October 25, 2005

Line No.

~No b~ WN B

[ee]

10
11
12
13
14

(Col. 1)

Return and Taxes
Operations and Maintenance Expenses - Net
Depreciation Expense
Single Business Tax Adjustment for Depreciation
Property Taxes
Other

Total Cost of Service

Return and Taxes
Operations and Maintenance Expenses
Depreciation Expense
Single Business Tax Adjustment for Depreciation
Property Taxes
Other

Total Cost of Service

Thunder Bay Pipeline Company

Case No.: U-14672
Witness: M. C. Cieslak
Exhibit No.: TB-20 (MCC-9)
Page No. lof1l

Cost / Volume Variance Analysis
($000)
U-10782 TB-19 (MCC-8) TB-18 (MCC-7)
Original Based on Original Rate Setting Method, Based on Original Rate Setting Method
Original Period and Revised Reserves New Period and Revised Reserves
Rate Volume Chg. COS Change Rate Volume Chg. COS Change Rate

(Col. 2) (Col. 3) (Col. 4) (Col. 5) (Col. 6) (Col. 7) (Col. 8)
$ 0.024 $ 0.016 $ - $ 0.040 $ (0.002) $ - $ 0.038
$ 0.001 $ 0.001 $ - $ 0.002 $ 0.005 $ 0.001 $ 0.008
$ 0.013 $ 0.016 $ - $ 0.029 $ 0.035 $ - $ 0.064
$ (0.001) $ 0.001 $ - $ - $ 0.001 $ - $ 0.001
$ 0.004 $ 0.002 $ - $ 0.006 $ 0.007 $ (0.007) $ 0.006
$ 0.003 $ (0.003) $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
$ 0.044 $ 0.033 $ - $ 0.077 $ 0.046 $ (0.006) $ 0.117

TB-17 (MCC-6)
Projected Cost of Service,
New Period and Revised Reserves
Volume Chg. COS Change Rate
Volume / Cost of Service Reconciliation

$ - $ 0.020 $ 0.058 | Original Rate $ 0.044
$ - $ 0.012 $ 0.020 | Rate Change Due To:
$ - $ 0.025 $ 0.089 Reserves/ Volume Changes $ 0.079
$ - $ 0.001 $ 0.002 Cost of Service Changes $ 0.048
$ - $ (0.004) $ 0.002 Revised Rate Proposed $ 0.171
$ - $ - $ -
$ - $ 0.054 $ 0.171




Case No:  U-14672

Witness: M. C. Cieslak

Exhibit: TB-21 (MCC-10)

Page: 1lof5b

Cost of Service Derivation
($in 000's)
Line Description 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 Source

1 Average Net Plant $ 5834 $ 4925 $ 4109 $ 3375 $ 2,710 Pg.2Ln 16
2 Rate of Return 11.58% 11.58% 11.58% 11.58% 11.58% Exh. S-2
3 Return & Income Taxes $ 676 $ 570 $ 476 $ 391 $ 314 Lines1*2
4 O&M Expense $ 462 3 487 3 495 3 505 $ 515 Exh. TB-17,pg.1,Ln3
5 Depreciation Expense $ 1177 $ 1,027 $ 888 $ 775 % 678 Pg.2,Ln7
6 MSBT Adj for Depreciation @ 1.90% $ 22 % 20 $ 17 $ 15 $ 13 Ln5*1.9%
7 Property Taxes $ 37 $ 34 3% 32 3 30 $ 29 Exh.TB-17,pg4,Ln1l
8 Total Cost of Service (1) $ 2374 $ 2,138 $ 1908 $ 1,716 $ 1,549 Total, Lines 3 through 7

(1) Before revenue offsets. See Exhibit TB-22 (MCC-11)



