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MISSOURI JOINT MUNICIPAL ELECTRIC UTILITY COMMISSION

310 Tiger Lane
Columbia, Missouri 65201
314-445-3279

October 24, 1983

Mr. R. H. Ficker

Manager

Interconnection Arrangements
Union Electric Company

P. O. Box 149

St. Louis, MO 63166

Dear Mr. Ficker:

This will acknowledge receipt c¢f your September 7, 1983 letter
with regard to the Commission request for transmission service.

1 have discussed your response with the Commission Executive
Committee ané Board of Directors, both groups were disappointed
to hear that your company was not interested in cooperating
with the Commission in this matter.

1 have reviewed the proposed contract and y»ur letter and find
that the objections noted in your letter are covered in the
agreement, and are more specifically as follows.

The concern of overloading the system is of mutual concern, and
can be handled by running load flow studies on a systematic basis,
and by providing a table, listing the maximum capability of inter-
connection points at a given time. This table could be used as

a basis for planning of both parties, and could be revised as
required to minimize system problems. An example of such a table
is enclosed for your information. The proposed contract also
provides your company the right of refusal when service to your
customers would be effected by transmission to the Commission
member.

After reviewing the contract I have found several points that
need clarification, or sheould be reviseé to provide both parties
equal protection. I will not submit these proposed changes until
I have an indication of your companies interest in further
Aiscussions.

The proposed umbrella agreement would provide transmission service
to the Commission and would allow transmission to other contract
paths, thereby allowing Commission power sources to be made
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SCHEDULE |

A. NON RESERVED CAPACITY TRANSMISSION SERVICE BY ASSOCIATED
Associated shall, at the request of the Commission, transmit for the account

of the Commission firm, short term and/or participation power, economy,
emergency and/or standby en<rgy either directly or indirectly to and from
the power systems of the following Missouri municipal electric systems at
the indicated maximum capacity interchange rates:

Maximum
Inter- Intercon~
Municipal Voltage change necting
System Point of Delivery KV MW (1) System (2)
~. Cameron NW-161/69 kV Stations €3 15 NW
~ Carthage SWPA-Spgfid. Sub. 161 30 SWPA
Chillicothe Chillicothe Sub. 1€1 35 NW
Columbia #1 AEC-Bolstad Sub.) 161 170 —_—
Columbia ¢#2 AEC-Boone Sub.)
Fulton Cen-161/69 kV Stations 69 20 CEN
Hannikal UE-Thomas Hill 161 60 VE
Hermann Cen-161/69 kV Stations 69 10 CEN

(3) Independence KCPEL-MO City Sub. 161 170 KCP&L
Kirkwood UE-Thomas Hill 161 60 VE
La Plate NE-161/69 kV Stations €8 10 NE
Macon NE-161/69 kV Stations 69 10 NE
Marshall AEC-Norton Sub. 161 45 KCPeL
Memphis Thomas Hill Sub. €9 10 NE
New Madrid SWPA-New Madrid Sub. 69 10 SWPA

™ Nixa SWPA-Spgfid. Sub. 161 10 SWPA
Poplar Bluff SWPA-New Madrid Sub. 161 65 SWPA
Rock Port NW-161/60 kV Stations 69 5 NW
Rolla UE-Maries 161 50 VE
Sikeston AEC-New Madrid Sub. 161 75 —-—

(8) Springfield SWPA-Spyfid. Sub. 161 200 SWPA
Trenton NW-161/6% kV Stations 65 25 NW
Unionville NW-161/6% kV Stations 69 10 NW

" Vandalia Cen-161/69 kV Stations 65 10 CEN
Waynesville Sho-Me-161/63 kV Stations 69 10 Sho ‘Me
West Plains Sho-Me-161/69 kV Stations 69 28 Sho-Me







Mr. Bob Barnett
September 7, 1983
Page 2

After considering the above, we are not convinced that
an umbrella type of transmission service agreement is the
proper approach. Separate agreements with each member on a "as
a need arises" basis appears to us to be a cleaner approach and
would provide maximum effectiveness in administering a
transmission service arrangement.

We are willing, at any time, to discuss a specific
transmission service arrangement with any member of the Joint
Municipal Commission on a case-by-case basis who is connected
directly with us or with another utility who is invoived in
setting up a trausmission service arrangement on behalf of any
of the remaining 13 members. This request can be instituted by
contacting me directly.

If you desire, I would be more than happy to discuss
this with you further.

Sincerely,

=29

R. H. Ficker
Manager,
Interconnection Arrangements

RE.)/mcg
ec: Mr. R, E. Malon (City of Columbia)

Mr. J. HE. White (R. W. Beck & Associates
Denver, Colorado)
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Mr. Richard E. Malon
Page 2
June 3, 1983

contractual arrangements. For anyone to commit at this point would not
be prudent. However, we do realize that there may be technical cons’ der-
ations that arise from . :° to time that you or others may have. In

this vein, we most certainly will cooperate to provide necessary technical
information about our system whenever such information is warranted.

1f 1 can be of further assistance, please let me know.

Very truly yours,

Gk

Richard H. Ficker
Supervising Engineer
Interconnection Arrangements

RHF /pm

cc Mr. Bob Barnett
Engineering/Operations Manager
Missouri Joint Municipal Electric
Utility Commission
P.0. Box 401
Jefferson City, MO 65102

Mr. Bill Smith
Benham-Holway Power Group
5300 South Yale Avenue
Tulsa, OK 74135




