleeteie Power Copay4deco to feire the LaoeSigt%toy 

Sero6ores.0. le Poe lt putt.Coe.is.o04er NL.618$.4 lore long Testioey 

L0.. pbl 142 Eater3Loa,LL€22Gae Solo Pl Aooal Fling ded Sa eport 
7Coo480 

L0..009.b uni %fleetrie Cooperoee he 0%423gr tell Aral 
4cot.eg Filed to Date 

ere8C00id00 Filing 

Louie uh 0-713 Applc.at of Deter8y Lo. LLc for Approval to Consort Bao LaeSwsug lemony 
See»iced.o. ewer$u0a.do (gr Rowey 

' 0le Puhl¢ u44 Applaioa o Energy Los.LL€for fro.go a.doter0tie.to • LaeSosug Serderent 
er8Co00.4. b Weeki0so lee Testa led 

Ura.a Public 07155 
Southwestern Lleeee Pee Corea4 0!4204foend% le Fla Active Noth.g Filed to Dae 

Se4deco$.00 A Fl 

I 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 7 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

n“““' Ilxlven e
(Jinn!

"flflfifl‘//(

...xx.u..,..n. m w M

\.‘.m..‘.m.(
L EM

mm Lnumam LL1. , Aypheivnrv 'mr Ayn-mvfl M. mm mm‘
R L a mm

$nxH::CMn'nusmn
"

Vkadv Rtsmtnm Plan
“M "”"‘ ' ‘ V

<<m:e Emnnnn an

U W”
I‘ An: Era: Dpvmn. A,-pwv.\ or 1 Nzw Kvnrw rm m-n. and Rzxwvi‘

“ L‘“° m“"“ “‘ '”‘“ ‘

\��i��i��&

3:r/1:: ( wmvmm
’

»AI lac zfimwe .rusg1 um gm xi) Lmnmn: an Fxulmg Fnnuuq R21: pm hunt‘ in Euklxg Yummy

‘ ‘s=.u=..W

»;...‘mm. «mm .-. mpywl A

v¢w...¢a 5. mm mm“.Lvuunm mm

gm.» (‘nmmmnn

._q..m.~. l‘[ mm laumuu LLL H Am» a’ r...

zmm unwm H‘? mm." ralnrflemvriqvltmlm . 10::
/\KVH<mm\

;:"::'gm';mn mm; (mm, mm mm... x..m., W mm 3...;W‘

lmuiawa Wt.»
‘ W,

mm. W! m'Sau(hvu1u-n Liam: Fonev C:-mpauwi \��i��i��&\��i��i��&�����:���"����&WW.» rho mm” g \��i��i��&

;<m,m..‘ PW - “It-Its:Fhnl):\.r3mr-lmC>vnmu§.anUrflcr\oA mxs A \��i��i��&M..m..m.m,

gm-;;n;;;;{-vm .. w ; Emmy. \��i��i��&uc mm M.“ SL«1D[LAIV|V)I. Phil W.‘ N...‘ W $'.|URepd4l

'1

W. new
\��i��i��&,_

Hx"‘EV::lH:Cwp(rwvr Wm . um. A:YVVmu'iKll:Vhn/\rnu:\
M A

Srwi.\Cnrvum.s)mv
' "~

s.:.,..,
. W-"é“‘"='=°"v

Lam
Apphuumx .4 W » Lm. \��i��i��&LLL W Ayyruu .n Cmmmcl

3.:,.u‘ R hflwmm
xmusw... W W Cm R.m\(n

laumm: W .

Scrum Cumnnmcu

,\;,;»...w M En ngy lanswu u c M rnmpvmv .‘ dm Lm..m., .« K ..‘.. ‘mm;

vhc\\':A1B:-m2;(x‘« ..m.. M pm‘

\��i��i��&71] man:

:5 ..n c.mm..m

mmm mm Puwrr rm.

Anmu. mu;

2 ...a zuzn Iurrvw \. m Pu.»
mm»: m Hg’ mm om

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibi:.R]a.S-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 7 of 28



U 

_"_.,i--.,,.,. ... _., .. _c_l red lee Agent,Cot#covery4el.dee 

Clo<& - _,,._,. ,_., .... H.C, - .... ,,_ .... I Mi 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

0.22% 

0y 

A;,p0•- of -- li....., ,._ C-•Y f• ,.,.. ..... ol .I 
er G CpivhrsAdee 

[Ce%er.LL€foroll Twelve'Moel.it4$ l 
0264Moog8port 

fen$ Lo..LLe Ago fie good eden 
0.400004.40fl 

oo40. 

lent Quale of10 ectr Cootie«e Fc 
Io eh Agra4 «fr a..e. Co. 
f. cilet4/doe,eidero 

Apple of EeeeLoose leis cert.toot wet... 
0of.roe000100hi 
or Geen/Order Dad Seeber I, 204 

0 foe LL€ Aphid or Ao Pl latte 
om.pr«here Made.ig Pl. 4ll elated oovary d 4Ill 

bpeded feet.e 

et 
44Testier 

hkecbapo Testimony 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 8 of 28 

Exhibit RLS 001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

11......

1.1.....a.. ~.......
sm... 1>.....,.1.. uc n.......1.

Wm
»........... .11-.....1.......1 111 r......... ..-.. ~4....1..c..,...,.

Cn>1I1.’u)():I\r lyucmem L... ......m. ... 1...... him

1 t...:...... 1.........

1.. ..... M1.

.=...... c«~1111:11»-.11

V ‘"2"

:1... 1... s............ s..........m.1..11.1.1>..... .... Anna .

~1..

4....

x 1... s...... 1......

1.. ...... 1......

3...... Kcvvrmvxs ..

‘..,.....~... .1 1...... 1...... [K .. Awvwni .. x..- ...1 c... c...‘

s....1....... 11......

Frny 1..........u.c 1011...: :1 ;.....1. 1... 1 .. a..1.1......1¢.... A.uw mu 1...... we

\.,.1....... .1 s.......- . t...-.. 1.... c......, 1.. ........1 .1.

\'.1mvm.c1paw 1...»... -..........
1...... 3.... 1......“

a... p... 1_1c 1......1. 1<...1~:.. 1..1..\4.... 1......» .. 1.11111...

1. 11:. \1......... an...
Amt: ;..1m.... 1.1..

.. t.......... Lit A..1..-.-.. 1... 1......» .. ............ .....1

............... 1...... .. ..........». ..... Erase .; . .....1. ........... .. .

Wm .. «.~..1........

x 1... 1...... r........,

1... cu;-111.m v...........

1...... 1.. 01.1} 1...... of 11111 51...... c.......... r...1..... .,

1~..........,. 1...... A.......1 .. 1...... .1 1.. .. c......~. ..

‘r.........,...
1..1.......v.1su ... «..1 .,,.1....c..............

Au ..

a t...s......1 -.....,

,...1 N1... .1s......u.. 21...... 1... .. ..,... 1.. c...a....... ...1

,\......1 .. c........ ... .11....11. .».....1 c... 11.... .1... .. c...... .1.

11.1.. 1...... 11.... 1.... 1 1.4 1.. \.....1 c... .. ...... ..... ..

mw. Dmcrznd 911 .=..1 11....

4....

1...... 1.... 1.... ....

1

A....1...... .. 2...... mu.1.41u,VLL‘ 1..c=.......... . 11.. Wnl 11..-1

smkx Ynrumnu/1 1...... .....1..........1................s......

¢..........,..:.....1o..1.. 11.... 3......“ 1.. 2.114

M...

K 1....s.....r........,

1... Curmzri 1-31......

. L \��i��i�9�9

\��i��i/9�9m ~-

\��i��i�8�9\��i��i�9�9

:;“:::¢.r;:::... w \��i��i�9�9

.c.......... ..

:1... 1.... uc A..1..-.... .. «..1..p..... .1 121.... 1 .1 an

1z.1.....=>....... at-.1.:..1.; 11.. 11.. x.:m.1 111.. Runway .11.: an

...,,...... 1..........

....

.1 1....1.....1........,

1...... we ..

am... r...........
my 1...... Ram .11. .....1

,
21......-.W..... .... A...” \.m... 1...)...

.........1-..1..

1...... c............
L.......N.-.......u r 1.. ‘(ur :01. z... 1... :..1.1....... 1.1.. 1.1....

1

31../T 1...", .<.1.¢

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibit.R]..S-001

Page 8 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 
Def Matter Deep peliver.bl tint feet\flee%bf 

Apple.co foe Southowcs.er Elene Poer Co.pay tie et.eo of 
ewe 

Loa hubi 730 Le SsugTestony 
erode60is6o ferule Pl %Serve.lit lo.prove«et Pl lot Bog lestooy 

Applicao o EatengLous LLc foe Certificate of the Eal v 
Lour.s/% 0.4 4es.re 30/fojet i Accede with Loa Public Svie R Le Sig Tes.coy 
Sero40$.0 too Geereal Order De$epeer 10, 204 faeCbapea Test.oy 

Joi.t ApghO to " guicatie 0f 00al Cooed 8% . 
Losa Pule 

tram [cilite, ppr0al ot ht.fer Cocoed des.iget lee 
Serve€oooo 

475 trio fib toe d600son do 0f aeSosug Testioey 
GAL. % n ledepeden 00..00. Copay abject to b 
C00.op%ei0 

Joa Applet foe " qualito 0 eta SL.EMO - " 
Los.a. p.bl 

rat.so facile. ppr%al o th ta of SLM0'y4gated A.4 
01191% trasrso cite GdLade 13Lacs deter.r.toe 0 

ore€0000 
Grid(ice % hependent Tso Conga $u.beef 0 th 

Laue Sus.g let.coy 

Cosio'jurisdictioe 

Ace 
Lo4Pu $7$63 ceti.too Ad Creede bent20kV Proit RLaaeSung letoo 
roe4Coo0.8a.0. hktpma Tescoy 

-- 
Loa ubli 394 noeslosecs LL Amoa/Evahato8eport tor lest Year 2024 iled Sat Report 
evi4ecosi00 

Los. Pule Ls Ea@n$Loos.a., LL€Request for Approlot Deed.soe Frog.a Ace.Not.hog.led Dr 
Dr4600040. 

Loo.at bl 5%% 
EntengLousia. LL. Apple.tion fr pate a.eta4gt.rt4Nole ieattog file4et 

Serice(ecnison $0ti.ge 

Lau Pule % WPOReoqtroAgpeoro of Short Tero Cpaty Agreements Ate-Not'hog Fled to Date 
ere€ado0so. 

Loia pol 
Apploeo of Checo lower LLea(public interest #e s for of the 

Coo 26% ta.see 0 fa.4.00l 0000l 0 040\300 0..00 sf th 4de Post ltgrt Mo«tot 
lodepedeer r.0$.90 So Operator le 

EoengLovoooo.Lid fag udf st Los. Le pt 
0. Pubic 01.65 lot rplesetic fog ad request or as0at.lap000al% Ades.cg lost Ifie ti 
re€ad0so cert.a ih000.a00 1gt dote is regarding£old 

ELL joining MIO 

Lo4as Public 01 Enter@Lotte ex sateAplicso or AubotiotEe4the 
RLaeSisg lets0my 

Se0Coo00 Midcoerie dependent5to Orta Cot Recovery Mech.as. 

0lubed A,,.t"'""" .,,,.,..,. i...,,.., uc "'""'""'' c- .. -1 ,,,.,._,r,,,.., "I 
Lase Sig eston 

erowoe€or$6.0 01444 th otent ldependent System0pert.or lee Regioeal Toso.is.io Dr I Thom MeGcl 
Ogeitoe lest0o 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 9 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

smm .m....n.
u.m.W G0‘(1I\0ldrl mas..7(..,.,q n 2014

mu
.. M nu uvcnz mm.

W
m...m.........M

“ "* “

\��i��i�bIC

mam , _
W..mWsmwmmm»mc.n...n,..,,im,m..‘ R hm” Wm

\��i��i#bICCnmmwssmu
‘” W‘

um. . km Hm um gm. om lrvprmmment mm
mm W§,mM;

A,.,.‘¢....u .. Em: yL«,.m.Avu u/: Crlifirxhcnu/U: .» nkmk \��i��i�mIC

‘M-'-='"'="c
ww ‘C¢*§m1'1Vklk\Pri»;:.|mAtIAm)n:L1nLlLm.4g|'nwY'uh W |K(.»n:S|mngT§(*n'.or

Ink cm... 7.). M,

m.m..‘. »..m.(

sum Cwnmsywu

law A,-;,u(..w :4 M .i.:.'.¢.m D} (mam (|mu~<flu M. .5‘

fl’dlhlI1V)\A«/n wmhmu Zynppinuluhaclrnmkva(CnncI1lfl|ndaIp|)»n‘

.,...m,.‘m ;.(.y...a R mi...“ N 2,. cm.,m dcicr-mvnxlmn of

met 11:: 4, m zu.n.,.,.‘4.n- mn.....m c.».“,,.., ..».N .9 the

cwm..-M.-.a.m..

mm; rmm,

Lam: ma Pubm

mm ,\,,;.:m Ru n .m:.p...».. M ....m slzwco W. 4,

.vu(n«m.au&uh|<§ Day a ......m .-rs'.z\(L‘4):.<:s..gn<.A

m...mm ‘1:|||1v:\GH«fl.m‘L< urn 3; Co'I\:Iumm mm at‘

(.mALumr .. .‘ m.,mn.. r,.mW r..n,.n. W1. m m.

m.m.m.W..mm

a l.In:Sm.ug‘i’al.n'.un)

Cmmsmn .1: “mom Imanzxokx mm

A .»z

.1 L...‘ amlng ‘mm,

1. in." mm.“

Lmr: m..,m..u.- KNILIY sun.“ am N. M. \'K»v 2n med Sun xm.

§x<v|.:fmnmmmv
" “‘“

:D:‘V|V):r‘<f£:Kh\Yi:Z\|dfl ‘ ‘W

§T1';ZE§§.?Ci..m ‘—‘ 3"”

iummn mm.
“M

Scmzc m.....w..
mm «mm. ::cmi.;.;M.,wm .7. Dtvvrd Ru,wnxeY'r<>yu1< Ar)»: \mn|r.g .....; My um

um ... nun:

smc L-wm..m

Enn'1,.Lm.m2n1,LL(y\yyhum;n M. M; M: .‘ w...m : Wm.
A;m'\>Nalh:I1; Mic! In n M

u..‘.m.mm

Vcmoc Cnnvm M

"‘ "“° sum aw. ... Apgm m,.n.v..,c.......y flgrzmunu mm \'4(‘HnK mm .., L...‘

L.>ui;:m mum

:m..=c.‘,.WW
“ W“

VH/'U!utP>N<r Lifmv uj;-ubh-:\' irnmg H /..W.».

mac: am‘ {naval ai mm INm|1|w«‘n mum in she Miaum

nmmm Yrznxmlsxixn mm um. IV. Vn‘

fun lm=gm..un w...M..,

im.u. Vuh

«M; c.m.m

Elvugylouuurn m ;.4z..¢.,., ms. Lm.uun4 ur mum:

Vaml w.,»mm....m 5- .3 .44 mm ‘ar ]))b< u :ypv<>wL— ..m,.W;
\��i��i9bIC\m;‘Vin|. nu:-n vruczunm 1nd .7...’ wuq «M .1 FGSLmm

ELL1mmn:Vn:0

an w.,,W ».‘...m..,

\��i��i9bICmm

Scu\c('amnw)an
" "“‘"

in g) v \��i��i�bIC. ... m 9 am‘! awn.-..‘..nm.m.1.,w. [mm m:

Wmm. In mums,‘ mQyv:ru.xk.vuYkw.au;u\4e¢hnmx\n
.1 Luz: mm Keuumny

lcmxmu v.m|..