Case No: U-14672
Witness: M. C. Cieslak
Exhibit: TB-21 (MCC-10)
Page: 20f5
Projected Depreciation Expense & Net Plant
2005 - 2010
($in 000's)
Line Description 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 Source
A. Depreciation Expense & Accumulated Depreciation
Depreciation Rate
1 Restated Net Plant (Gross Plant - Accumulated Depr.) $ 7,677 (1) Pg. 3, Ln 11, 2005
2 Expected Vol., 2006-2025 (Remaining Reserves) 119,217 Exh. TB-8
3 Unit of Trans Depr. Rate / Mcf $0.0644 $ 0.0644 $ 0.0644 $ 0.0644 $ 0.0644 $ 0.0644 Lnl/Ln2
4 Transportation Volume, projected 18,197 15,875 13,715 11,963 10,451 Exh. TB-8
5 Depreciation Expense $ 1172 $ 1,022 $ 883 $ 770 $ 673 Ln3*Ln4
6 Asset Retirement Cost $ 5 % 5 % 5 % 5 % 5 Exh.TB-17,Ln5
7 Total Depreciation Expense $ 1177 $ 1,027 $ 888 $ 775 % 678 Lns5+6
8 Incremental Accumulated Depr. Since 12/31/2005 $ 1177 $ 2204 $ 3092 $ 3867 $ 4,545 Ln8, prioryr+Ln7
B. Adjusted Net Plant (2)
9 Restated Net Plant (gross Plant - Accumulated Depr.) $ 7,677 (1) Pg. 3, Ln 11, 2005
10 LESS: Accumulated ARO through 12/31/05 $ 190 Pg. 4, Ln 8, 2005
11 Net Plant LESS Accum. ARO @ 12/31/05 $ 7487 $ 7,487 $ 7,487 $ 7,487 $ 7,487 $ 7,487 Ln9-Ln10
12 LESS: ARO Incremental Liability ?3) $ 12 3 24 $ 36 % 48 $ 60 @ $12/yr as per Exh TB-13, pg. 2,Ln 9
13 LESS: Incremental Accumulated Depreciation ?3) $ 1177 $ 2204 $ 3,092 $ 3867 $ 4545 Ln8
14 LESS: DFIT Liability $ 1174 $ 943 % 764 % 635 $ 544 % 488 Pg. 5, Ln 8; sign reversed
15 Adjusted Net Plant $ 6313 $§ 535 $ 4494 $ 3724 $ 3027 $ 2,393 Ln1lllessLns 12 thru 14
16 Average Adjusted Net Plant $ 5834 $ 4925 $ 4109 $ 3375 $ 2,710 Avg. of beg. & ending balances, Ln 15

(1) @ 12/31/05

(2) Used for return component of cost of service. See pg. 1

(3) since 12/31/05



Case No: U-14672
Witness: M. C. Cieslak
Exhibit: TB-21 (MCC-10)
Page: 30of5
Net Plant
Through 2005 Projection
($000)
@ 12/18/97
Purchase
Line Description 1996/1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 Source
Gross Plant
Beg. Balance
1 Pipeline 1) 10,145 10,393 10,430 10,868 10,902 10,902 10,902 10,902 10,902 (2)
2 Non-Pipeline $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 106 $ 106 $ 106 Exh TB-12,Ln?2
3 Total $ 10,145 $ 10,393 $ 10,430 $ 10,868 $ 10,902 $ 10,902 $ 11,008 $ 11,008 $ 11,008 Lnsl+2
Net Additions
4 Pipeline $ - $ 248 $ 37 % 438 $ 34 3% - $ - $ - $ - Exh TB-12, Ln 4
5 Non-Pipeline $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 106 $ - $ - Exh TB-12,Ln5
6 Total $ - $ 248 $ 37 % 438 $ 34 $ - $ 106 $ - $ - Lns4+5
End Balance
7 Pipeline $ 10,145 $ 10641 $ 10467 $ 11,306 $ 10,936 $ 10,902 $ 10,902 $ 10,902 $ 10,902 Lns1+4
8 Non-Pipeline $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 212 $ 106 $ 106 Lns2+5
9 Total Gross Plant $ 10,145 $ 10641 $ 10,467 $ 11,306 $ 10,936 $ 10,902 $ 11,114 $ 11,008 $ 11,008 Lns7 +8
10 LESS: Accumulated Depreciation $ 572 $ 985 $ 1410 $ 1,785 $ 2,133 $ 2455 $ 2,787 $ 3,070 $ 3,331 Pg4,Ln6
11 Net Plant $ 9573 $ 9656 $ 9057 $ 9521 $ 8803 $ 8447 $ 8327 $ 7938 $ 7,677 Ln9-Ln10

