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DIRECT TESTIMONY
OF
PATRICIA M. LARKIN

INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE

Please state your name and business addr ess.

My name is PatriciaM. Larkin and my business address is 2800 Pottsville Pike,

Reading, Pennsylvania 19612.

Ms. Larkin, by whom are you employed and in what capacity?

| am employed by FirstEnergy Service Company as a State Regulatory Analyst in

the Rates and Regulatory Affairs Department — Pennsylvania.

What areyour responsibilities as a State Regulatory Analyst?

Generdly, the Pennsylvania Rates and Regulatory Affairs Department provides
regulatory support for Metropolitan Edison Company (“Met-Ed”), Pennsylvania
Electric Company (“Penelec”), Pennsylvania Power Company (“Penn Power”)
and West Penn Power Company (“West Penn”) (collectively, the “Companies’).
| am responsible to the Manager of Rates and Regulatory Affairsfor the
preparation and coordination of the Companies accounting and financial datain
all their rate-related matters before the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
(“Commission”) and the New Y ork State Public Service Commission, including
the preparation of statements and reports addressing, among other things, energy
costs, regulatory program cost recovery, quarterly earnings, and other financial

matters. Also, | am responsible for the administration of the Companies
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wholesale tariffs, the development of retail electric rates and the promulgation of

rules and regulations ensuring uniform tariff administration and interpretation.

What isyour educational background?

| graduated from Allentown College St. Francis DeSales in 2000 with a Bachelor
of Science degreein Accounting and Alvernia Collegein 2003 with aMaster in
Business Administration degree. | have over fourteen years of experience with
GPU Energy/FirstEnergy Corp. My work experience is more fully described in

Appendix A.

On whose behalf are you testifying in this proceeding?

| am testifying in this proceeding on behalf of Met-Ed, Penelec, Penn Power and
West Penn. My testimony equally appliesto all of the Companies, unless

otherwise stated.

Ms. Larkin, have you prepared exhibitsto accompany your testimony?

Yes. Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1, Penelec Exhibit PML-1, Penn Power Exhibit PML-
1 and West Penn Exhibit PML-1 (collectively, “Exhibits PML-1"), were prepared

by me or under my supervision and are described in detail in my testimony.

What isthe purpose of your direct testimony?

The purpose of my direct testimony is to describe the process | used to determine
the total Cash Working Capital requirement for each of the Companies as shown

on Page 1 of Exhibits PML-1.
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CASH WORKING CAPITAL - OVERVIEW

Please define” Cash Working Capital” asit pertainsto ratemaking.

For ratemaking purposes, Cash Working Capital is generally defined as the
average amount of capital provided by investors, over and above the investment
in plant and other specifically identified rate base items, to bridge the gap between
the time expenditures are required to provide service and the time collections are
received for that service. Cash Working Capital is determined for ratemaking

purposes by a Lead/Lag Study.

Please definetheterms*“lead” and “lag” asused in your testimony and

explain how each is calculated.

In general, alead or alag measures the time that el apses between receipt of a
product or service and receipt of compensation by the party providing that product
or service. A lead occurs when payment is made in advance of receiving a
product or service. A lag occurs when payment for a product or service occurs
after the product has been received or service has been rendered. Exhibits PML-1
quantify lead or lag time in days, depict all identified lags as positive figures, and

depict al identified leads as negative figures.

What time period was used for the Companies Lead/L ag Studies?

These studies incorporate projected financial data for the twelve months ended
April 30, 2016. Fully normalized Electric Revenues, reflecting distribution

revenues at proposed rates, were used to cal culate revenue | ag.
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What was the sour ce of therelevant data used to calculate Cash Working

Capital?