W.‘ .-...m M

‘ '““‘

\w.....w.‘ in mg, Ian M. LLE Rcymm: <.m.._i.i. ».m.»‘,...w \��i��i9bIC

.;..»«.i Hlh-‘MKl|d:tP\1|Ii<H‘5‘yil<lIVU|3CV1HVv M: 1l:m.>uYYrnnmv3nau

Dunn: en

.1 Laursmmg rm...»
Dr . Tfianusmum

lawmwv

LPSC Docket 1\o. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibi£sRhS-001

Page 9 of 28



lit be4 4Deni t¢feel 
hi ob 

Li """",._, w: ............. :..-.-lc; ......... c- ... 
-.� 

ecc004. t.4 Cot4tic..poi 4Mi.4eett dee. ye 0el Lee Teti.o 
e fr% 00 

Loh ''"'"I'"'° .I. ... M«u -.._. I\Jl,o� C""""'°" OM C- ....,,,1 
fkeport fled $eeCeo t 44f pee of th Orear O.. Coy4.he4i 0pert 

0or.e$eve le So4 erv$dee.6 

L0oh """' "' ••- "'' .. _ '""''' .., r, ... i.:.o. ... , i 0414 Cong.y Loe. G.. rvie Cony 4Reulery Dvisi fl#aoet Fled ei4Co0 to bCotporole tried0Age20144Me$ 206 

our/v X 44l """''"''"'I A�- c,...,.,,,.,., b E,_., ,_...., ,1,e b ... 
l sf kepont Fed ere(o.o Per.odo hoary244hough Dorer 20AS 

00l 0 Southwester lee Pee Cog.le.et4e 00%.l fl 0 % L20 
fkepon Filed $vie€a0. MwofWoodEnge8owoe 

- 
I 

Loa hid 
1$01 h re lite of been Serves, LLC Noting Fled $ere€oeris.i 

Lo.oh '"E..;\l ........ ..-- ,.c-. ....,,,. ... ,,_, ... 
"'I Serve€eeioo 94 eore Aooordare wit Oct Order 261 Shock C I Appl%et lien 

Mier BdMcue+ MB)Order 

gee fl a fee De4tee Coe.et Dee 
0hl .1400 Elect Meters.Coogen.eCodee et loo.e irthat Dot 
Serie(es.on Log lee#ogle.etoe or Gere€pity/sett (ecio dig Followed 

the8SC Mr based Mele Geer Order 

Loe[ U.$0 At a edot aooooe4Ader Ce tho al $4ode 
$of#aeoetFled See teto lerod of hoary 2o.bro sher 20I% 

Lo.le L.1l - ",_., .,,__, - c,._. "P ",_..,_I 
$e Ave of0.o tue#rte ferodef loser al 0g Do.her t 

Loe. l 04 oee et lee $ Coco Elene 40pat tee.Coe rte fled s soc 144 Elect Meth Cornea - ode .. -1 4Co 
teer$Capote ee. fligFollee 

' 
.Md leery 4. eoedooe.ode.l40009.0 

toe .%t !==." .. .,,...., _ _,_,, __ , $%fleeter ___ ,_,_ = 
Late • $44/0 l oorow Ode%42.dole€C No tho bee 
erte • le.Mclee+464 order Cerio hh Falce.d 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 10 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

( um
WW

Vintzr -».‘..,..m
urr De mm.

u.....rw mt...

Cam Yuurr u,c <\ M Apjhixtlmh am, . g m. Emu .14 3cn:l§V>9r

Ermmul7nm:pa\mnm1-uMhL:nnlivvrnrlndzpmMrvSvsvm:Uprvxw. xummy, .inrrmw,

ms R:;xnn1H'urim.5av«A mxW....m

Wm... man:

Sam: ('mnr'|\)-HUI‘

«mum... at |hr‘I1:l£r mt.“ |SiHwn[‘4'4Ii'u:h.:n1n4/‘(‘* W sum,

pucfi V) .4 u. mm om...“ ‘mm c..,.,.,., ..,.« mmugi i5 mam.

wnwmmz gm. firm Er.v1wmmnL|\>€rv1:-.1 /mm: /HKZM6

Luu.m|1 mm:

Sewn: c......t_.m

’\mIu vi mam UK (sfiusIV'|£fll mm: In um u_,..m.t 0..

mm own. and ‘LVUKIMISGASSEV-V5:(i\Wi)1\\)(KA‘gLim7Ury Dummn ., s.m,,w...u

Almusfnevg c...,..m..m M .n.,<.m .:~.m :01: mm!» March we

Lmu m mm:

mm.» Cnmmmmn

iuu.xu:m mu. ‘Auflu .: FAleiAfl]M'J1<MC‘iAl§C filing M rm‘, t....,m UK M -J.

s. mm .m\\m)
’‘ "“‘

Pr: ..1.,m..‘ IHZRHJVVMIED |J:c=mhr. zus
“""“F="““‘

t.m..t.m... ,

smm. EVA\L(kVUW<rCnm M uxdiarhuasaix/urn mm
.

S5Vw£kCAbmm:lS|4I1
“’““‘

mv.-w.num, WW.

W U‘ D "
"‘”‘""““‘*°

mm.“ mu;

sew Cnmwnman
1,. ‘K imz-swgnrma-:1Em4Ly new LLL‘ mm; mm

L,.... \��i��i����I’l.b|iC

Vuvn: c.m.m

sxuvto mm: of «W .. cmm. 7.-My In ;~up..;.», rm
nu.‘

Rev. 4. ;Wam W a.m.,tom.; km"? <m:o<kr.c n.

um ma Me..1.m mew ‘yon:

,.,,,xt. mu mum

‘mm
2. W. H, mm 5...; am. Amylzuu :...- And um

W..m>m.:
“W

Li v1<niRrmrCwp<ru.¢\oC<>m:s. 20:nKl'quH4l«'r ;»..,,t,.;-‘rev v=.m..mm-mum.

Sr.r»\:cEamrHnmn
‘

t.mgn.m>9.:.n..a.;=«~.m...=.s.»i..c.m.m<.myu.mu. cawtwm ;wu.‘.

min: mmmum Uevwzmcm a.m:o.w

ti: ‘MIDI
mun

L W!
mu ax‘ Hdevai Frwvraninmui ,m,w...n. (‘hm mm;S u[S‘«\Ll‘U) «W

farmnmmn ':Ic Pcrmduflnumrlmi :n:um;hx:»v>-uzow
3V*.HKér/H‘ meg

Loumam PUD‘: mi. .4 . nui Euwrraimcnhi /\\lu.t\mu)l cm .%m,,: M K inv Fuwfl

S:rwc: (m.\.m.
‘"”"‘

HI 1,. ll! mm .u.W, mm mm Dflrmbcv zm »

W “W

ME\( iwnzz D M. 01 cmm.. E1

mu. Eizcvu \€r.|1\<v\Mv$‘ aim;-..,,. mu $4v.1w»£xl Lmvsmx

»..mam,..-.«mm.

wt”... mam

acrme (‘am|v\,m:n

‘<JAh\1gi\|:d|r-IVIHDQ: .

tn..t..tm r.mxs.um

mm... B’)
«W ornm Evvvmmrtmzi smm in. 5 (W.

um: ruaxgllmnl M’ .u am.“ Wlltr nmi vasuu nflrw: Indlflug Su|lKcp<v1P-‘Lira

v4'IVIP‘illVkE mm , mam cm... Deux

\��i��i@���mm
= W

Strut: kmm“.

x.,..x....m..; ‘am/'r<))1rw in zcrcunwMlI1G=n<vVlO1fltrRrZM‘1suhflxksik m.v..ugmm....um

s. |(PC«'mlI\i\\‘Wn

“W
v m:vlutKEn::\1e annm\’\1Y\M‘JOvJu

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhib=i.ttR.LS-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 10 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

(lid 
kt Mater Deripo. 4epeverb 

div 

4a hub 01$987 
Aud 0Fe4Cost leery lo.es, LL€ fee Poot of hlcri 

$4leoet Fled 
ere600ion Asoctf wth febrry2021Mier Sor Ee 

Lode Pub he &.612S $WE0Fuel Adjustment Clare At 20De 20 ff Report Steed 
Seri€ado. 

0 Pu.bl 664 £Ofuel Adee Close At(le 2o1Dee 202 Saft Report Submitted 
eve60is0 

Lou. pubic 
16646 

Ee4gL4ii LL€ Pure Gs Aho.stet Aadi +ha 20Des $aaft Report Suborned 
Sere€orsoe 20.2 

L000lb X3444 etePoi Furch.e Ga Adjacent Aud4h% 202L.Dee 0.2 Sat Report Suboed 
sere€. 

-- - 
Loso uhli X36.4 $9cot4le1Be4Mehis to lReewe Geer.0 NA 
See»iecei600 

oar lubl 86 le viroeetal Adsoomt Che Ad (he 20De 207 Sutt kcont Filed 
$er4Co04$80% 

Louis.is pie X-16720 WEPOEirooota Adostet Closs od ta 2a1Dec 2.2% Se4/ Ave 
or6000no 

Laue Public $490euguests fer Proo. tor th purchase of diverse geortion ad 

rote4so. ¥ 00 cg.cir tesources i aodace wbte 4et[.4Mee$tie /MB4 NA 
[order 

0a.pli x.4 ovestgive Adie$WE0Serge(ue $uflepeFile 
Se0Loi.00 

L0.. ubl x45% Eaten Lo... (L¢geest(e egos.al fir log-tern evelope«eea 
su4ti 

Serve€or$6 0obi0ye00bob40900.4 

Lo0 le 4 Clede owe LL€le.est f Proposals for new.bl energyresoroes Soll A.av 
see0fee. 

- -- 

oust.p/% 
X.1166% Corson Mu€a.pa0lg00 8poor¥ Soll Atoe 

er4000 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-00 
Page 11 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

4...“.

.mm

numnn ~....m
Mum u.,q.,,m.. in‘ mm. ..

Wm. v-mu: Am BY Fur! (am .14 mm, ‘Mum; LLC .0. Pvanwm ail w...‘..‘
<Amm:Cnmmuim|1

‘AWE’
A3x>c|a1udIrIlhl¢hn;r)2fl1Y mum Smrm Emu

Mm krpvfl mg

;g:;;{"gn::;;m um yam’:Una!<AMxmmrc|aucA«.1urJuiuwvminlay I~ z:,?..w.‘..m

1

‘

4

tw....mwt
‘ ‘ t ; , ,, ~ ,.

,

M. W“

mmmw
x W, suzrcnncw /\:y'uIv1vM(‘.mvrAu m-n.n2V—Du-:10.) \��i��i��E  W L \��i��i��E 

;;uv::.:::.:M WM
Lmmnnn LLQ m.,.. G-\ u..,m., W. \��i��i �E znzx ow‘ Mmmmm

m X4:-b4‘[fl§w Fr-HxrPnunPn(.nuu.AinsA.ynsm|:|1 y\udvl(IwnIC1| In 10A. sun W. gt........t

V

‘:f(“j“::': '“"“_~‘m x luv mum Mrkr am xmm... ‘m Rtnrwal: . t,m....m VA

;f;‘f;;";D‘;;;:; xwm X mtmm m..mm M W tn mm s..n.p...m

{j;w“;;";a"m“; 1

‘

}<16"1fl SV«'EVZ0Envwmv-n~,r.mA.1ummerx(\,u\:mu/KI‘znlm\B52311‘!

Wm kquurx ‘av Pnpaial N. t... .m..;: at dvvrst gcummuw N

x mm \��i��i!�E \��i��i��E m xmwdnnzc nth m. um um Mahnumv mm b\

‘ovum
‘

mm..»>..m
o

‘

V . . w .

w_m.mm__W
X> .4 hw-s|gn\'-.4;.1\.uvaS zvnusm

';::|;l:n:‘l;A'l’DT|||\‘"“ xnn
\��i��i �E [on M n.«' R5113‘ \��i��i�E ;.w.,..;, r..

lcngvevmd:-zlaumnm‘ W \��i��i��E 

..t.,._
,

WNW n

K‘ M“ n..W.. LLC Kqmxr/mFrw;x~»sx\>7arvr1<u1:\ct:r<ruy M \��i��i!�E 

l°“‘”““ hm“
\ A7551‘ L'amv'uiyan \(\x|vn.m(xpl<|l, Uhhgauun Kqxxum 5| H Amm

>€IVVYE Lvmmmvm

LPSC Docket 1\0. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibit:R;Is.S-001

Page I I of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

¢let 
poet 

Matter Deep00. tfeeivere 
e.tier o 

0i$0%4bl¢ X17$%8 Alter Acton eviewet$-$MCOY Apr26, 2020ht.age sf#eo led 
bore€on$ 

Louse Ph he .160% Ater Action Bew et MI0ILL-Clo Poer IL€AM 2. 22Outages S Acree 
Serve60to. 

Lo.a pbli K.1%e $0Elie Cooperative#Ree tr le.pol fr log tr per porch.re Sul/ A.ate 
Secore00 000$.900070g0.000ya040%erg0e00.. 

00.a.pl 
R.327$ Ero of Loe-Term%et lledog fro¢o.ad sat Report Filed wt Ra 

Co004$80/ 

loo0lubi% R 4026 vtgto of Duhe Leveragtglsues tor I1LS.Jadoo Lil l/ Act Service0i$do 

0al.he 
R.4029 lestgto of Structure le for ALPS4Jc/Li.bites Se Age 

ervoe€ore$.0l 

� - 

�---,~�-=�----��--··1 Lou hle 
R4407 

Exercise Atboti et ute Utility Gert.om Dev.to ad Sett Report Fled With ale 
erode60so Ree.renea Deco0et4the kale %drouede that Coad4ply10A 

Sae fercee o Aahoity 

0uluhe 4% Posedg to Establish Bale egrdog Eloote Udity arlf fibig ad aft Report Fled Wah Rule 
eee60a0.0 Related Review. shdogSpecif Rae Fili$ 

Coe.ideation of appropriate ta.e to go through to riper the 

Loa.a Pule beefisof the reduction in orpoat coo an#ea/ of the Ee€us 

er4co0is0 
R454 .4lo At, trtree of de eguaoe habili ordered b the Coe.oo Sa kepoet Fled With ale 

to be recoredby tibiae4purse0006000$.$i0 $Sp0oh Order o I 
208 

Lo.a ubl 
L0a.lubli Servi Cori0.pare Tel Lh$closure of facts 

r4€000$4.% R 4$ Note,legatdig Such Matters as MrGes Aler4, 40C0a0 ad Report Fiat With ult 
esioers.aRelte44es 

Louis.ic pule R34860 kales Agphobi t[ls Seace he loo of Serve to Load Report file wit Roi 
Servo6a0oo# O et tore foot th.at mole 0i4toe lnduria Load 

ulee.see to Study the lel%cos op.act of Ag.tgator 0 
Lou.spbh¢ 

R3494.$ Reel 0start Deco. bee dLde hat Catto.s, Sch Sf Report /let we 
sere4co Activity Should be Allowed in the Lois.ia ti Serice Comissions 

ha 

Ru.croaking Pwrsuatote General Order Dawe March 20Di Dockett 
ousoluble k.1$1 Devot.op ales Loder which Third-Pry Agdeg'ors ot Real €toner $%kepar file wk /god 
Serio6eis0 Seel.mg Athony 00pert.e. well e Allowed4 dee Wihi the ale 

1nsc,, .. ,.J.,,.,., 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 12 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

illustrative Experience

cu...
“”‘“"'

...... o............ Lrc n.........,..

........r... ‘......

‘*"‘"°''‘ *'“°“‘
X ‘Wu ...... ...... llnwcw :4 SW swco, 4,. 2.... 2fi.11)2S(‘ruI2;s ...-. ...... ......

Scnur . MW.

W“"“ W"
x .v..«. 4.... Aznm .z...m. ms!» ... rv¢<..1>...«.. no -... 015 ......“ 3... ......

5...... . .m.......

.... ......
“W

....z..................... ....y......... .,......... ,.......;.....
W

s |c:('mnrm:rm
' ‘

......“ .e........;....a..............,.............