12 (1) 1997 balance as per books of Thunder Bay LLC (seller of pipeline to Thunder Bay Gathering Company) @ 12/18/97:

13
14
15
16

($000)
Thunder Bay Pipeline LLC, Property, Plant & Equipment $ 16,048
LESS: Hubbard Lake Plant $ 3,812
LESS: Deferred Asset Valuation Allowance $ 2,091
Adjusted pipeline, gross plant $ 10,145

17 Source: Thunder Bay Pipeline, LLC, Schedule of Depreciable Equipment & Trial Balance, both provided in response to AYD-5.

18 (2) Line 9, prior year



Case No: U-14672
Witness: M. C. Cieslak
Exhibit: ~ TB-21 (MCC-10)
Page: 4 0of 5
Depreciation
Through 2005 Projected
($in 000's)
@ 12/18/97
Purchase
Line Description 1996/1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 Source
(1)

Depreciation Expenses & Accumulated Depr.

1 Transportn Volumes 43,975 31,792 32,674 28,887 26,723 24,833 22,921 21,333 19,737 Exh. TB-8

2 Depreciation Rate $ 0013 $ 0.013 $ 0.013 $ 0.013 $ 0.013 $ 0.013 $ 0.013 $ 0.013 $ 0.013 Exh.Th-13,Ln 23

3 Depreciation Exp. $ 572 $ 413 $ 425 $ 376 $ 347 $ 323 $ 298 $ 277 $ 257 Lns1*2

4 ADD: Asset Ret Cost Amort. $ 34 $ 5 % 5 Exh. Tb-13, pg2, Ln 6

5  Adjusted Depr. Exp. $ 572 $ 413 $ 425 $ 376 $ 347 $ 323 $ 332 $ 282 $ 262 Lns3+4

6 Accumulated Depreciation $ 572 % 985 $ 1410 $ 1,78 $ 2,133 $ 2455 $ 2,787 $ 3,070 $ 3,331 Line6prevyr+Ln5

Asset Retirement Obligation

7 Asset Retirement Obl. $ 167 $ 11 $ 12 Exh. TB-13, pg2, Ln9

8  Accumulated ARO $ 167 $ 178 $ 190 Ln8prevyr+Ln7

9 (1) 1996 and 1997 Accumulated Depreciation based on Case No. U-10782 authorized depreciation rates rather than booked tax depreciation.

10 Source: Thunder Bay Pipeline, LLC, Schedule of Depreciable Equipment & Trial Balance, both provided in response to AYD-5.




Line Description

Depreciation Tax/Book Differences
1 Book Depreciation
2 Tax Deporeciation
3 Book - Tax
4
5

FIT Rate
DFIT due to Bk/Tx Depr Differences

6 Other Tax/Book Differences

DFIT
7 Total Change in DFIT Liability
8 Accumulated DFIT Liability

(1) Tax Depreciation
Gross Plant @ 12/31/2005
Tax Depreciation Rate

Case No: U-14672
Witness: M. C. Cieslak
Exhibit: TB-21 (MCC-10)
Page: 50f5
Deferred Federal Income Tax LIABILITY
1998 - 2010 (Projections after 2004)
($in 000's)
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 Source
$ 413 $ 425 $ 376 347 323 $ 298 $ 277 $ 257 $ 1,177 $ 1,027 $ 888 $ 775 $ 678
$1276 $ 797 $ 766 736 685 $ 637 $ 593 $ 590 $ 517 $ 517 $ 517 $ 517 $ 517
$ (863) $ (372) $ (390) (389) (362) $ (339) $ (316) $ (333) $ 659 $ 510 $ 371 $ 258 $ 161
35% 35% 35% 35% 35% 35% 35% 35% 35% 35% 35% 35% 35%
$ (302) $ (130) $ (137) (136) (127) $ (119) $ (1100 $ (117) $ 231 $ 178 $ 130 $ 0 $ 56
$ (61) $ 57 % 9 (12) 102 $ 37 $ (59 % - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
$ (363) $ (73) $ (128) (148) (25) $ (156) $ (164 $ (117) $ 231 $ 178 $ 130 $ 90 $ 56
$ (363) $ (436) $ (564) $ (712) $ (737) $ (892) $(1,057) $ (1,174) $ (943) $ (764) $ (635 $ (544) $  (488)
$11,008 $11,008 $11,008 $11,008 $ 11,008 Exh. S-1,pg.3/TB-21, pg 3
4.70% 4.70% 4.70% 4.70% 4.70% Exh. TB-17, pg 2, line 9
$ 517 $ 517 $ 517 $ 517 $ 517

