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DATE REGULATORY AGENCYICOURT 

4/2/1984 Public Utility Commission of Texas 

Texas Public Utility Commission 

11115!J984 Texas Public Utility Commission 

Texas Public Utility Commission 

3/14/86 Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

7115/88 Texas Public Utility Commission 

DOCKET 

5560 

5640 

5709 

6677 

ER85-538-001 

8032 

Docket No. 120015-EI 
J -ist 
EXHIBIT 

lof9 
JWD-l 

UTILITY INVOLVED 

Gulf States Utility Company 

Texas Utilities Elechic Company 

Texas Utilities Electric Company 

Texas Utilities Electric Company 

Gulf States Utilities Company 

Lower Colorado River Authority 

TesUmon 



4/12/90 Texas Public Utility Commission 9300 

5/1/1990 Texas Public Utility Commission 9300 

8123/90 Texas Public Utility Commission 9561 

817192 State Corporation Commission of Kansas 180,416·U 

Docket No. 120015-EI 
List 
EXHIBIT JWO-l 

Texas Utilities Electric Company 

Texas Utilities Electric Company 

• Phase II Rate Des' 

Central Power & Light Company 

Peoples Natural Gas Company 

Generic Proceeding Regarding Purchased Power 

(Direct Testimony) 



12/12/1994 Texas Public Utility Commission 

5/23195 Federal Energy RegulatOlY Commission 

10/31/95 Texas Public Utility Commission 

02/07/96 

07119/96 Tcxas Public Utility Commission 

12820 

TX94·4·000 

14435 

15766 

Docket No. 120015-EI 
List 
EXHIBIT 

30f9 
JWD-l 

Central Power & Light Company 

Texas Utilities Electric Company and 

Southwestem Electric Power Company 

City of Bryan, Tcxas 



Docket No, 120015-EI 
Ijst 
EXHIBIT JWD-l 

40f9 

West Texas Utilities Company 

9/17/1996 Texas Public Utility Commission 15296 City of Bryan, Texas 

08/06/97 Texas Public Utility Commission 16705 Entergy Texas 

09/30/97 Texas Public Utility Commission 16705 Entergy Texas 



IIIIII 999 Texas Public Utility Commission 21591 

Docket No. 120015-EI 
Lis! 
EXHIBlT 

50f9 

Sharyland Utilities, L.P. 

(Supplemental & 

JWD-l 

Testimonies) 



DATE REGULATORY AGENCY/COURT 

7/5/2001 

9/6/200 I 

11/5/2003 Texas Public Utility Commission 26195 

2/9/2004 Texas Public Utility Commission 28840 

6/1/2004 Texas l'ublic Utility Commission 29526 

Docket No. 120015-EI 
List 
EXHIBIT JWD-l 

the Southeastem Reliability Council 

the Southeastern Reliability Council 

(Su 

CenterPoint Energy Houston Electric, LLC 

Su 

AEP Texas Central Company 

CenterPoint Energy Houston Electric, LLC, 

Reliant Energy Retail Services, LLC, and 

Texas Genco, LP 



DATE DOCKET 

71l 1/2007 Texas Public Utility Commission 33823 

Docket No. 12001S-EI 
List 
EXHIBIT 

01'9 
JWD-l 

UTILITY INVOLVED 

CcntcrPoint Energy Houston Electric, LLC 



Docket No. 120015-EI 
List 
EXHIBIT 

of9 
JWD-l 

(Cross-Rebuttal Testimol1 ) 
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List 
EXHIBIT 

9 9 
JWD-l 



Claimed 
Incentive Benefits 

Mechanism: less 
Line Total Claimed Threshold of 
No. 

2003 

2 2005 

3 2009 

4 2010 

5 2011 

6 Total 

Florida Public Service Commission 
Docket No. 120015-El 

Increase in FPL Profits 
If Incentive Mechanism 

Had Been In Effect Since 2001 

Customer's Share 
of Claimed Benefits 

Current 
Incentive 

149 100.00% 

97.72% 

100.00% 

100.00% 

100.00% 

99.62% 

* From FPL's Exhibit SF-2, page of 1 

Incentive 

97.17% $0 

94.22% 

93.82% $0 

69.85% $0 

76.29% $0 

83.76% 

Docket No. 120015-EI 

Incentive Mechanism Comparison 

Exhibit_JWD-2 

Page 1 of 1 

FPL's Share 

0.00% 2.83% 

2.28% 3.50% 

0.00% 16,462 6.18% 

0.00% 30.15% 

0.00% 23.71 

0.38% 15.87% 