's»;:j‘:‘gD*‘m~:‘;;M m'L..ng .... «......o.,........,...,..... 3... .........=..... x...

\
.,.4..;. ....M......... .; ...... .. ... nsc .............. ......... ...... .... .

W->‘-"='*‘*"
. . . . . ....sc. ». ... . A

WHWW_
...... ... \��i��iV.. .........§ ,. \��i��iL...... \��i��iX ....

x..|.....1.».; W... W cm... u-...... M u.. ... .........;.... ......

...........v.....
_

2...... .......... .7. ...... ...... . \��i��iB...‘
n

...,...c............
“W

.....m..:......................c....,....,.....c....A.....»....}
‘"‘”‘~° *"=‘“-'”“°

5...» ......m....... ..

“......
Mr K

..W... .. 5...... Ruin “...... ...... ...... .. ......” \��i��iD

MMm_W,m M
=.-.... c........ .. .z....... ...... ......... 3... Spam: .1... M...»

.....c. .. .... ...~.... .. ...»..... ....

......-. ................ .. .......— ...... ...... . .a... .. .... r.. c...

.... N, .... .........- .... ......-... ...»...-.. ...... ... ... cm........ : ..n.-...” s. ...w.... .1...

.... ...... ............. ...... .»,...c......,.... .s..... o.... .. .3.

2...:

.,........ .=......-

=..... c.......;....

.......... ...... mm ..n.....,... .. ...-. ...... .w.......... .. .2...

.. mu mm... ... .z........ «...... .,.4..c.. Akrs, .. :............ ... SL:’Rc:-an F1'u1'M1I\Ru|z

c................ ...m.....»... .

......" .>......

smm-.......;«..
.

layman: ...

Sch/wt .... )3‘/1

M: ..u........ .. .....- arn—= my“. .. .... .. 5,...“ ... mm

» .. ............,. s.................. .. .... 11:1 ........... ....
.. mm s...-am. ...“... ....

........... .. H... .. ...... .. .»....¢......... .. A.-2-...... .4
... .... M...

“M
x..... m..-.;.. .. om. .. “...... mi ...... .... .-.... ...... x...

s......n............ A‘... s........ 4...... .. .=m..,.... .......s ..c.r..........

................

M14? ...... .... ....» ....

...... ...... ...... nm....o.... 9.... ...... —,zo.»....>=.... ..

.,........y.......- m .. .... ...... .... ...-. ..., .«.=.e;...: .. ...... ..........Js......c.............. ...“...
s......:¢..........

“ W‘

M... Amnvnn .. 0...... M. .. ......... .. .. .....m ...... ...‘ ....

ws. .:............

LPSC Docket 1N0. U-37677 Exhih$t.R.LS—00l

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 12 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

tie 
Docket Mater De«rip0. teverable 

ei4eh 

Rule.a.kg Derose Need le Schedules g Pro.e Oleg 
Demand pose Protects Develoeeet gt Sae k Schedules ad 

Losa Pubic rogtarns, Deena0o of Cutone Pop0O . eh pro.gee Sutt Report filed Wach ale 
ere600is8of 

R-39116 A.locatioAk«every of PrograCosts whether Such Ptogr Shall 
et4dtor or Vol.try fee Lile % e Feet i S of the ale 

Adopted a Geel Oder Date Med • 20I. Do&kt N.494 

Losa ubl R39462 
Rule.lo to&Research ad Fvaloe Castor Cecere0tic to al Sul Report Fila. With Re 

red4Co0$00 Electric Castor floe well%0her le.glory Eaviroe.o 

Lois.le Rulemak . 4ea apry 0hligos tor Reg.hated lecrie $uff kept Fled wit Role 
Serve.Coe0$0 

R1626 Lule 

La0us le 
foe.le Ace.en. t Gee.eeel Order dated Ag 0 $regard 

$eecoeeson 
R.17% electric reliably stand ch.dig te Coo.isloe's current pely Active-Notbong led to Date 

heh4delete.et 0co.hi4.4 

o Pubic $.182% Directiveotsabliha Serie(ayProgr 4Sot Cleo Power, AC Stkeport fled 
Serie600ow 

Louisa ubl $.1408.2 
ates Lours, LL€Request to Close I4S ate Schedule to New Joint eportot Soafldfll 

Se60049 [...$ led 

Loa bl $14426 
St qlecti Re 1 Lou. be Ar we adhere A We Soft port Filed 

Ser(ego oig 

Loads.a.bl 
aergLoso,LLCiotooftrpo legadg the Adon 

SereCo.0o $1711 Suto deha4[torsion Pach0is60nit with Loia So eport filed 
ulie Service Corio Gee Oree De4(eober 1, DO 

Lu.uh¢ 
....,.,. __ w.c ·- .. (,) .......... ,.. .,, r.. .... 

,,.,""I 
lie6edoe 

[a4% Serie at Petrol oa Dela Po Syta, /Revise a. No 224 4ht etc 
ulerveight for Irr.a aeRelief ad(iwEpoded(orside.on 

Luse Pule 
Energy loas Ls Notte ot Emption Regarding the Audubon 

oiecon$ 
$4711 Substation 44el4 fsrso Facilities Coe..iseet wi 1 4P$ Se/ A.are 

Gee Odee 

Louis.Pule 13303 [egrated oootee Flog 4RP pow foe Southwestern Elect Sat keon iled 
gee€ore$s..0. Power Corp4POOL prtt Geers Order dared Apel20, 2oL2 

Lo..0 pi 
flue Foe Le part , eagues to lt 2I negated 

Servo600000$.$.0% 
1.469 esougee Plegge Pees sett Geo Odee N .1004 $4font Filed ,.,.,�·-'"'"·"" +-- - 

Los.ea Public Eoonglo LlC,er pare lt rt Request to locate 2OAT le« 

SereeCorenis.doe 14694 "'"''"" ..... .,,. ("!RJ""l """" ""'"'"'"' ""'""' °""",., • IOOILI So#fkeport ile 
1,c,.......,1.._,..,"""' lil,l011 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 13 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

vm. ....m,=u.... uc msmu.

mmm mm m..m: n¢.wm.. at Sam Rn: <.

Frngurm
\ ......m And

». u...a.m., .1. ‘mhnury u. um... .. \f| Fan ...

4a...mo:m.xo.n(.om< v1.-mu 1nN.nnx.1m.w mum

m.m..., 1:: Uezummc M mi km: s.-v.:.mu mu ym m Ditllng

sack: ..,a

m..-Wm UV k'mimr:r wmwm .. .i.-» pragmmw

_pmrv«>/Frcgvnm cm.”mm sun y m.,s».u

V
—. ... ‘Lb m

sun lam mm M RM:

rum Cmvomczi mm ., wd. .. mun x...x..m Envmvrmcnlx

xmm; m Ruuxh v-J Fu|\n.c mm. c..“.m¢ Opucm .3. 4“
mall Km... \Y¢ wm. Rm:

«nus

u....m... OI‘ \imrmmv mm, Ohhuvnru rm Kcguhbed mm
Sixfihpmi n M mm N.

pm. mm”-. m G:|1Ava|OIdLV mm W a wax

‘v mum mvmm. wlzcrumnu

ding

EMJVK .=x..a.i.w ,....a..m_ mzhmng -.- f‘wmnHs;mn‘x current mm, law: mu ,., me: 10 Du;

D~mnieruhx.hh1)x . Su\1::QIu..vyF'u|unHSQ?wb1 (Yew ». Hr sml W.‘

fiuxmu:

am. launmm. uc kecum m Um: mm -4.: mm. .., Nrwi Jmm um al sun ...‘x m

lanai

‘sum DI Eieune m. m IUHIKIIWI Whac

am,»

.. M and What Am M
Sim u.,.m mm

L'n:rg',I1vuwAn>, u cu ‘lnmtuiuismpuun |(:;,x'flm: m mm

ssuhsww M RM: Yrimmissxw nmm mm. vlh um

Vuhh. Vmlccfnnwiuvun and may owe Uuam H\ mm

gm mm Evhd

SlA'vi.(l’4lP(l\ W 9nflsDcl(1Y. .|n:SH'A\)|h\ ..;m..»m,~2

|\IrI(:\r»:KvXH1f.:rY.[lK.ln mum mu, mam K m4,....m,

-A Mmm... uc mm .. m mm mu [m x..=,;mw
n Paul L"\u(im l:mmm/

Emcrgy _.,..,..n. um banc: .. Exazwhm Rtgudmu i... Maw

cum! nag:

su...m Ind rumm r~...mW mama (mm. W W! H-sc sxu kn»:

Vnucv cm..m<wrrro»_=....u.,..-U Oman} mm mm my in Ex)!

“uegruzd Kcsuuw Y'\ANuug um vrxnx [4/; =.m.mm mu.

1
sunW.‘ mm

“£!41L'(F Vhmr 7*} mm Frown Ran-1

.cm.. ‘ma Agni :u 201:

W, Vmur LLC ax pm: In .. «M... .. mm 10!’ irmglxim

..‘. Kimasl mm V: mm Sn/Ykpan FHCI‘

::::;;";.::,‘i'::m \��i��i���Z

;::,;;22::':;‘,.

‘

\��i��i?��Z

\��i��i���Z
‘

\��i��i���Z

;:.:::;::‘::..M .

;::::":,.5::;::m \��i��i���Z

::::::"a..::r;:w. \��i��i���Z

a.,.m,_.m... uc.

u mm mm my zn, zm:

. pure i. re mum. . lmmlc 1c|‘iuq»w

K.-,um:Y'hunug ( me PlI=w:il7w-uu.1wliaC>¢ucv-lliurx V.» Iumnu Sun xcpm‘ mg:

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibit RLS-001

Page 13 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

¢et 
poet tee Decripo tt Deliverable 

eiflee 

Luisi4le ht4aede04 Plan (t process fl Southwest /4% skeet led 
re4ee 

1.41$ Poer Con.pay(WE8CO, post to Geer Order dated Apel20, 2012 

Losa Puhl ytee Eoengy Resources le uh ift fog 4Depot.oo ah 
iohog Filed Deprocatie 

ERE ER122 ea Dootson.g 
Servi Coriss.ioe Deg0onus.pg Ras Negotiated 

Louis.i.e puthe 
othighed Lpoho 

er0oo FERC ER6 Se fengyeoroes, ii. sabots tiff ilig (Ch.age i Depreciation R4De00.008000.0000.$ 
le Negotiated 

Re Alas Pb/i Sere Coere.soar Ms.is.ipe fable Serio 
Lou Public FERO ELA8-1 

Cot.soot Steen Emerge0es, I Doke No ELI7410l al k Late Sig Cooplaint 
erode60i.0. or Puhl Serve Cosio owtobnonylesoroe, Ir. e Air adTestoy 

" DocietN ELI81420004Caso.data (RO Colt 

L08..a.9bl FERC ELI8-204 
the Mae of Losa% Pu8h Dorf00 yer Seer Lae Sosg Coe.pl.t 

4Co00$0 Resources. le 4Cpl Sue0ctr4Corn.plot Afdwitad Toon 

Loia. tu4 
la the Mater of Los Puhl Service Coos.soi ywoo Eaerg Lace SigConglt 

FERC ELI8 I Ress, le ad Faterg Services,le (Sale Leaseback IN48 AD/T 
erace0re.$ Cola.it 

Attitadlesiony 

Los.fuhbe RC ER8 II 
wwooEnergy8ooroes. ls shots oaf 6big pee $.44a2ii LS$4 Laesag Teston roe€0es. Amendtto Refer Dae Cuts ad lob Act of 204tab elective60120 

FERC ERL3 ER; 
Louse/uh/e 4.ERL.IT [SERI fling ltd to IRS Setleroot ad socooed opts on EL1IS " Serie60.0 2,£R21.14 [(SERS%let¢web.ck e+1N AD4%%AR.A184SER4 TC5A 

Lau.a Pu.bl 
FERG LL-2 

LPS€, MPSC AP. 0NV el omooo lid [if Forro •Late Sorg Goop-bot 
Se4Ce00 000 A4.vii es.ti.cay 

Loa.a. pli ER€FR262 SF'fed cha.get AFLUD%due top.aria Settee i EL22 
Ser04C0004$800 

Nott mg hos 

Lo..a. Pule LR&ELS6 It4 Ls€ PS 0NOV $EI £a Alleged leadeet Ota0. .d R Late Sisag Complaint 

Sereetocoos0 s oposde 2012L/prate Avita.Teti0 

Lo.4be 
FERCERLA ER , I ...... , • ..., .... .,, ... c 

£7102 SERI Fat Re rotcolls Ara Fil.gs wit challenges brought for.lar Rule Pecos% 
rode. ER2412O 00 22,2022ad review a49% Aocited cos.lie 

Lou.sett FERC ER24 ytea hen kesors, lee u.hosts ta.f flog (lrchior of Peso 
$eref0twos lees0ml 

R La Song Icon 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-00I 
Page 14 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

cum:
M ;=«,*:-W \..n...,..u..,...n CPKUKHVQYIBIQ

V

Iuhh:
\��i��iٿ�|�?��\��i��iٿ�|�@��UU 

M ,4 mm mm \��i��i`ٿ|�*��\��i��ibٿ|�+��\��i��id,�|������3ٿ�W, (M mm,” \��i��iٿ�|�:��\��i��iٿ�|�;��m

WWW
\��i��i�2�|ٿ��\��i��i�3�|ٿ��\��i��i�4�|ٿ����� W.,m,.;,, (SWkP(L)r ,m.W..,.‘ at. am: Ayn! 1/) 2m

Vazmgrnm Dc;mx:mmn

Yartsalmbcmmm Slvmllx

Lu'...\‘¢wm

cm. Igy m...;.§ in: xuhrmx unlf mg ¢n.:.m..,.. and

D:¢m1In:;:wnnx)

hmhingfird nm..u.m

am LXI: no smm fmugy Rsamzzcx Inc )ubMiL\lVrN1'.|m)( Whnrigt in m,m..m Rn1aamAA>:wqnnmmn.ng

:«.¢.\v.N....>.a

lnumzru mun

Sm/1r.: u.m...m

‘Ft Arhnsh tam” Sum: Axum gm \l.s;i»\p1v mu: acmw

m..m,..:»..m Kawjvmimw \vI|rv1Er.:.§vV£ImIl£cJ.h.: om.“ LL|'XH>1)|«Lu R huiwu-u<‘nmpImx

e.m.rWm..
’”‘“ “' 3

LAAAVXIIHAPMNH <::\u:Cu'|ln|n|c.n4 sm. t..., km.“ in kl uram nnffmnmmiy

;.. Dn<>m1‘lo Eu: m 009\'L.)molwum4‘ mos c.‘..,i..m.

l4>mxmnPubh\
_

in Ilik Mum-: m ;.m.t..1. mm. Scmw im....m V sum r-my 1: L|rmS\Sui|:Cm'WPimr\l

mm-.7....w.1.‘
““‘““"‘

Kzicmzu Lnc Lciyiuu5ln)ChAV!f4/mpllmli AEdxvH::.d‘i’a.imuny

:3 m um. ailaumun pm mm Cavumisxian . Smun Energy
*"“‘=“"“ *’“°‘>~

3.3M. ma Hxu mm
s....‘ ('nmm.w.~m

R lm):S|>Lu_ Emnginml
"*5 U “

4m.m...a ‘Keeunmny

im1muuI’uNn gm gm, Kat/astute: in ivblvuiwanfl Wvng ,.. :» z..,.zy.‘.. urn

i:vwc¢('mmnvus|;nn
wt-WM

4lI1mflI:|(I1l7nR:fix><AIAx(uu2mHM-«A:Inf)G|"m\>¢A’:clwtm\KM!‘
N«»==>-:=~=*w~~>

Ezxczvci :4 LRZI
w..,..,m.H,;

Mm PM
m..‘.W=:.‘=.:..,,.uWn,..,.,aMm

M
M

W “M
[Si R! N. ,..,.«,._ MW! WW. PM» Max (s;x(7uAv

W.".W
,

usc,»..;c crsc G\<u\ >LK!lvrnumc|VulH:gvl ..mm,..‘ 1: .....s.Wt..n.,....
Vzruuc Cnmrmssmn

"‘“ “"“’
vvnwmn Amam am \'unv'1my

Nbhe
. , A . , __

mmmm
#ER(lK.1.I«.S ‘Nifrziyvxfldmxt'n/\FLDCm|..up:m\|Sr,r11rnunEL‘?L M....m._

Putin: iU<<.s.11i—5n UL4 u'sL APSE cm V in} \��i��iٿ�|�:��\��i��iٿ�|�;��\��i��iٿ�|�<��\��i��iٿ�|�=��\��i��iٿ�|�>��Vmm .,n,,m.. .,. .u...,mc..m...m.

zavnrk WIDIVIINYOJ V WW V mm .\:|dTaun.mi}
1

W. mew; 15 aw SEKI mm. W ?mm<nl5 Anmua mm ‘Uh .,.W .,t..,,, M
.

3<rV|r»e(.uvvm'V\w)1
‘N "AM

'

nun my nexozz mum _ .-nu/:3
F“'”“"‘ R"‘“"‘ M” "“

nuuxm Mun!