Tax Depreciation

(2) Negative figures increase DFIT liability, positive figures reduce it.




Case No: U-14672
Witness: M. C. Cieslak
Exhibit: TB-22 (MCC-11)
Page: lofl
THUNDER BAY GATHERING COMPANY
CALCULATION OF TRANSPORTATION RATE
$(000s Omitted)
Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5
Line Description 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 Source
1 Total Cost of Service $ 2374 $ 2138 $ 1908 $ 1,716 $ 1,549 Exhibit TB-21 (MCC-10), pg 1, Line 8
LESS:
2 Receipt Point Fees $ 178 $ 178 $ 178 $ 178 $ 178 Exhibit TB-17 (MCC-6), pg 1 33 meters * $450 * 12
3 Administrative Chg Revenues $ 36 $ 36 $ 36 $ 36 $ 36 Exhibit TB-17 (MCC-6), pg 1 10 cust * $300 * 12
4 Net Cost of Service $ 2160 $ 1924 $ 1694 $ 1502 $ 1,335 Linel-Line2-Line3
5 Present Value Cost of Service $ 1990 $ 1633 $ 1,325 $ 1,082 $ 886 Below
6 Total Present Value Cost of Service $ 6,916 Sum of Line 5
Throughput
7 Projected Annual Trans. Vol. MMcf 18,197 15,875 13,715 11,963 10,451 Exh. TB-8 (ED-8)
Levelized Rate and Revenue
8 5 yr Levelized Rate $/Mcf $ 0.1224 $ 0.1224 $ 0.1224 $ 0.1224 $ 0.1224 Solve for
9 Total Revenues $ 2227 $ 1943 $ 1679 $ 1464 $ 1,279 Line7*Line8
10 Present Value Revenues $ 2052 $ 1649 $ 1313 $ 1055 $ 849 Below
11 Total Present Value Revenues $ 6,918 Sum of Line 10
Present Value Cost of Service Development
From To
Year Discount Rate 1 + Disc. Disc. Fctr Line 4 Line 5
1 0.0854 1.0854 0.9213 $ 2,160 $ 1,990 Discount Rate from
2 0.0854 1.0854 08488 $ 1,924 $ 1,633 Exhibit S-2 (BB-1)
3 0.0854 1.0854 07820 $ 1694 $ 1,325
4 0.0854 1.0854 07205 $ 1,502 $ 1,082
5 0.0854 1.0854 06638 $ 1335 $ 886
$ 6,916
Present Value Revenue Development
From To
Year Discount Rate 1 + Disc. Disc. Fctr Line 9 Line 10
1 0.0854 1.0854 0.9213 $ 2,227 $ 2,052 Discount Rate from
2 0.0854 1.0854 08488 $ 1,943 $ 1,649 Exhibit S-2 (BB-1)
3 0.0854 1.0854 07820 $ 1679 $ 1,313
4 0.0854 1.0854 07205 $ 1,464 $ 1,055
5 0.0854 1.0854 06638 $ 1,279 $ 849
$ 6,918



MPSC Case No. U-14672 MPSC Case No.: U-14672
Exhibit No.: TB-23

INTERVENORS’ RESPONSES TO Page 1 of 1

APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Request for Production No 12

PLEASE PROVIDE WORKPAPERS AND OTHER SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS
DETAILNG THE IMPACT OF 1996 AND 1997 REVENUES THAT MR. SHUMWAY’S
TESTIMONY REFERENCES ON MR. CIESLAK’S COST OF SERVICES ANALYSIS

A. There are no documents responsive to this request. To the extent the request seeks
creation of a new document, Intervenors object to the request.

Answered by Mr. Shumway and by Counsel

31



MPSC Case No. U-14672 MPSC Case No.: U-14672
Exhibit No.: TB-24

INTERVENORS’ RESPONSES TO Page 1 of 1

APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Request for Production No. 1

PLEASE PROVIDE MAPS THAT SHOW THE PRODUCTIVE LIMITS OF THE
NORTHERN MICHIGAN ANTRIM TREND.

A. Intervenors do not appear to have in their possession any document responsive to this
request for production. In the event that Intervenors discover such a document, they will
promptly supplement this response. To the extent the request calls for creation of a new
document, Intervenors object to the request.

Answered By: Counsel

10



MPSC Case No. U-14672 MPSC Case No.: U-14672
Exhibit No.: TB-25

INTERVENORS’ RESPONSES TO Page 1 of 1

APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Request for Production No. 2

PLEASE DOCUMENT ON A MAP WHERE YOU BELIEVE ADDITIONAL
COMMERICALLY VIABLE ANTRIM WELLS CAN BE DRILLED.

A. Intervenors do not appear to have in their possession any document responsive to this
request for production. In the event that Intervenors discover such a document, they will
promptly supplement this response. To the extent the request calls for creation of a new
document, Intervenors object to the request.

Answered By: Counsel

11



MPSC Case No. U-14672 MPSC Case No.: U-14672
Exhibit No.: TB-26

INTERVENORS’ RESPONSES TO Page 1 of 2

APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Request for Production No. 5

PLEASE PROVIDE ALL DOCUMENTS THAT MR. MUNKRES RELIES UPON FOR HIS
ASSERTION (PAGE 2 OF HIS TESTIMONY) THAT DOMINION HAS 180 BCF OF
RESERVES THAT COULD FLOW ON THE THUNDER BAY PIPELINE.