:::.:nC.L.m,:m “WM y1- \��i��iٿ�|�:��\��i��iٿ�|�;��\��i��iٿ�|�<��\��i��iٿ�|�=��\��i��iٿ�|�>��\��i��i�?�|�1ٿ�in. W, ..W.; W‘... mm.
wm_M_Mm

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibit.Ril.S-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 14 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

et Def tr Drip00. tpeoverate 
le0ifiebr 

Lou.siege Entergy Loos. LLC submit tat fili per Ai4 ICM d 
othing Flodin tbs Dole 

FERC ER18-1247 ER2II5ad£lad6Address 
Ser.Ceo Ms4eplcert Taff . 
Lo%a Pu.he Energy lg ' e%lade NOL ADMT at% $$4 eplet fan R. Laa Swag Teto 
voe600io0 FERER 2I1 Effective Pros.eet weel 

0is.ia pi% 
FERC EL226 

ts(apt#e et4bad on ecloo a'440MT4 4$$.4 RLane SisogConphat 
er4etee eoloereet fill A/.4dfest.a 

Louts.Pote FERC ER2 ITO bnetgMss4aploct Tait Store Cos Retard hbog Motoe foe Eelee.pct 
Serve€ore0$6.4.0% 

Louie 9bl ERC ER2-9 EetngyMss4keplaocont Taitt Werttoed Decoooo Flog Moetore for Settee.p.%ct 
Servieetaensoa 

� 

Lous public 
FFRC ER222 

nor Mss4 #eplacemen Tritt Attal Proo0ls a 24 202 Mentored for et le.p.act 
eeCoso Ao.al Fili.gs 

La.a public ERK ±RI6-2 MI@EatengyArte0Degre.roe Meowed to et lee.pact 
eCe00 pp( 

L008.%.0p./l 
Mioor.tin.eat haepedeat Sowa operator le worts tanit tihi per 

eet0eye ER€ ERI-126 110#iy 2018.00Emir$ AO Revoir le tech.age to Mooted tor eta/hog.act 
be effective 61201 

L0.0 pbl 
rERCERI8.2 IOEagy ArabaoeO c Moated fl let4lee.et ere4or0800 

ouahue UR ER910 M/so/At.he O (1A¢404%%0% Mooed for etail ha. 
re€a0$so. 

Motter Attacher4 0 " here ' chg " the 
ousises Pbhe Rt2144 feet.o.lo.to of eertao NO4DT Ag. fro Lt rel0Ml Moored4e etail lap 
Serie4eessoa fcol\ad 

louts.pe e€ER1a6 bra lost let.resent lei Other th Pero t th.di 
iced.sod ER1-14$3.ER6 pertigCocci al fol oat pd 

Motoe4toe Rel pa 
ts. 

1,- .... -,. RC ER-$1 peony21#0skeet Bene Oler erosion Motored foe Re.lop.acts Serice(en.is.o 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 15 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

Dcxku
““'"

........a.. .~........
W... .;.....,...... .......

......... ms...

Ms» »....W... 1...».

ismm L«........ up ...>....... mu/Y mm; pr: 1 uu..:x...v mm ....\
.«.......r.... ....u....m

nu ‘iiizndlu ....W....

Li...“ m.....«...

amzv am .. M... \m um .... v.ss4 x.;.v.;u.... ....y.-.
x Lane 2...... ...........

$:r'.\c:(<.v|vw>wm
FE“ ”““'”'{

&:“:':":::::::,.. :

5...... . ‘.m....w m......... M».

ms c...»....... .. um... M. «V W... ... .. w. mu ..... Ms: 4 .1 Lnn: s....;cm......

mmm: ... .mm».

............~», .

s.....,.-...........
“’“‘“‘“"‘“ .;.....n..s= . a........-.........;..... c.; x............. .»...,...... M. mu .m-.-..

.......... M...

. rw-::C\>m|I\|a:wn
‘”‘”“‘ ‘W

...m..... M...

s....:.«.............
*”“‘ ‘"2

....... r.......

2...... M35 4 ..................... w.-.....~..: liexuummvanv

xm . ............. n... ....... Pvu<o«c.> .. \��i��i�k��..... Luz:

\......~. .. 2... .. M

w....... ... z..,.» lnuun

vnso ;.u..;r............. <m.....w.-... K»... .4 .. . .... Em.) ...,....
......-.... Pubh-2 run mu

Q:/-w=(vmrms.an rm

.,......... M...

‘r»ur('vmrvu¢mu
'““’‘‘‘*'“° «.2. .2»... 2....

>...«K..... .».-....

»....»,....=.. ........~...n. Sywm op.-:.... ... ......... .. rm... v

mm M, .. 0 m...... u. 1.. u.-. r... R... M ............ R.¢mHmp1.u

L.,........ 9......

W... /VlV)W| \��i��i�k��

'“°"“‘ ‘"“ mm 2...... .....i....... 0 rc..\ ........... .... ....... ...,....

.......,..» »....,

s.....=c............
‘W W” ‘W \«\é() ......., M...» nrnlk) mr .,. ANT .5... ».....m.... x..... 4......-.

... ..... mu.

M... :.m.........
W" “N” ‘W

.usu.......,. ... .»...»..

...........,,... .....,.

............ . ...¢

a .. . ...-.. ...

oLAnrr mu... .~..... Hun V€‘i.L‘ ..\...~, \.......m '34’ Rvml im;-act.

mu... .4...
.... ..... mt...

Em
S<r.\__E¢¢n1m)mu

.......... M...

;.-....c............
*'-“““"'”"

‘.....,. r... ......... M... 0.». .... ..... .. .» mm ..

om... m..;...... ....... hrmuu .... ........

,

urv<».|<....u..=... ».,......a....-my-.....,.

\..,. ....t. Rx KcwHmVlr1=

Mm: ..... M: x... . .. ..,...

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhib=i.t.RJ...S-001

Page 15 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

( lit 0eked Mar Derito. telirab 
lee444be 

Lo.sac Pub FERC ERO-I472 4/00n04n Ahr6loo0 a Pep.sad040d9000000 4tote.tee Reet/ Ir.pat 
e440000$80/ 070-1726 %ee 

Loi...0 gis 
FERO EE130 MIso4gengyAchee0th%gee Depree.to Re Meutoredtee et/lap%e Serve&one800. 

Loose Puhe ER6I9.4 eueo gutty votie of lraqiy Moeototed to et'le.set 
re€ado.o. 

Lou.i. pubic 
FER€RI Reller.kg lee Coretta i Reio with 0gad 

Maetore4tee Re.lope er6000.00/ Flarie Marcos"Order I 

L0a9a.9b. FERC RMI82 
fare kale.le oe letie Steege leticpatio i Mets Orated y Motored tee Re.lcpats 

reef.e$. RIO%a4ISO40de 84 

--- ---- --- --- 
0cue LR RMI.J FLRt Ru/orang on rd Resler Mae.torte ketu lap.acts Sere€00so 

I 
h0.le 

RC RMI8- 
FER¢Rule.log of Dstobotod fogy Resource A8oms Me 4aetofe ken l0pats 

or€0do$so. Orab RIOS A4IO/Oree 222 

Lou.e Pue FR¢RMI9 €Mule.ego ADte.tee dot Cut to Ae Motoe4toe Re.//pt erice00so. 

I 
outs.i. puble 

LC RMOO "''""" r,,._,,�,,. '"''"-"""' '°'"" ! '""' ""''""' '" ol ,;, •-•l1 h 4€ado$so. Poe Act tMa«toed Ret lap.ct 

Louse lube tgM14 FER ulere.akin 0- Pei0pa o A4Argos 4gel o-4 4osto0he Reta/ pat.% eri0€a400$so. Response Customersi Mais Operated bRTO% ad IS0% 

Lo0sip¢ 
FERO RMI LT ,.._, It.- "" ,.,,,,, n,,°""' u«�K .,,_., Im""-"•"' n.,-_,,,J 

4odor4fr keel lpats Serve6ore.. All.e0004Geest. [rte00004%4 

Louie pbe 
ER€RM224 

Sri€00000000. 
Irdtry/9000D 4autoed$e eta. lap.act 

- - --- 
Louts.atut FER€RM21 Apphi.to of Persist Sutepte bleaie fr.coal 4et0fee Reaal lap%ace Sere€0or$so 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-00I 
Pagc16of28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

DIIKIKI
“"'"

..a.....a.. tm...
»...... ...m,,..i. LP( ....‘......i

rmzazmrz

HUM via

msw rrwxv AuzcimxnvOlm.hAs\1vn.»fVNDlvdan.1 mum mm AA/V)

H Lin Btu
\m..m.a K1 mu mm.

lmmmm ma...

)CV‘«)KEKHmm W
-‘W "L" 3"“ «u.‘i.n..~ n m mg; ‘.1 V)eynr:»mncnK1m »mm.a In mm [mm

Ymluhnl m i..-

s.-W Cmuvmfiswan
Hm ». ‘44 Return '11 mm \nii.rnfin4w!‘/ W...” M M. Hmpula

Lwumznz a

Errmm n,.......M
791:‘ mm" W

i.xc Ru mnkv-)( \��i��i� M \V}.u\:\4‘r fcrvwvéhluvn W mm Vdlh cam.-a

mm-W »

.

mi mm: M Keu. :...w

lauumu we K

Lu Rulrmakxngwn W RA-:1 (:<L’«r

\1A/n W K: Km. |n:vm<

Wan mi N m. imwcu

omm in ms ...a :33 Iivmr 112:)

“N Mi-‘._....n; n: D unhuml FnA’liyR!SAmK.( 1g;rL\3nnan( Ml «mm
u.m...m M mu impncu

nu‘ Kuirv-.i'(vm;Hn MM ivvuvrm‘ i«....,
v

R (my mu Vat‘ «.- wmm. iv mm mm

Nrwm r«1rVVH))\«)V|
'5“ W“ ”

luunuiu Mr .,

mu.,_M ‘
Sung Cm .5«mn

's§$§£I"c’f.?.",':§,m.. ‘W *1“ ‘/

's5:i£:"S.,'m“:§:;m W M <

\��i��i� M\��i��i� M
Saw}: Cumnnman

:n.»;...L Tummim:-u um.“ ram; x Add Vzcnar. 1w Bf [WK mum

‘Ywwd
m

\Kmmo1u1 Var Rv1A|||mDIr.L

mm. PM -W.

Scrum (mm) W

‘rim’ mmm fin Pmhmpnum M \uu*umu ar ms ')\\‘|l"A

‘Rdpwvx mum in \12ik:isCr:<uudln am”: ism

iauixmaahi K

Vcvmx cm. “Wu

mo bum w
Emiang D: the Hunt: mm» Lknn: Ktgwu. 1’*An>nui§.4vn n....m;

AH.» W. .m.,..W. lnlrvwrrwtduvr
\h/law/tmi/,r mi ‘mm

Laumna FMIMA

V:rnr:(«n1m)m4n
"" F" 7”

ltmnmnu Pubu(

361 vretuvnmxxun
"‘““""’

vmm mm M [ma

/\wv‘uAKn .w....,u. .‘,_<..= L....:.w. Limm/lunim M M

\4mm.m>1 VCI mm mm

».,...m bcr Rum imrack

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R4 Lane Sisung

Exhibinkihs-001

Page 16 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 
Doke Matter lei900. t4over«bl cent edifier br 

Lousiephe FER€RM221% ere ether Cedron Mos0fed toe et/ hp.ct 
See46000.0/ 

Lop.bl FERG RM2I4 htrcoi eh. 4a4of let le pct 
ere604.0 

Louis.it pi 
FER ADI IO Mader.gbleeiy Malet Motored foe let Arp.ts 

barf00oo 

Lou.sf]¢ 
ERE ADA ehiaby lecbical Conference Motored foe et leg.act 

er»wee€0$0. 

Lou.cpl 
CAD2A2 fleeticaio adthe Grid4theft.re Motored for et.le..%ct. 

Se0i4Le.00. 

Luis.pblic 
FRO AD L ciroate Chge. Extreme weather ad Lee System keliabi Motored o et lop%act 

Servo600 

Loia pbli 
FER AD2I S Jou eel Sa TA Ferebee Let Jes00$ Metered et[p%et ere Corso0 

Loi public 
FER€ AD22S Dari Line Rags Motor«tor et/leg.ct ervcCo8 

L0.0pis 
FER AD22­ lesson lag at40rs.gt Montore4feet44pet rvco4%. 

Lou.a lute 
LR AD2 

sabling lterregion. Tuan.sf Capability ad Cat All00 Moitoed foe lets leg.et Serve€a000$6.0 equeens 

Lou.sip8 
ER ADS Eauooceata hustie a0 Eqguya lurisdtool fit.rate Peet Moated foe Real lac 

4f0so. po. 

lo.he 
FER€ ADA6 Vo4RBlaker Ah00 fl let Lapa. Moe.ired4fr Ree4 mp%. io6es. 

- � 

Lou%public ERKER4'1 

Serie£edo0. 
L114t EL14-2 MISodspotr wt$Pad lo Pre.so wable Syer Capo Moitoedfr kettle% 

ELI-Jo 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 17 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

nun:
‘“"“

Idennflzr Ilummr
W...’ »..m,..... urc rm...»

Lawxirm mun

Sxrncz « «xnmmum

"K" W “ ‘° mm wmhu cmm wwwx N, am hnwxus

Lmumm um
u.,...m4 my mi Hwlyuti.

\(m1cm.zm; A ‘mu: [V \4..i_. \1unHvv:Iflx Ray mu...

WNW [hi my mm

cum... Chang; l\r.<'nc wm..«..,i Lin.Vn\‘;\7:1iR=|iIbi‘V'v

\1m-mmlvm flux‘mm.

«mm [M in;-i Yrvltlnux

an-15¢ Cumnmmn

mm \��i��i�@Mm

rm m w u lwwuvuiiecxian Rrtvnm

1

‘s‘Z$f£"(‘.$'§[;.w \ Fkmm W

:fV:j‘g:::jfm (nu. um“

‘m.»u...n.i.m
.

s“l5.L?f§2§L‘;,..n W ‘D’-' ‘?

mcmm

'-=‘“"‘““’”"”
Ervu‘ m u .5 Jmnifrflllli sv..n.,u.m. Uecln; Yunilmssur »M...m W m. mm.

L0MV1)ADAY\4b|iV

tm...m.m,.w.
'E*“"11" rmm [me R21ms> »W.M H/r um lmpnlx

‘lrmsmmsmn p:......u; an D.=«4!m M-rvulxrcrl fin Rum i...,..v.

run \Dzx—3

mm was

W W" 5

Vnlcnqimz mm IZFIDHVV in: La: Aiiwwrlan
Mmumud M mum

[an (in: hm:

Srrnz: (mm M

Em '\iY‘X1
m.v.....m: m...e.m saw.“ 7lH)idl(‘)/lull i.»u,.m.= Ycixumng

yum.)
Mwm fur mm lmaam

§E|‘-WK Comnmsian
rkxc Afilérn

mm. em: J‘:

Lu} 2». Lu: 11

Ban :o

VHPR mm. mm. mm In Irwr«1wcrl{u'mIlvv 5

xuso «Wm: ..M».- \|14lVa,rJP4vLL- >r A....m:

wmgi Mr am mp.‘-,

MuuHAr,u\ M rm imp...‘

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibi,t»RLS-001

Page 17 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

c ... , of 4.4eel. teer«be 
e.fie 

04a9bl¢ FE€ELI6I2 4Is0elg%toe of the Suh-Reg.oad Epotees fro 4/80south Moe4or4tor et fro.pacts 
reCoo ER1.89 Is0Mdest 

Louse Pule CE1.8 (PS40Se po40cal4 foe Ee.ace Poe. Mato fa leetsol let 
eve600$0. 

L0op.bl FERCURIT MT tsOle.terr«ego.al Cost All0 Pool Moiteed4e Retail hat 
ereCodi 

Loi.i. Pubi FER ELI-2ELS thallogetoMIOPRAresult autoed toe Eel lpa% 
er460090 % 

Lo0$.%f ERCE4.2 Ms0OE chge (0pion 6 Motored gee get lap.act 
be/Vi4f00.4o 

Lout pub 
FERO ER414 MIO Taitt ProvosreheowrSapotore 4$$ Motorede et lop.ct 

erice0. 

Loa.pbli 
RC.ELI. Appl ot At.he14cg% Motored(e et.Inept see Co.0 

Loi.p.bl ERCERI[6 Maifcaton or Lmrgeoypoison Metos to et. [re.pate Serve6.o. 

Loss Puhl FERC ER20 \IISO '"""'""'""' of!h=>< ...,._ <..oow,..,. """' (0,,,.-,,. �<J Moautoed lo et le.pacts 
rod400ii0 e Mele Motor mtg.roe 

Louse hue FERO ERI8 160 ursofihg foe Cur ad hob Aet (TC5A 4gitore4 Reel lacs rec a40so ER.78 

Loup/ 
FERO ERI-46.2 Ms0sore Adey Elg Loco Hoe Lt Corde toe 

Mostored fr Reel lap $eve€e4no Ht(utile to allocate exes ever free PRA 

L0%.hue FER€ERIN 6 410PI€er.pp@Con.getoge Mooed foe led hip.a Serie(eiso 

Louisa public ERC ER8. 

I 
"'S0.'N ...,, °"""""' A"'""""' """"""' •• � ,.,...,_ ,_ Motored foe Retail lap See€Oto 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 18 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

A x
D"“"‘

mu ‘in mm l)‘fLleK|\enhIe
“'“

........n..x.,..m.
“ "‘ "

‘

lamuanamlah. ;m—:m«— \(v:u.u.u mmMKh¢SnhRqmn\E>.pnKLm:1nw-1fwmV1Y<0VmxM(n
M_7mW‘_‘Ww

sm.‘.<m.w zmtxyz xnsrwmnmr

f*‘;"*§;"C"“";;m Hm Frrux \H'iCDSeamhul«rv|:fvrL:nnurwJ*«ue¢l< .»..mWm.;u...m.m.u

Lamimm vmmc
_ , , , .

Wmmm
mm .. MR4’)\Mmqunu\Cn;xAHnc2nmPr«>pa|1\ \\nunouHmRanHm:wIm

\

1:;-k‘:";_§_';;>fM
‘

mam“ ...\mm \|amwte1 E. W .m,W

:('_5‘;;:"gM;;_m ;rk<‘n|-H2 \»1lSUKOE(ha.:mg:(Uvmwm(aw \{nnm4;lk<Rem|Lm;mu

l«7AhS|l]]hAN)(
,

. .

m_Wm__M
rrxczxwm, ‘».uor.,,ny..‘...«..;m.,.aNW...W«..mw.«s<x. \44vuu:v<1/~Rrm|VwwuLu

\

m, u: ‘

\��i��iQb�Trnzc £115" A,,.‘;.=,.n...,‘.a.m..mm, u.—j..n...4m. mm

§;"§“.“:T“,";;§,‘j;§‘,_ «cm \L\1Wun4n\vrLmcrgem\pn_wnL M zen mm

7

\

I
-.W.n.m.

.

__
woe-m.. ArnrwtonvxmncdArcasVDy:nmAr.>LA\

‘
,

_
.

,

<mue<‘amu».man
”K(‘”” ‘M

.ar\h'k:.Vkv.\lu1m|Hg an I "'°““““"'y*““““""‘

‘—~m~-M

"“f_5"“
W

v.»omW..m..m.e.wm. I Mmm..,x<..,..m.,.fi

Lmr:.1naPuth:
V

.xu>u|«<..‘..=m=..1..v VI lmxhmnHwan:I/m('4mnI:'xum»
mc sm..,_

> M W W3- -crCvun:mnwn M 0 \��i��i1b�T.. \��i��iYb�Tkx _

““W=* WW‘ ‘mm

;:,_,;"C‘ M“; W

me am An ‘mszv WW o.mw—.mW W (Maize: \(wruH/5| M. W \��i��ieb�T

L4"m"' RN“
’Hu‘n<.x my \4v:n—w\( \mn|’?(kulmh,l lx»:nvcm Pm < an mm v.m:»Lu \Vnu.mM Lv Ram‘ Vmwu;

Sauzc Cmnnmmn

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibit;R.l«.S-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 18 of 28



(id 
Docket tteeerig.tie. tpepeliebte 

lei4loo.hr 

0la be EMC ER8.2 4@waivertequeer VLRlest.ngto%chue Fey lot Motored4er Reel/pate 
Se»wee60i0 

Loso Pu.bl FERC ERI1H24 
MI0ego0al Cost A0loo 4autoed tie et Impacts 

service 008.00 RI4125 

0sap/i4 
FERC ER-11% MIS0lteego Cost Allocator Fig Mooed toe el hp.ct 

Serve€on0o 

Loos Pue LRCERI 4 604l%go%dress Pseudo fuels Motored fee eta lap.acts 
Service€00$si 

Lou% ee±RI46 4soi/mg to ale Ode 4l Coolie tegadig Electric Sorge Motored fie et lop.%cts 
Serie€e0so. eoa 

Lo.acluhh ER ELI-60 
owe tappigCodgesto tr$ pseudo tied toad ad geerso between Mautoedfe et lee.pacts 

Saice,eeeeis.o MIsod Sf 

0.ii/h CR.7 41so4$Power Comp hunt Met.etoe et.lop 
Servi(ea.is0 

Loose Public eRe+2It Mo hihg o bnbace Acer#tao of Load 4.dyin$ Resources 
Motored to et/act 

ere4ca00$904 leitig i 44/$04let. 

Loe Pub M1$0ilg which reeled i a. Order to allow ts.ii.0% 0/00% a.d 

Service4aeons.e FERCE222 fleeted sysee eetots tell elect to prode ul fag to Motored4 Reel.e 
networkegades. if teysochoose 

Lui%ee FFRCER2U28 tt Provo pods$4. goo ppcailit ¢ Motoed for el hp.at 
Seri4Ce.0/ 0t dug ditit ersegeeyevent types 

Lop4 
FERO ERI25 

Met Wide Oerat.ig Der.ad Reserve 4rve (0De wen cleared 4cooed fie eta lap.acts evCoo reserve less th OperatiggevReau«net 

Louisa pbli 
FER€ER5$0 

or$u Cot Aloe.toe of444$0$4$tleeet Charge floe egos.l Moritoredoe e/Arn..ct roe€or. Duectoel Tete Lit 

- 
Lousier pubic 

FER ER2L4 MIS0ASP Caple ihmgoa Pseudo Tes Motored keel lp ref0toot 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 19 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

Wk"
......‘ .....

-

EIVEYI .°“""
xa...«n.m.m.m

-4..." , mm ..

l .‘ WM mm:

‘L, ‘ “WWW”
MM Ex ><-:"4 m<o..m (cans TDVVLKYl)(Vgwvndwl:rJr1£YI’¢m\ »m...mmmx mm

l»7VH\V7IA"Li)iVC EExLu'u~u|1A
( I V“ “W M H m m

V:uuc(‘mvIIMssmn mwm
ux.ox.,amc.u Ailca. u .9: RA in px

lmmmu mm:

zcrvnrcWW‘.
m—.,;.s.s VYl\Uir1lrIRgmrAiCuu \u..-.. m. Film; Wan mi Wu K:-«M mm.

laumzm M...

wM_m_"W
n.xr.uu~ .. mmam;-w4y.,,»;wrmM., Vianmv1L:(Rz:A||hnvn.x>

‘;::‘.:.:m].;m ‘WWW? ;(:}‘S::K{:\‘\ng
...,m..\. 01., w Ctflllfiiuh-X mm EV-nun: Swizz»

\(_WM_””m‘_m_A_h

W MAIN mm
mm mm

Omrhppm: kun,:=m.m am my man um um um gc1c<gvm\l<l»«=m

Srnzz Eavrvnxssian Muse mw15l'l‘
““""““‘ ’“' ‘W ‘“P'‘'‘

M. An] .-We

wmomm an

um Hm -o mm pm Camcmm m.‘W..»v 4<u7ivn|1):l(

|..mxmnV‘uhh:
W ‘W W

mso mm 2-1 1....“ A€>Tul|HV:ur| UK Lm: wmm. mm

Sc!-xzcfnmmwwnn ».nm,m, WI um \{|L(AL'
”‘“““'*“ “" “*‘“‘ “""*”‘

mm -um W.» —:m'm\A m M meg: K1 .u.w vrmmnscmn mm uad

Am mx :1» .«..-L4 Y‘/Yu.n °:<ums ..\ Lnuzcufly dm .. pm. mhal imam: m

unu.:rku:|gV:::s m:m.¢m

yum". M ‘L

mcmmm ‘
M.mu.<:~\4wk<ru\l1nu4>'>

lpnnmshmvc
_ ,

4“.
nun Vwvxwvn Wm. mm; HHGA ;.m4,.,m gwwlmti-\h.\

J
S<\\;=f‘unmvmwn

‘“‘*"~“ ‘

VHHAmmadu|m¢uruu;m¢)zM:/ilwvis
M V NE‘ W K...“ x..,,w

mm... mm

5r.mL (‘mm H»\VlHY

xim. “me urmmms Duvvnnd R:urv( Cm: (own um dcimi

,
tszne =;;.....o.m..,. x.w.u.wm.m

mu m u.m.m 1.‘ mm :...p...;

m,‘.u.m.x...¢
k.

_ A
w.wm..«nWu.w.>ow~wmvr»..Wm.,,.._.

V M‘ V l

§<r4|.:(|vmru~—mn
W‘ W“

u..q¢.m..x.m..L..‘..
'°"‘<°*“ " W‘

m.,u...m»(
rrxcmzw ummsxzycmmma:,m..mmm Mum . ...mnmp..:,

Ssrvkc ¢.1..,.mq..

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibit.RLhS-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 19 M28



tlf 
be4et here7ii I t€fer eie 

Loh FR4,$ 44rs$0$he fereeve Flo I Mood foe4hp.e 
if0o 

Lal FERO ER! $ 4so$arr erred I Me4le.c o0 

.he ERK68. 160 Mo Oeder2Coli fig I .toe4lee4lg.e reef0no 

out. Pubs FFRC ER4$ Mo $4 to0%.l "" s.., .. , ·-" """"""""' .. """""'I Mooed fee et4[pet ere€o.$. eso.Ac 

{"w ER€EA4 41644 Cc0er lice % I Moe4fee pc toe. 

� 7�� ---- ---- 
Loe.le FR Li Moral Cao«Corl€OF 4aced4ee4tees erveConetoe 

l00/bl Coe.lit o Coalition of to fr. Cutone I Motored foe kl apes Le0 rec EL24¢ 

4le FER€ ER4 4$0Gao$tee4Le l-.. ... 11.-i,.,.,.... 
no4Ca0 

I 
I 

Loe hhl ERK $2 ht t4Mr0Tse (40er Mofle rec0 

I 
ooa huhs FER€ e265 tthrefectvePower Pili 

I 
Motored fie et leg.et ref000740 

0.e ti¢ 
ERO ER66 Mo4cheer lo 

I 
Motored6er el.c $ereCeo 

.el set.6 le-Co 

I 
Mae4dee/ lee iCoo 

'-- - l- 
Lat4] 

FRO ER.o $eoCoe4q4eugenSboCodiio I Mooed do et44%e erveCosio 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 20 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

( :.=..
Dm hen

:.:.nm. »......u
\|zmr ».x,.g...n

tn‘ n.i.v...m:

.. . _ rum:

<. u;cC»:mvwm \��i��i�� #

um rw.':”<;'»~ w<o;».mmmmr.m
Mmmm-A M. mm Vmpxh

in mum run:

Vzmze Cum: mm

rrxc ac: 4 MISC sum \��i��iݘ #um.‘ mm M W mm: {M mu lmrum.

Laummz mu:

Scrvne (‘ammww

Man WW ll-mi mg...

i.....i.... mm:

5¢l‘rV(rV«/Ivv1Y£s\€‘]

Eiuczrqzzez
MN mm

mm uc rm,“ Vm mmy “BUHKLF m¢.«..m mv pm...“ \(un.nn.A nu um um mt-

...i.q,n. Pub,»

Scum: . \��i��i�� #mm

me mm. xusu .\Y4vww rn ('1p.1c|1y u.h..~,.m :3. Phnwvmg Mmcnn: mm Mm W «. mm W. M

1-m4:m:AI‘ub.<

$:. aflvrvvumnn

rm LL12 «x mm. C<m;VavrlUulr.1wr-24 mm \(nn.|m<-A fqrRnu|!.n1y~I;i~

mum mm

Vm .. mm; m.

me am 0» 4-mi...‘ a:c..mm afMlM)'!nnuv|mx\Cwun1:v. \(am(mN Bx nun um

Lmuxinnw am

ScrH.:lM|u1\ssmH
mzc um ‘V? who Wm-.. 71 mb ..-, ,

\!nmmml ix VM><;\ y..pm,

LVUVSNVII hbh;

in M Camnmvxwn
mu \ in :1: saww:1Mi<oYu.u~..um.mN150 Kr»!H\~rY:r‘Alri »imm« fa W mm

i.,m.. man:

»..»..: Camm W

rn<r>a2:*n; =m...‘n.».(.v.m.m~M
W;wu\.1 /av am“ lrrymx

m..i..,. m,..

S<rr1::4.cmm W.

mu‘ EVQEJGU mm Alummcnr w W, B4]-qumnl N1 um.’ x..m...,

Ln \��i��i�� #m .,

-

mm“.

um H25 :65 »;.rm.:.mc.,.m c
mu.m; M M.» impucvj

hum my.

gm. -1(VWH\DV)

Y Fur Fncwun mm. mm; M v W, W sm..c.mm

LPSC Docket No. U—37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

EXhib‘i"eRLl5S'001

Page 20 of28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

(iet 
Docket Mater Desi90. teperale 

eei4le4ab 

o$a lhh FE€EL2-2 on.plait gig4MI$0'be o le.ewables providing Ancillary servo Mored tor eta/ha 
Serie60es0. 