A. See Attached.

Answered by Mr. Terrill Munkres

22



DOMINION E&P
BICHIGAN 1PV
THUNDERBAY PROJECT
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----GROSS P
CIL, KBBL

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.900

¢.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

0.c00
0.000
0.000
¢.000
4.000

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
Q.000

0.000

¢.000

9.000

TAXES

1485.776
1562 .96¢6
1716.328
1821.599%
1673.013

1948.777
17%0.¢611
1656.00%
1537.0886
1433.635

1342,228
1269,2343
1186.128
1118.223
1055.643

997.631
942.672
901.151
455.204
8l1.074

27437.108

10610.235

MPSC Case No.: U-14672

Exhibit No.: TB-26
Page 2 of 2
DATE : 05/05/06
TIME : 12:59:07
DES : AUDIT
SETTINGS : DOM 2006
SCENARIC : RSC106
RESERVEE AND ECONOMICS
EFFECTIVE DATE: 1/06
---PRICES--- se-oooooooo- OPERATIONS, M§-----------
RODUCTION----  «~--NET PRODUCTION----- OIL  GAS  No. orr, GAS TOTAL
GAS, MMCF 0IL, MBBL GAS, MMCF 3$/B $/M WELLE  REVENUE REVENUE REVENUE
6657.945 9.000 2329.245  0.00 11.44 416.4 0.000 26639.582 25054.738
7087.264 9.000 2501.296 0.00 11.44 440.9 0.000  28607.338  26709.957
7585.211 0.600 2715.535  0.00 11.44 466.4 0.000 31057.576  28805.834
8037.51% 0,000 2896.823  0.00 11.43 494.2 6.000 33117.199 30551.973
8321.887 0,660 3143.362  0.00 11.42 517.4 6.000 35900.941 32996.699
8014.813 0.000 3108.050 0.00 11.43 526.5 9.00¢  35513.520 32605.021
7374.055 0.000 2850.681 0.00 11.43 §26.5 9.000 32575.287 29949.260
6835.707 ¢.000 2632.508  0.00 11.43 526.5 0.¢00 30083.834 27690.076
6374.236 ¢.000 2440.673  0.00 11.43 526.5 0,000 27892.521 25695.379
5968.087 9.000 2274.335 0.00 11.43 526.5 0.000 25992.199 23961.367
5605.598 0.000 2127.796 0.00 11.43 B526.5 0.000 24317.857  22430.268
E276.806 0.000 1996.807 0.00 11.43 6526.5 0.000  22821.04%  21059.037
4575.504 0.000 1878.341  0.00 11.43 526.5 0.000  21467.258 19816.924
4698.151 0.000 1770.122  0.00 11.43 B526.5 0.000  20230.510  18680.830
4440.450 0.000 1670.524 0.00 11.43 B526.5 0.000  19092.213 17634.137
4200.382 0.000 1578.298  0.00 11.43 826.5 0.000 18038.100 16664 .100
3975,900 0.000 1492,587 0.00 11.43 §26.5 0.000 17058.570 15762.023
3765.375 0.c000 1425,701 0.00 11.43 526.8 0.600 16294.08¢6 15052.674
3567.634 0.000 1352.923  0.00 11.43 526.5 0.900 15462.310 14285.019
3381.640 0.000 1282.928  0.00 11.43 526.5 0.000 14662.323 13547.628
116144.477 0.000 43468.590 0.00 11.43 97.0 0.000 496833.250  458952.969
45722.043 0.000 16852.674 0.00 11.43  97.0 0.000 152685.594  178708.234
161866.500 0.000 60321.270 0.00 11.43 97.0 ¢.000 699518.938  637661.188
=«~OPERATIONS, M§------=o-ooon  —oooocmmaaaan CAPITAL COSTE, M§------------ 10.0%
SEV + ADV NET OPER INTEREST OPERATION TANGIBLE  INTANG. TOTAL  TOTAL CASH FLOW CUM. DISC
EXPENSES  +PRNCIPL CASH FLOW INV. INV. RISK INV EQUITY INV BTAX, M§ BTAX, M$
2690,225 0.000 20868.740 588.425 1317.325 202.750  2109.500 18759.240  17832.453
2843, 005 0.000 22273,975 681.713 1590.662 266.375  2538.750 18735.225  34915.822
3027.933 0.000 24061.580 630.300 1470.700 239,000  2340.000 21721.578  52021.889
2240.030 0.000 25490.350 663.413 1547.963 242.375 2453.750  23036.600 60514.844
3555.176 0.000 27464.525 626.248 14€1.567 210.000 2297.815  25166.709  84891.46%
3624.0849 0.000 27031.396 0.000 ¢.000 0.000 £.000  27031.396 100913,14%
3578.809 0.000 24579.842 0.000 ¢.000 0.000 6.000  24579.842 114186,00¢
3538.340 0.000 22495.728 0.000 9.000 0.000 0.000  22495.728 125174.430
3496.169 0.000 20662.123 0.000 0.000 0.000 ¢.000  20662.123 134374.312
3459.568 0.000 18068.17¢ 0.000 0.009 0.000 0.000 19068.170 142092.391
3427.297 0.000 17660.732 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 17660.732 14858¢.7%7
3398.428 0.000 16400.264 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 16400.264 154076.638
3372.298 0.000 15258457 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000  15258.497 15B716.609
3340.414 0.000 14214.185 6.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 14214.185 162646.000
3326.420 €.000 13252,075 6.000 0.000 0.000 0.400  13252.075 165976.375
3306.044 0.000 12360.421 0.000 ¢.000 0.000 €.000 12360.421 168800.266
3287.097 0.000 11531.252 0.000 0.00¢ 0.000 ¢.000 11531.252 171195.234
3283.108 0.000 10868.419 0.000 0.000 0.000 ¢.000 10868.419 173247.125
3269.168 0.000 10160.644 0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000 10160.644 174991.128
3255,316 0.000  9481.232 0.000 0.000 ¢.000 0.000 $481.232 176470.625
66331,638 0.000 365184.125 3181.098 7388.217 1160.500 11739.815 353444.281 176470.625
76102.281 0.000 91595.695 0.000 247.623 0.000 247.623  91748.062 183839,10¢
42433.984 0.000 £57179.812 3191.098 7635.840 1160.500 11987.439 445192.344 183839.109