Lou pbl 
FERCERA40 Eng over for SAC Vlo Mooed or eta\hp.at. 

e9of00000 

0or.a Puhie FER¢ER 1I9$ Dispat.habl Intern.gen.np Motored toe keel Impact 
Sr€000$90 

Loar.ui% FERC ER2 122 MI0ch.cog U€ASA aetoe.le ketl lop%ct 
Seree€ace$0 

Louse he ERC EL2-46 
ER¢Rle to Show Case de+ 1M10 lfig its ttf b sot lo.ti Mae.tore4tee et lap.at Service€or L4AP[SA¢R0al.rd¢or%et fe tee ole seller.roe 

� 

Los.el.le ER ER2-146 MI0euuest lo waver todelg PA Mootoredtee get Lapa.es 
See»ieece$o0 

oahub EC±R219a oellig of ache$RScede Motored te get. lap.acts 
$e(eds0 

Loo.a.a Puhl ERE8224 4$0Cost koovery le MP Meitodtee Ret.le.pa 
Sedan.iion 

Lo%id.it pl FERC ER22 MI0AP Deal C leap flog 4aeutotgee keel.pacts 
Sr4600i 

oasis.ube FERC ER22 is0Rehabihy Bae DemoaCare4RB.DC Motored Rel lg oo6a0oo 

lour.l.he FERO ER4.J MIoAw6loo of CONE for each I8 Moitoeedfr ketl le Serie€oeo 

Los.phi FER ERA.AH94 gs0ace0 A4Refer I 4aait4toe keel ha et.Coe0. 

Losa pu.bl FERO ER4 164 MIoEatry Artas boom0Clea L tM.autoed liar Rea pat eveeCo00l 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-00I 
Page 21 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

cum _W\;;;:k;-um Walter .,.,..,,n... m .x..\.,.....

:3: 25:1-‘;;mn crux‘ ‘cm ..m..m. mm; hm A/V /Km.\I«)HuJnuc\r; Annihrv=crwa: u rvuiorrd luv mm lm-,q4.s

\��i��i �0=nnczvc: .A/J Lmcrxyu \��i��i'�0=m Valuns

‘

um“ r... x...“ mm

Dias-anus irurrnvlrm
Rmvvr

1

xcmmcm vcr Rem! imynm

5”:W
mg 2112‘ V11: ‘\1isO.hAnz1ng ACA/' W \��i��i'�0=. \��i��i �0=tor W imrwn

Lml sum V-mu RC mu m saw (use an: m wzu wamvng W) lrHV w rm! M‘ and

77

mc tuua vmmu Ix mm lmpmx
$EVHL: -am.“ Rnnamit.-1 mi... WWVNLK lAYVVm\KV:>l Hui.'gL|vWixu’l‘.uh1

u.....,.. M.

MMMWD“
puummm u.sm:<.‘..w..m..m.,vruA \4.:n.rmcALvRnm|lmvm>

W .i.. mm

mwcmnmn
.iKC\K1»w4v ('zm2Hm. \1::um<d [.7 gm

v

mm;

:,m.m.. hm‘:

SE >mm_‘W
mxgixzsauv rv1l:oLuukm<.mr«uW: um...,.»ma.mv.v...:.;

';::(‘:‘::_:‘:|‘:M rfkcixzsm" mnvmn.zmmmm.:.n; »m.ma..m.,.ump.(.;

‘*’““‘=""““’<
rFacw.'22a“‘ wsnRum-m=»Ens<¢Dmmccn.u4!<EnC; w,mmmu¢..mm.....y

wrww (rvmm W

m. \Hi H/hm
rzxt 17.74 \u>(VAn:u.7.L\|ui umnrcom in bid NV »«.m/.4 ,.m..u ..n,~..\

W ‘_;";;;;§j;;
\��i��i3�0=

H Kl Put: H9! mso muu on And Rdzmu \lmm¢'.\A (DI Rum! mg

L”"'“‘““ "“”“‘
rzxrikzuslo \1[SO['n:v!v Anummmocwun Ly \lwn|V(v1eJicrlK:u|H)l\l'J«.1;

sq“... r \ mm

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibi.t:R-.IiS-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane . lsung Page 21 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

tin 
oak Mater beep00. eivrabe 

eifee 

Loo%ca Pub ERC ER24-16 4@0Recurse Adeqetlo rear loo ot lo.DLOL Motored toe e/rep.ct 
44C0004000 

Louts..a. pubic 4so 600pin4 wI 0de 202 a 202.4 Ge er0o00ca Motored for et let.pats FERCER-945 rvee(aero 00000 

L0al/he UR et2. gleaShowC%eoar Tasson Owner rad tudig Moe.toe et feces Serve0is.0 

Louse phi FERO EL24-6l Macao Dalio/els V MIO4$Charlie Creek 44Cogstie Mostoet. eta pacts 
Se40000.0 

Lou.ap4 
FERO ER8-24 

Southwest le foal le. submits tait log pee $136)20 Moga Motored or Reta le.pacts Coe0 Toomer Foe Cost Allocto(Pr[tbeettie 1016.2018 

Loo% Public LRER4.176 ost eoooryrelated to$MP tiff Moeitoedfor eta lop.acts 
Serve60no 

L0001%.phi ERE ERI8 I4 AEPAthAO(Dolt Got rscoo res) Motored lets\le.aet Serve€one. 

Lo%is. pl 
ERCERI 6% Pig tor BWayAllocation Wvet tor Win.does {Reed. Mo-ore4tor et/frpact eC0 

0a lute ERCELI9.60 City af colt SP? od o Poca.load Raes sod Overlapping 
Moot.or4fleet4lee.pat reef00$i0 Congestion related%eud Tie load 

Loo.a lube ER EI8 AP 5PP sat MIO om Foaled Rates and Overlapping Congeson 
Moeored for et/pt 

er€o00is.i0 tel0dtPgedie4lead 

0.4a0pi 
FR ELL 90 BE.ate g Wu.tee er.bar so eltd6M4ti.Dell Moeitoed fir eta lee Serveeae0$ Aere 0\4pACoe.et 

Loeb.% get I 
le.al Cle Cece g Geer8 C000 Let AL\0.a.00% • 

Moe.toed for et/ 
evi60000.00. .044ith4.sh.Ji 

Loust.pub¢ 
FERO ER M Modifies0o tRCAR Meet4fetal lac bro60ooo 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 22 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

um.
"'*"‘

.r.m..n., ~......,
»...... o..mp....., um n.n»....:.

rnxrzim ma xnsu Rama: mm, mm Uu4:iies1orhI1A.'DLAVD Vianvlurvd M am. um...

lawman: mam

hcrvke U/Inm.mm
rm 11124 1045 i

10:1 mi! m23—A (‘ran :vnso Cvmpimcr “<1!!! um Nm:ua<nm

1,..m..mm.
uww [Bi and mm

LUlli)m'm W.

smm f4mnm«m/i
“W “ “ " \1iSOXuie'. mm c...si-M \’umr<mvnn m..=nm mrmng ‘«LmIm,xl M1 mm mm...

mm Emu-1 \‘L:numDalma\Y(.i|nc>V\1i§() W spy !(h.urh<4‘:»;k um r.m;..m M:/u'm:d ’m mm! mm

s. ..m.m..m
‘““““““‘

ym=...« mm:

S:.u:v('mnvHs\*mv
*“‘”“‘ '“

\nu|h)u(' Povkriflwi im mm nviv1'Ihn§p<rASi3mu1,'m Mavgan

'n.msum:rYI\:,c:.Coa‘ Miouumrkhr ‘nu :<::Y:cvw< 'n m mix
Mammmifm my x...p.;..

u..m\mm ml w>i‘P WHY mmm fm mm imunn

wmimn mu.

sM=c..‘,.m.uu
‘W ‘W "“ Azm.;m=...o<um.u..‘ in lxinmnww R:—<<) »«.»,m.ii . hm! um...

Lmnmza mum.

=<.»..,m....m.u
‘“"“"""‘ Sv=mng1nrB~,»‘MyAia .v1W.7»(rrm m-mum ;um..m. mm M mm mm

Kwmwn r-mm my 4 mg... V m and wise Bil p.‘.W¢ Run ...a mmpm‘

E:’|!;sI1uv|r<i1ledl»‘Pi<I.:>\'m1 an

Mmw lw um x...w

m » m2 M Misc M nmkm Ram Jud omhwm mgw,

mm .. mmnm mm
mm fur Rem‘ vmw.

5a5.rIE.u.Al.<‘« :» Win: mm. )§§Al( —z1.w=a In MuHw—DrwRv|uK7:|iw

hmm m m»m,u,._w.m ..

um.~.,.1 fm my W."

)'£vnkn('lvru\v.|»‘mn
‘W ‘W ““

lS:Y::r::fnPmu::‘\:\an
‘Li

W‘ K’

§.7i'.”.i"F.}"“'i’.‘..»,1 ‘W W‘ “"

‘,:',“,;,.‘£: gm W ‘ \��i��i�v^<
“

lmuswnz Fubfx
Fm “C: W

semi‘. Lummnuin

um. Chm (‘M2 \ spa

WW4 W. ,1 W5

s. - .mm.m. Aimnnonisxum

\(mIxfl.nmunvikCAX

M mm‘ W mu im;::'>

Vim .-.4 iurkzmi :.n=..,

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibitakilss-001

Page 22 of 28



c ... , oeet tee4eerie. eliera etier 

Luisi.a le FER€ER22914 $Pleisio to AddLnrtat#Reserve Probe Maeote4toe et\hr.pct 
ereCoroe. 

Lo.Pub FERC ER22 146 $PPRevote add.e wee of Base Fla Alo4ti hetollogy Moetoed fo et lee.pacts 
or460too. 

l0..bl¢ Rt 222814 $/9keicost0Dyl.wt0cl#Meershpo /Rego Sta Coeeeeottee 4auto4 Reul lacs 
vice€0i.so 

Lui.p.bl 
FERER.-66 

$4ct t0vi.ii04. tut0add pro ate Leery&.al e Motored$ keel ha 
Serve(o08.00 et.o gt Defee0y Pyre 

L0asp/h 
FER EL2-6 oepiitg.tr$%ere.es44619% 4autoed tor Real hap eve6or 

Lots Pule FERK ER2 12I $/Defee let Recipient Lottos 4autoed4 Reel lac ervwee0oe 

0lule 
ERC LR 12 $PDedicey Pyo.etch.a Motored for Renal lap Service60.$si 

Louis.ipub/e 
FERCER226$ $PAggregaesfetoners4ARC Dito. A aeguere Mooed foe let.al hip. Servo€or.o. 

Lou lube 
FERC ER2-92 gpttu Diel%ability Ace Deg Moautoed fie Retail hr$act Serie,eds.so 

Lutao Public CPR2412l $goo4A AA(0Me % PRAM Motored fie keel lop.act 
Seeioecoi0 

Loia publt 
FRO FR4-T e»6000$00 $.Revision ELCC a4 BA Methodology otorte get lap%ct 

Lars.a9bl 
Re0824I8 

er46000074$90% 
suflower vs.to byway Moo.toe foe le/op%c 

L0$a0pi¢ FERCE416 
Serf00$80% 

$\4lets Moo.toed foe et lap.%act 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direet Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 23 0f 28 

Exhi RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

...,....
..... »..... M. ...m......
‘

..m...n.m.m..,
‘ “ *“"“ ‘

';jjf_';";_,’m“:‘_‘*W iakukznnv: u-pa.-W nAddLrmcrz.nr)Rc):rv=\‘m<‘ul \m—..mv.-z.i. mm

‘gm:-W°';;__m r:x\:Ex2z—ma 3PPKnxwrn«1«nlAhewxnujffia:PimAJo:lH¢n\/l:<Iwd«r]u:§ 1 »«.m.mm,.u...nmp.m

‘

\

‘;{‘‘‘‘"C‘;'m‘;j‘;;m .W.i.-1.“. s.~»am.m..,.~a,;.u,.. \(::nIx/.)hvyurKi-gu-u‘S':|>(‘«rmxIm: mm.;a.m..mm.»..;

._w.,m..;
_‘

_
.|L.\eIm.7u;‘o\'2r|Emn4dpm<e§:b§\\L.:al(I M [M

W M \��i��i G��m____

§r:»1<rL'umv:|wmr|
FEKEL'"’5

um; nalD<h:vrL4.yP4\'|1r::\
M '“ K H

‘

::‘V‘f':":”;'_‘_"‘j““W Eixcuznzn t..,...m..m.‘.mM...uw..w Marm:r:AHwrR(mAH)n:a«)

v...‘....,.m...
_ ,

.

WM_“m,\_m
xLi<Lk1.v_1«s $}'IUr|\u>|1w!'IWm\)(:nwm\lminlmn \(um1:'zdlarR(mHm=as.‘x

Wdmm_W_
|L.{(lR1‘¥1H spyuw..m.,».w..ucW. \(unm(mfm'RunHm;ar.‘s

§Zf;i‘:‘;L.’::'::M mzizxuzaso WWo...W.Wm,WWm....MM
‘

\..M.,..[.i...m,,m

i

in mm!'uHA(
‘

ELKL. nu) N!‘ W!‘ W. u.,..m..m,ow ‘
»m.mm Rumlimpam

i.mv<.mxh.hh:
_‘

,, WK WAN W K ‘

5(mmmW
mmix. V.” ,5 \��i��i�G�� Am; “W lmiuonsdflxitznlimvirls

1

i
§3;;j;Q3"’j_f::m Wm Fk21—\

—

w»m.m\zw...m;».¢.m.n;. »1.,...u.m.m..‘ m..‘.

‘»"““="*'“”‘*
rkr\a*.H<x\ on u « R ., mm M 4; am

,=m_,,‘,__w,
~ ~V WM .. V \��i��i�F��q E, urn-L

Lam;umYuK7|.:
_

A ( \��i��i�F��

smm._,m_M
mm M x WI‘ V

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibit;R.LS-001

Direct Testimony of R4 Lane Sisung Page 23 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

tlit 
locket 4eel.a I ttfierb.le doe or 

0oh FERO EL46 Pr alt ER€Se Colt %LCc4Acedo 

I 
Mod4eel he $erecode.0 

Lou.le FERC ERA.JS $tog#tot lledg legroom I 4oo.teed he.et ervecoea 

oa.a ho gp coho ho foe order 202 - 202-4 fa 6no Mooe4toe./lop.at 
See0Co. ER€ER4 2626 tee0.co le.0e. 

L0us. Pu¢ FER I24.2 Peesbowcase Io0tel Fad I 4atone(ee lap%ct% 
eee60o 

I 
lo.he FER EC214$ Eke4prowl OAIT6en-II fr%to 4oeitee4fee .et 
Coo ELA! IA ER226 

I --- --- ---- - 
I 

L0shh FERC ER6 Mode4i47$004IT44 fen-ITC ft Mooe4eel4% 
e0Ceo.0 

I 
oh FACER126 Eerie Ttftfeo 4a.e4el. $Ceo I 
Lo.l EC£RI2 Coelho of hey4.Aono rd th¢lo 4or4dee/ hp. erec a.o 

Lo.el% FE€ER2 $4.ole\Led led«free. Moe4fell lg 
e60o 

I 
0 ER€ FRI.2 Eaten lrrio Moton Srvies rel.tethers.ct.a Mante4lee.hp%et ervco00 

I 
onto Pule Le Eaen.It feats d0044 94 Moe.dtoede lee.ct Serve€oeo 0Pe 

00.$l. FERel4 note frocto eh MI$00Ml I Mote4feet/ hp 0Vie60o 

I-- ---- --- ---- ---- - 
%el.le FER S­ EmonIItloco el.ed Dee Abo I 4atone4feet lap%e era.eCoda 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 24 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

Imkn

‘ "“"
m.....«.r~.....:m

mm urwlpnm Ln Ddwenhlr

L-mmam I/ubhc

Sr V:C“K‘1‘)!S‘v“

:w W. s..,u.n-M. mm a: Wvhm. an (Mr ma mm. W Mm...,x 4... mm Ympaui

Lwuu. W mm:

arr-«v>eCnmu.i»I.7n
*3‘ W‘ 31': (‘m~g(§uuL u..W ‘mnvv:-v\:xu

Mm...‘ «« xmn mm

:..‘.m.mm

5:.-M<m..«..
"““ 5"‘ W‘

w cam.“ mm. fur ')H‘r ml: and 2/mA M 1....“

.....mW.m m...~wmv.