38047.348 1



MPSC Case No. U-14672 MPSC Case No.: U-14672
Exhibit No.: TB-27

INTERVENORS’ RESPONSES TO Page 1 of 2

APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Request for Production No. 7

PLEASE PROVIDE MAPS THAT SHOW WHERE NEW WELLS WILL BE DRILLED TO
PRODUCE THE 180 BDF OF “RESERVES”

A. See attached.

Answered By Mr. Terrill Munkres and by Counsel

25



MPSC Case No.: U-14672
Exhibit No.: TB-27
Page 2 of 2

PUD WELLS: RED

PRODUCING WELLS: BLACK
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MPSC Case No. U-14672 MPSC Case No.: U-14672
Exhibit No.: TB-28

INTERVENORS’ RESPONSES TO Page 1 of 1

APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Request for Production No. 8

PLEASE PROVIDE ALL MAPS THAT SHOW THE NORTHERN PRODUCTIVE LIMIT OF
THE ANTRIM FORMATION.

A. See response to Request for Production No. 1

Answered by Counsel

26



MPSC Case No. U-14672 MPSC Case No.: U-14672
Exhibit No.: TB-29

INTERVENORS’ RESPONSES TO Page 1 of 1

APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Request for Production No. 9

PLEASE PROVIDE ALL MAPS THAT SHOW THE SOUTHERN PRODUCTIVE LIMIT OF
THE ANTRIM FORMATION.

A. See response to Request for Production No. 1

Answered by Counsel
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APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Interrogatory No. 14

HAS MR. WOLTZ EVER COMPLETED A P/Z ANALYSIS FOR AN ANTRIM SHALE
WELL?

A. No.

Answered by Mr. Woltz

18
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INTERVENORS’ RESPONSES TO Page 1 of 1
APPLICANT’S FIRST INTERROGATORIES,
DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Request to Admit No. 1

PLEASE ADMIT THAT PRODUCTION IN THE THUNDER BAY AREA PEAKED IN THE
YEAR 2000, AT MORE THAN 50% BELOW MR GATENS’ ESTIMATE, AND HAS BEEN
DECLINING STEADILY SINCE THAT TIME.

A. Intervenors admit that historic production, which is not the same thing as potential
production in the Thunder Bay area peaked in the year 2000. Intervenors admit that peak
production in the Thunder Bay area in the year 2000 was more than 50% below the peak
production forecasted by Mr. Gatens’. Intervenors admit that to date production has
declined in each year since that time. Intervenors deny that production in the Thunder
Bay area has “been declining steadily” since that time, on the basis that there has been
variation in the percentage decline, and that the rate of decline in later years has been less
than in earlier years.

35



	Exhibts Testimony and Rebuttal Testimony.pdf
	Application.pdf
	APPLICATION 

	Mark C Cieslak combined testimony.pdf
	Mark C Cieslak Exhibits.pdf
	1-gross plant
	2-depreciation
	3-o&m
	4-property tax
	5-cost of capital
	6-projected cos - new rate
	7-old method new reserves
	8-first 5 years new reserves
	9-cost volume variance
	9-workpaper

	Mark C Cieslak Exhibits.pdf
	1-gross plant
	2-depreciation
	3-o&m
	4-property tax
	5-cost of capital
	6-projected cos - new rate
	7-old method new reserves
	8-first 5 years new reserves
	9-cost volume variance
	9-workpaper
	Mark C Cieslak Exhibits page 1 only.pdf
	9-cost volume variance


	Mark C Cieslak Exhibits exhibit 12 only.pdf
	1-gross plant

	Mark C Cieslak Exhibits 13.pdf
	2-depreciation


	Proof of service.pdf
	PROOF OF SERVICE 
	 


	Proof of service 12-2-05.pdf
	PROOF OF SERVICE 

	combined testimony and exhibits.pdf
	BJ - RATE
	AD - COS
	AD - DEPR. - NET PLT
	AD - NET PLT - HIST.
	AD - DEPR. - HIST.
	DFIT