1 \..n..mm K...“ hmuzu

Fm: H14 <2 CW um .¢ myN‘ ‘m mmM.”
x4.m....i ry um um.‘

um \ nu hm:

Snmcz Cun:Iu»um

rm rm: us

Eu: .a« Hm 165:
wnnr 4:,m..moux En1crgy|T(‘\':mmman

\1»m.m4 kc: Km21..impuu

W. .... nth:

S:m:eCumr,umnn
7"°‘“‘“‘*-‘ mm. a1n\u¢nDA1‘Km I‘-v:1E)l1'L ...,,»m. \.u-nm_:1 in: um. lmnmx

mm..a.xt
Em:r;v Kppiuunznr mm \CTmIsn:uar| Mwmovm mum rm“

c...«u.u.n .mW V15: 2 Axv:m*::wrz.Meuu>1TL' m.,..m Vv(amu7.:A1.vvR:m\Ympaus

S{rv|:c(urvw\wi.mn
WK ER” 2”’

\��i��i��mY\��i��i��mY

St»-.\::Cmn.'.m\ M,

\mr..m...m Vnlusmai mm! «mm m m. lam ...n »«..,,..m r« mu Impacts

lmmum vkbhk

Scru>:('uu|m>smIv
““ ‘W ‘“ mm [nrvmmcn Hun lnvvnqS:rvw‘.<'cm:AH> W: r....<.m \4u|v(m:) W rm... mm

mm mm
um mgm

Enrvgx m m.m.‘.., awn rxxmaxug .‘...m. in M...»
m

07:»

u.m.".;.a ivr Re! M Vrnyullx

Lmu\:'uI M ..

»m=cm...‘.n

‘“"““°“ mg, n c Tunsnaumn M... wso o\H Mmm.:m\ fin mm imam‘:

rum :5 1 :75 :....:,. In‘ Yranztzmrn mm Dru Aum-rw/mm. \(muW1:-41«‘(Ku.\H ...w>

LPSC Docket No. U-37677

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung

Exhibit,R.lv.S-001

Page 24 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

( lit Deed Matter eeip0.4 t¢peters.be 
le444be 

0s.a lube St.6 autg.It¢lee.scto keled Dee Authorities Mae0of4to et/lg.at rec000$0 

Lots..Pue FERCEK 19 hue$Ac&to of Lio Fat Meted for eta le.ct 
Serie€00$940%. 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 25 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

D«<I<«1

M M“ N W
w..mm,=..u..a.. Ipr mmnm:< hem

.. \vwm:a m mm WH-R(?\1;. ; mg »m..m.:..‘. Rrhxu

iaxr 5. yt«!)( mu, \..m.m.x.‘..~,p.»., »m.,,Wk;.m:,.m.<

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibi.t,R.LS-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 25 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 
D%kt Mater Deeripti. Ult Deer3bl¢ (et decile Naber 

Lou.staple ERCECIS-4 teepees€obi.ti FER Docket 4to4 Real pact erococo. 

Lou.a.a Puhl FERO ERIS-92 Eatengv Change of Responsibly Rt-Eatengy bstoes Comb the$ 4au.tore4fr keel hp%et 
6000% Loud.iaea Tasler ot AlgiertoEengiewOle.) 

04Pule 
geisot toe Sch.et4e 4144$4Serve Agreement reflect cures 

reef0rot0 FER€ER.44 tern0so0 id.d#cw4toss/lit fl Ass4$ al00 (brr Motoed foe eat hp.%.% 
Ase Magee Progr 

Louis.lie pub¢ 
ERC ER260 

.so%.o Cool Cetee eubrsee Agreeter hag et.d Maaitoed fie Reta lnp%ct 
0too.oo FER Dole ER!7-20, ER 2OL, ER-20, ER7 6 

Lo0sir4he FERO EL 1.20 l%0is.0 Coro4Ce Degree.to Mooted fie eta lap.acts 
eefee8.0. 

Louts.pl¢ 
ERC EC1 Letts ItsroCoro4Cers Mooed fr lea/hop.%% 

Service€or$.0 

osrlhh 
ER±RI92H bargy le.so Coto Ce.tee Motored foe et lap.ct 

Sere4est 

Louise Pule (Lees. lo Appl.to le Ode Abug Dipoto of luridctoal 

See»ice4es.0 
RC CI8-6 eht Le ito 200e federal lower At of the tlee 4 NRG Motoe tor let/p.act 

p9lie 

Laue Pu.blue 
FERCER 1$ � """"'• llC ""'"" 'iu[,po<1 """""' ("SSJ.l >,,-nt b l-1 Mooed4 kelp%e Se»ice Ceo Suto teat J 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 26 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustratl e Experience

M... .

... . m luzn mm on n...m.m.““
manna Number

“ ' ' V

\��i��i ��6p[xc1((A' v-irg.7m¢m:u(‘umb|umz'1 VM:Imm(:dl'mRklnfllmalcix

V mug. a1R:spurml7i|iw v.m.:.mv Buwirw Lamb M...»

mm .m,,«=., ..,z..:m us. m um)
Wm my. »:.....m [or am i....,.r.\

Rnmanx m

mcmxw ..,mM ml ltd , M Gus: mhr, nw Am .u«....,n n VIII!»

Mgr Nhwasuunx mm»

lcumnva vum

_ _

\1w.wx:.| A, man! Wm.
WM W mm ‘

Laumziu M.‘
mg ER‘. W

3”. c.m..,....,.. rant Dmkth in
‘‘°‘“‘°'°‘ ’“ W‘ “'“"‘"

Lmz Xwu mew-.

W ‘ (W W

rim‘ kL V! m m.m..mn Cnrnrwlkcu-1 r>4»..~m Mnuuomi bu Raul mm

rut LCIME ),:n=rgy Irwasnmmn L‘m1w|\’,:m:r: \[-mmrwl fm rm hmum«

mu-m» zw kw.» mwm cw.‘-. mum u.,....u W04 mu Yinphl

cm Jun‘ Awhzzuw in emu Auhczmng m..m;... my-w nlmmnal

'S::f["‘E:_’n“:"j;|a‘_ vu«<L<:|xcx Y./cHv“mLnJ«)e4.luyr-301:1meivdrniVwvrv/\.lq1m:f‘\<u,und\ltA7 \4wnH4/:AM,rVk:lnHmyMLk

Wm-,

M/u\uvu!’ubh£
_ _

('!:mPawu' lL(“»N:m Suppanmxuur:c;‘SSK‘w!‘a‘
\ ‘ H A “

V:ry\::EMmnx<w|m)
”"“*‘“ ‘

Yw-:rSuuanLnIl3
»“""W‘”““‘*'=**“‘

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibit.R.I.S—001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 26 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

tit poet 
Mater Deep0o. efeirabe 

eifee 

/0rosed Sipho tote 
is.soi 

Mi.opp lubhi 
fib Mee0ordegott 

20220N 137 202204Entengy Moppforel late lo the60so0 behalt of 
tilito Staff serf 

/lateral 
Maroa.duo eporotatf 

4iopp the 2048-0N20$ 20Do4aietyMoss.pg Wegetaooa Mageseo Ruder Mee.or.due.eeeetoS 
t/edits Sul 

Mis.igei Public 2019.1.29 094\4.4sip4if%er Corpe#erte.etoad.to Pl Mere.race.due.Report6s 
Ass Sett 

Mis.sip44 9941%-099 20 0414tsp Powe Copa vice.ere Corplisee Ride 4et.oa.du.ea.Rep00100Se 
Ah Sea.ff 

(Poposed uploatt 
Coro 

hoop Pule 
0\4erasure.poet te 

200-0N0. 2020d204lo Suable Rae Adoree lee heCorson o behlt of 
Lil. $uf $off 

filer.al 
Mecorads Reportto Seat --- 

Mi.spy Public 201$004 20.%to4Ao System lategny late la 4etor.deport$t 
tildes Sutt 

Sa.Act 
4isupp Public 202$N$2% 0Au( Le$mg leery 
• bites Salt lo.he Bog Testiesoy 

pp0%Ali Teto¥ 

fr0pod Spoto0tot4 
C00.0h0 

4isspg Pubic 
6iDa Meroradueportt 

20120N 1% 202422CaterPootae ego Adame e Corissio on beha of 
lites Sutt Sutt 

fa)leral 
Mecord.port to Staff 

[Proposed Stipulation tote 
600.004$90/ 

4isspgtu /iD Me.ere eporte 

bits Stal 201$40 2024225Pl e Shoto Ad.too the6aria 0i eh.lo 
suft 

(lateral 
Mero.oedecort St 

sis.opp4le 20444079% Lais.o Certifico Apg.catoe to Souther Sp Sobottedasuf Report belies staff 

1sis9pg4.4 20101A44¢t. al eat Rivers Waer ad Sewer EaeCA4FRPuig abs Arma8port Seat lees Suf 

Mi.pg4lie 2022AN086&07 Geres ReportotbeCorisot $edeed.is.o 

I 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 27 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

Illustrative Experience

um.
“'°"'

u¢.,...s.. ~..m,..
u.....»..r....m.. Lvr n.»........

1 w'UPr$gu\u\§|w;vn.L1lm mm

‘

cW.,,.m.

P ‘
H\Dr1i(M:n)m2ndul'LVt1>urMa

““~'"‘w‘ W
7u11(n.HV mu: m aw \4vu'§§\pp\\nr'»v1u\v\kx\< v .n lheCnm'nv§swum|brM\H,/

vmmusufl
‘ W

Ihfylnrunzl

um~...m Raw:-1 ... mu‘

“mpg. mm

,m_W_m
:02‘ .~.‘:..W,..w.,, »m.W,..=.m, »..,,.W.<m...

;*‘;;<[-M-S‘u;«»“- W . V TV 2024 V1 \��i��i�x�BVWVICGMNHV pm." . W ..i .. IV Wm WMW¢..m..~

m,.5m Public

H)! 7.!) s. 1:
W‘ 101: :01: w....m‘ PxrA!r(ml|vx W fwwunrnnv.-‘ r.m.nm»m.. Mm :v1rdm1v‘R€9mV(aSuE

4.» rams sum-..1. m we

V _

«M W. »m.,..4m.- am.“

,_“;;"“‘"S"‘ ’E’”"‘* mus LN SIIS :u.; N um A-mm Sum: m Adjusnmnx Han .a. Cammwmn an new. w
Hm: .

M

MM «Mm:

V(mmuudAL1uR€van .. 5...:

»«,..m. Puhh:

mm M ‘
mu . A an 2:/:1mA:n:z rmm <v.1;m Vm:;m,I hm Wan \(:rrnuud_m/Kevan .. sun

». «.....

\[\>uISx|W|lPub|z
M \ ‘WW [D m

RlJ'1:HI\un(iv«‘vInan3

v...»m.-.m,
““ ”° ’“ “ 5

Jnun.hy1!VmAh,!\'mAmunY

: mm wcum m..m.:«>

v

w...m.« s..w.m., M V:

< mm. H

x
m, nun \4m1.><mmmu.?£)-an .:

‘**‘““>'>" M “

:0 ‘2 m u. m M :01; cm.»a.n. M x.»;..x..m.. Aflnmmerr GM: Cnmm-smn DH mm .;
Wm. smw

W

V

.1 Immm

M..r......u V .m.m ..‘ suf.

: uamm s.w.m m V1:

Cumrvmvan

\ _

Wm wm..w....«¢,M.
’“"“"”' N’ “

M5 A\ um 2n2: ;-‘A :02; win? In <ummu<m Admvmem um (‘mun wme-1 an mm. of
L ...m, M

M

mm mm

‘«1:W\)nruhm KW \��i��i�x�B5.‘

;§(;j;:;{v;“';‘*"‘ 201‘ -4. N9 \��i��i�x�B(:mfit.rmn KP: nnm la mm :Dm' sum...“ .;..mm

mm L'A— :1 . 2. Gvcarfinus ‘Azlrznd S<M.1 K21: (Ax Anmul nznmrg: Sum: (Arms K.“ D 5..
—

i x

”‘““*‘°°‘ "W
In: U><&))é!A nx‘ W. kmnmu HR Rm» 1: the Cannuumu

S('»'1ccC<v|1'.\A§i an

LPSC Docket 1V0. U—37677 Exhibciutgk-I;-.S-001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane S ung Page 27 of 28



Exhibit RLS-001 
Robert Lane Sisung 

Illustrative Experience 

(et 
Docket Matter her1po. t4¢elver.le 

Ide0tiler.Ne 

Lousieileet 
-20.004 

Louis.loge fee Corio Rte Cafe reset#Rover oet Po Pied$ff keport a.AR.Lare 

too 0O Smug esifiei Court 

Lo%a loge P22-00 Lou.a Pilotge Fee Con.isolate(e for la Plot A%0tie Filed Su Report 
fee6.are.it 

Louisa Plot.age .22-005 
Louis. iocage lee Corio i.Ce.lacer Nee Ole.es Ba.toe 

A 
eCao oageStea.ship#let Ascetic 

ode Pot.ge p.8.0 Louse Plot.age le €00sot eve o lroeAp Calculto fee 
A eCoeds.son reseetkver lot.oA.a.tie 

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 
Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung 

Exhibit RLS-001 
Page 28 of 28 

Exhibit RLS-001

Robert Lane Sisung

lllustrative Experience

om.
....s W Min Imm .1... m»(, new.»“

mu-mnu m....»..
‘ ”

,

MW. v wage|e:{nvurvuM.v1Rxlt (‘Aw/:4Cr:K:ulRw»:rPr,r1:>'\»\« hm: .mm.mx Law

‘"~ ‘

’\)>whV\HIr im.ugY~;mnc.1mCm:n

» 2; mm lm.m.1M 7’.|nI:gcF:cCarun|»mn K1A:u;e4nvHrY“uL xm..m mmmu blavm

,

-Mm :2 any Fe: <.»...‘,. M
\ A’ ““

Rw4gcSlar.«mp>'‘m3»\«snu.|

a. mu r c.m.m r.-«

\ um r» «

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 EXhil)‘itcRII5s‘001

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 28 of 28



Exhibit RLS-002 
ELL Response to Staff 1-22 

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC 
LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No. U-37677 

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
to the First Set of Data Requests 
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service 
Commission Staff 

Question N.: STAFF 1-22 Part No.: Addendum: 

Question: 

See the Application at 4, footnote 10. Please discuss any actions taken to date by 
the Company in furtherance of the "subsequent license renewal" being considered for 
Waterford 3. In your response, please discuss to what extent, if any, the pursual of the 
subsequent license renewal depends on the completion of the Project Update. Further, 
please detail any costs incurred to date, if any, related to the subsequent license renewal, 
and whether those costs have been recovered and through what mechanism. 

Response: 

The Company has not yet commenced work on an application for subsequent 
license renewal for Waterford 3. No costs for Waterford 3 subsequent license renewal have 
been incurred at this time. 

Pursual of a subsequent license renewal is not contingent upon completion of the 
plant uprate discussed in Mr. Willis' testimony. 
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Exhibit RLS-002

ELL Response to Staff 1-22

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC

LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Docket No. U—37677

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC

to the First Set ofData Requests
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service

Commission Staff

Question No.: STAFF l-22 Part No.: Addendum:

Question:

See the Application at 4, footnote 10. Please discuss any actions taken to date by
the Company in furtherance of the "subsequent license renewal" being considered for

Waterford 3. In your response, please discuss to what extent, if any, the pursual of the

subsequent license renewal depends on the completion of the Project Update. Further,

please detail any costs incurred to date, if any, related to the subsequent license renewal,

and whether those costs have been recovered and through what mechanism.

Response:

The Company has not yet commenced work on an application for subsequent
license renewal for Waterford 3. No costs for Waterford 3 subsequent license renewal have

been incurred at this time.

Pursual of 3 subsequent license renewal is not contingent upon completion of the

plant uprate discussed in Mr. Willis’ testimony.
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Exhibit RLS-003 
ELL Response to Staff 1-23 

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC 
LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No. U-37677 

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
to the First Set of Data Requests 
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service 
Commission Staff 

Question No.: STAFF 1-23 

Question: 

Part No.: Addendum: 

Please confirm whether (I) the Uprate Project constitutes an "efficiency"uprate, 
and (2) that the results of the Uprate Project will result in increasing electricity output from 
Waterford 3 within the existing design margins of the facility. 

Objection: 

The Company objects to this request in that it constitutes a Request for Admission, 
in contravention of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure. Subject to and 
without waiving this objection, the Company responds as follows. 

Response: 

L. Yes. As noted on page I5, line 18 of Company witness Jason Willis's testimony, 
The additional electrical output from the uprate is an efficiency gain and should 
not affect the plant's fuel costs." 

2. The increased output associated with the Uprate Project will be within the design 
margins of Waterford 3 as of completion of the Fall 2026 refueling outage, when 
the Uprate Project is placed in service. 
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ELL Response to Staff 1-23

I-INTERGY LOUISIANA. LLC

LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Docket No. U-37677

Response of: Entergy Louisiana. LLC

to the First Set of Data Requests

ofRequesting Party: Louisiana Public Service

Commission Staff

Question No.: STAFF l-23 Part No: Addendum:

Question:

Please confirm whether (1) the Upratc Project constitutes an “efficiency” upratc,

and (2) that the results ofthe Uprate Project will result in increasing electricity output from

Waterford 3 within the existing design margins ofthe facility.

Objection:

The Company objects to this request in that it constitutes a Request for Admission,

in contravention of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. Subject to and

without waiving this objection, the Company responds as follows.

Response:

1. Yes. As noted on page 15, line 18 ofCompany witness Jason Willis’s testimony,

"The additional electrical output from the uprate is an efficiency gain and should

not affect the plant’s fuel costs.”

2. The increased output associated with the Uprate Project will be within the design

margins of Waterford 3 as of completion of the Fall 2026 refueling outage, when

the Uprate Project is placed in sen iec.
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Exhibit RLS-004 
ELL Response to Staff 1-9 

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC 
LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No. U-37677 

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
to the First Set of Data Requests 
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service 
Commission Staff 

Question No.: STAFF 1-9 Part No.: Addendum: 

Question: 

Please provide the total cost of the previously completed project to replace the low 
pressure turbines at Waterford 3. Further, please discuss whether the Company would have 
replaced these three low-pressure turbine rotors (at all or at a similar scope) were it not 
contemplating the Uprate Project. 

Response: 

Accounting for the Low Pressure Turbine Replacement Project has not yet been 
closed out. The total cost accumulated as of November 17 is $189,217,439. Some further 
charges are still anticipated for the cost of disposal of removed components, and some 
additional contractor invoices may still be outstanding. Remaining costs are not believed 
to be significant compared to accumulated project costs. 

As described in Company witness Willis's testimony at page IO line 8, .. The plant 
replaced the three low-pressure turbine rotors during refueling outage 26 in sprmg of 2025, 
as the original rotors had reached the end of their useful lives." Yes, Waterford 3 would 
have replaced the three low pressure turbine rotors even if it were not contemplating the 
uprate project. It was the rotor replacement that gave rise to the uprate opportunity. The 
costs of the uprate project at issue in the Company's Application are incremental to the 
costs of the rotor replacements, which costs are not at issue in this proceeding. 
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Exhibit RLS-004

ELL Response to Staff 1-9

ENTERGY LOUISIANA. LLC

LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Docket No. U-37677

Response of: Entergy Louisiana. LLC

to the First Set ofData Requests
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service

Commission Staff

Question No.: STAFF I-9 Part No.: Addendum:

Question:

Please provide the total cost ofthe previously completed project to replace the low

pressure turbines at Waterford 3. Further, please discuss whether the Company would have

replaced these three low~pressure turbine rotors (at all or at a similar scope) were it not

contemplating the Upratc Project.

Response:

Accounting for the Low Pressure Turbine Replacement Project has not yet been

closed out. The total cost accumulated as ofNoVember 17 is $189,217,439. Some further

charges are still anticipated for the cost of disposal of removed components. and some

additional contractor invoices may still be outstanding. Remaining costs are not believed

to be significant compared to accumulated project costs.

As described in Company witness Willis’s testimony at page 10 line 8, "The plant

replaced the three low-pressure turbine rotors during refueling outage 26 in spring of 2025,

as the original rotors had reached the end of their useful lives.” Yes. Waterford 3 would

have replaced the three low pressure turbine rotors even if it were not contemplating the

uprate project. It was the rotor replacement that gave rise to the uprate opportunity. The

costs of the uprate project at issue in the Company’s Application are incremental to the

costs ofthe rotor replacements. which costs are not at issue in this proceeding.
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Exhibit RLS-005 PUBLIC 
ELL Response to Staff 1-8 

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC 
LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No. U-37677 

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
to the First Set of Data Requests 
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service 
Commission Staff 

Question No.: STAFF 1-8 Part No.: Addendum: 

Question. 

[n HSPM Table 1 of his Direct Testimony, Mr. Willis provides the total estimated 
project cost of each component of the Uprate Project. 

a. Provide the class of estimate for each of the project cost amounts listed in 
the table, including the range of accuracy associated with that class estimate 
(e.g.,+/-50%). 

b. Provide the breakdown of these cost estimates in as much detail as currently 
developed by the Company. 

c. Provide the amount of contingency included within the total estimated 
project cost. 

d. Provide the amount of Internal costs included with the total estimated 
project cost. 

e. Has the Company estimated the total cost of the HP Turbine Inner Casing 
Replacement (including installation costs adjusted for inflation) in 2029$? 
If so, please provide such estimate. 

Response: 

Information responsive to this request has been designated as Highly Sensitive 
Protected Material (HSPM") and will be produced only to the appropriate Reviewing 
Representatives in accordance with the Confidentiality Agreement in effect and executed 
in this docket. HSPM files will be served upon appropriate reviewing representatives 
through an OpenTextM Core Share link. Any downloads of such files shall be treated in 
accordance with the applicable provisions of the Confidentiality Agreement regarding 
duplication of HSPM files. 

a. The estimates of the project cost in HSPM Table I as of June 2025 were 
Class 5. 
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ELL Response to Staff l-8

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC

LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Docket No. U~37677

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC

to the First Set ofData Requests
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service

Commission Staff

Question No.2 STAFF 1-8 Part No.: Addendum:

Question:

In HSPM Table 1 of his Direct Testimony, Mr. Willis provides the total estimated

project cost ofettch component of the Uprate Project.

a. Provide the class of estimate for each of the project cost amounts listed in

the table, including the range of accuracy associated with that class estimate

(e.g.. r/— 50%),

b. Provide the breakdown of these cost estimates in as much detail as currently

developed by the Company.

c. Provide the amount of contingency included within the total estimated

project cost.

d. Provide the amount of internal costs included with the total estimated

project cost.

e. Has the Company estimated the total cost of the HP Turbine Inner Casing

Replacement (including installation costs adjusted for inflation) in 202937

lfso, please provide such estimate.

Response:

Information responsive to this request has been designated as Highly Sensitive

Protected Material (“IISPM”) and will be produced only to the appropriate Reviewing
Representatives in accordance with the Confidentiality Agreement in effect and executed

in this docket. HSPM tiles will be s vcd upon appropriate reviewing representatives
through an OpenTextTM Core Share link. Any downloads of such files shall be treated in

accordance with the applicable provisions of the Confidentiality Agreement regarding
duplication ofl-ISPM files.

a. The estimates of the project cost in HSPM Table I as of June 2025 were

Class 5.
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Exhibit RLS-005 PUBLIC 
ELL Response to Staff 1-8 

b. The provided HSPM file entitled "WF3 Uprate Estimates with AFUDC" 
provides the latest project cost estimate as of November 17, 2025. Separate 
tabs show the estimates for the types of costs that are involved in cach sub­ 
project. All of the sub-projects except for the HP turbine casing are being 
considered as "Phase I" of the uprate projeet, with the HP turbine casing 
sub-project being considered as "Phase 2" of the uprate project. These 
estimates are designated as Class 5 

c. At this time, the only contingency included is an approximate sl 
value included on the Generator Current Transformer sub-project, as shown 
on that sub-project's tab in the provided HSPM filed entitled WF3 Uprate 
Estimates with AFUDC." 

d. Please see the provided HSPM file entitled WF3 Uprate Estimates with 
AFUDC." Tabs for the sub-projects show the line items for Internal 
Labor.' 

e. Please see the provided HSPM file entitled WF3 Uprate Estimates with 
AFUDC." The tab for the sub-project "HP Turbine Inner Casing provides 
the estimate for that sub-project as of November 17, 2025. 
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Exhibit RLS-005 PUBLIC

ELL Response to Staff 1-8

b. The provided HSPM flle entitled “WF3 Uprate Estimates with AFUDC”

provides the latest project cost estimate as 0fNovember 17, 2025. Separate
tabs show the estimates for the types ofcosts that are involved in each sub—

project. All of the sub-projects except for the HP turbine casing are being
considered as “Phase 1” of the ttprate project, with the HP turbine casing

sub-project being considered as “Phase 2" of the uprate project. These

estimates are designated as Class 3.

e. At this time. the only contingency included is an approximate SS‘
value included on the Generator Current Transformer sub-project, as shown

on that sub-project's tab in the provided HSPM filed entitlcd “W1-'3 Uprate
Estimates with AFUDC.”

d. Please see the provided HSPM file entitled “WF3 Upmte Estimates with

AFUDC." Tabs for the sub—projects show the line items for “lntemal

Labor.‘

e. Please see the provided HSPM file entitled “WF3 Uprate Estimates with

AFUDC." The tab for the sub-project “HP Turbine Inner Casing” provides
the estimate for that sub-project as ofNovember 17‘ 2025.

LPSC Docket No. U-37677 Exhibit RLS-005 PUBLIC STAFF 1-3 CRI5

Direct Testimony of R. Lane Sisung Page 2 of2



Exhibit RLS-006 PUBLIC 
ELL Response to Staff 1-12 

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC 
LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No. U-37677 

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
to the First Set of Data Requests 
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service 
Commission Staff 

Question No.: STAFF 1-12 Part No.: Addendum: 

Question: 

Provide all updates on the status of the MISO Interconnection study related to the 
Uprate Project, including any outputs received from MISO by ELL related to that process. 
Additionally, to the extent applicable, please describe any known and necessary changes 
to the scope and estimated costs of the Uprate Project as a result of the MISO study. 

Response: 

Information responsive to this request has been designated as Highly Sensitive 
Protected Material (HSPM) and will be produced only to the appropriate Reviewing 
Representatives in accordance with the Confidentiality Agreement in effect and executed 
in this docket. HSPM files will be served upon appropriate reviewing representatives 
through an OpenText' Core Share link. Any downloads of such files shall be treated in 
accordance with the applicable provisions of the Confidentiality Agreement regarding 
duplication of HSPM files. 

MISO has provided draft Phase I study results on its extranet site, visible to the 
Transmission Owners and Interconnection Customers. See the highly sensitive results 
attached for the Waterford 3 uprate queue request (J3815). Phase I is expected to be 
completed on 12/17/2025. The draft results currently estimate approximately stor 
ERIS upgrades and sltrNRIS upgrades associated with the uprate request. It should 
be noted that the MISO Phase I study is a draft and this process is not yet complete. As 
such, the costs of any required transmission investments may increase or decrease relative 
to MISO's current draft Phase I study. 
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ELL Response to Staff 1-12

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC

LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Docket No. U-37677

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC

to the First Set ofData Requests
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service

Commission Staff

Question No.: STAFF I-I2 Part No.: Addendum:

Question:

Provide all updates on the status ofthc MISO Interconnection study related to the

Uprate Project, including any outputs received from MISO by ELL related to that process.

Additionally, to the extent applicable, please describe any known and necessary changes

to the scope and estimated costs ofthe Uprate Project as a result ofthe MISO study.

Response:

Information responsive to this request has been designated as Highly Sensitive

Protected Material (“I-ISPM") and will be produced only to the appropriate Reviewing

Representatives in accordance with the Confidentiality Agreement in effect and executed

in this docket. IISPM tiles will be served upon appropriate reviewing representatives

through an OpenText'“ Core Share link. Any downloads of such files shall be treated in

accordance with the applicable provisions of the Confidentiality Agreement regarding

duplication ofHSPM tiles.

MISO has provided draft Phase I study results on its extrariet site, \isible to the

Transmission Owners and Interconnection Customers. See the highly sensitive results

attached for the Waterford 3 uprate queue request (B815). Phase I is expected to be

completed on 12 17/2025. The draft results currently estimate approximately $2 for

ERIS upgrades andS‘ for NRIS upgrades associated with the uprate request. It should

be noted that the MISO Phase I study is a draft and this process is not yet complete. As

such, the costs of any required transmission investments may increase or decrease relative

to MISO"s current draft Phase I study,
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Exhibit RLS-006 PUBLIC 
ELL Response to Staff 1-12 

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC 
LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No. U-37677 

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC 
to the First Set of Data Requests 
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Service 
Commission Staff 

Question No.: STAFF 1-12 Part No.: Addendum: 

Question: 

Provide all updates on the status of the MISO Interconnection study related to the 
Uprate Project, including any outputs received from MISO by ELL related to that process. 
Additionally, to the extent applicable, please describe any known and necessary changes 
to the scope and estimated costs of the Uprate Project as a result of the MISO study. 

Response: 

Information responsive to this request has been designated as Highly Sensitive 
Protected Material (HSPM") and will be produced only to the appropriate Reviewing 
Representatives in accordance with the Confidentiality Agreement in effect and executed 
in this docket. HSPM files will be served upon appropriate reviewing representatives 
through an OpenTextM Core Share link. Any downloads of such files shall be treated in 
accordance with the applicable provisions of the Confidentiality Agreement regarding 
duplication of HSPM files. 

MISO has provided draft Phase I study results on its extranet site, visible to the 
Transmission Owners and Interconnection Customers. See the highly sensitive results 
attached for the Waterford 3 uprate queue request (13815). Phase I is expected to be 
completed on 12/17/2025. Te draft results currently estimate approximately stor 
ERIS upgrades and sl trNRIS upgrades associated with the uprate request. It should 
be noted that the MISO Phase I study is a draft and this process is not yet complete. As 
such, the costs of any required transmission investments may increase or decrease relative 
to MISO's current draft Phase I study. 
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ELL Response to Staff 1-12

ENTERGY LOUISIANA, LLC

LOUISIANA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Docket No. U-37677

Response of: Entergy Louisiana, LLC

to the First Set of Data Requests
of Requesting Party: Louisiana Public Serticc

Commission Staff

Question No.: STAFF l-I2 Part No.: Addendum:

Question:

Provide all updates on the status ofthe MISO Interconnection study related to the

Uprate Project, including any outputs received from MISO by ELL related to that process.

Additionally, to the extent applicable, please describe any known and necessary changes
to the scope and estimated costs olthe Uprate Project as a result ofthe MISO study.

Response:

lnfomration responsive to this request has been designated as Highly Sensitive

Protected Material (“I-ISPl\’I”) and will be produced only to the appropriate Reviewing

Representatives in accordance with the Confidentiality Agreement in effect and executed

in this docket. I-ISPM files will be served upon appropriate reviewing representatives

through an OpenTcxtTM Core Share link. Any downloads of such files shall be treated in

accordance with the applicable provisions of the Confidentiality Agreement regarding

duplication of HSPM files.

MISO has provided draft Phase I study results on its extranet site, visible to the

Transmission Owners and lntcrconnection Customers. See the highly sensitive results

attached for the Waterford 3 uprate queue request (J3-S15). Phase I is expected to be

completed on 12/17/2025, The draft results currently estimate approximately $2 for

ERIS upgrades and $2 for NRIS upgrades associated with the uprate request. It should

be noted that the MISO Phase I study is a draft and this process is not yet complete. As

such, the costs of any required transmission investments may increase or decrease relative

to MISO’s current draft Phase I study.
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