For the most part, | used financial data for the fully projected future test year that
underlie the development of the Companies’ revenue requirement shown in
exhibits accompanying M et-Ed/Penel ec/Penn Power/West Penn Statement No. 2,
the direct testimony of Richard A. D’ Angelo. However, the determination of
Cash Working Capital and the development of revenue requirement are
interdependent because changes in Cash Working Capital will affect rate base and
net income. Performing the Cash Working Capital and revenue requirement
calculations on an iterative basis reduces, but does not eliminate, the impact of
that interdependence. Appropriate adjustments to the pro forma distribution
revenue, federal and state income taxes, and Pennsylvania gross recei pts taxes
were made in my Cash Working Capital calculations to account for that

interdependence.

Have you prepared a summary showing each of the componentsthat

comprisethe Total Cash Working Capital for each Company?

Yes, | have. Page 1 of Exhibits PML-1 shows each component of the total Cash
Working Capital requirement. Using Met-Ed’'s Exhibit PML-1 to illustrate, the
Cash Working Capital requirement associated with revenue lag is $152,122,000,
asshown at line 3, column 7. The average lag in payment of the Companies
operating expenses reduces the Cash Working Capital requirement. For Met-Ed,

this reduction is $37,061,000 as shown at line 11, column 7. On average, taxes
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are paid in advance of the service period to which they relate, which adds to Cash
Working Capital requirements ($1,304,000 in the case of Met-Ed as shown at line
22, column 7). The Net Cash Working Capital (shown at line 26, column 7) isthe
sum of those figures—in Met-Ed’ s case, $116,365,000 (line 27, column 7).
Prepayments and Unamortized Cash Pension Contributions are other elements of
Cash Working Capital, as shown at lines 28 and 29, which bring the Total Cash
Working Capital, in Met-Ed’ s case, to $147,828,000, as shown at line 30.

Column 8 of the summary identifies the page of Exhibits PML-1 where |
developed the lead/lag days for the applicable components of Cash Working

Capital.

How did you calculate the lag associated with Electric Revenue?

Payment for electric service occurs after serviceis provided, which produces alag
in receipt of revenues. To calculate total revenue lag, Electric Revenue lag was
calculated separately for the periods: (1) from billing to cash collection
(“Collection Lag”); (2) from meter reading to billing “Billing Lag”); and (3) from

the mid-point of the service period to meter reading (“ Service Period Lag”).

Collection L ag isthe period from mailing a customer’s bill until payment
isreceived for that bill. Thislag was calculated based on the turn-over in
accounts receivable. Theratio of accounts receivable to total billed
revenues (identified as “ Accounts Receivable Turnover” at page 3 of
Exhibits PML-1) isdivided into 365 days to derive the average number of

days accounts receivable are outstanding or, in other words, the average
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time between issuing abill and collecting abill. That figure, in days, is

the Collection Lag, which, in Met-Ed’s case, is 48.5 days.

Billing Lag is the period from the reading of a customer’s meter until the
bill ismailed. Generally, thebill is prepared the same day the meter is
read and is mailed the next day. However, there are exceptions. Reading
the meters of large industrial customers can take an additional day because
there is more work involved given the nature of the service such customers
receive. Also, weekends, holidays, and severe weather may add to the
timeto read and bill customers. Accounting for these exceptions, the

Billing Lag is 1.5 days.

Service Period L ag is measured from the mid-period of the service period
to the date ameter isread. Because bills are typically issued once per
month, or twelve times per year, the Service Period Lag is 15.2 days (365
days per year/12 hilling cycles per year/2). This calculation assumes that

electric usage is uniform throughout the month.

The overall Electric Revenue lag is the sum of the Collection Lag, Billing
Lag and Service Period Lag, as shown on page 3 at line 21 of Exhibits

PML-1. In Met-Ed' s case, Total Revenue Lag is 65.2 days.
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How did you calculatethelead or lag associated with Other Operating

Revenue?

The calculation of the Other Operating Revenue lag is shown on page 4 of
Exhibits PML-1, which lists each of the individual components of Other
Operating Revenue and their respective lead or lag. Lag in receipt of Late
Payment Charges and Miscellaneous Service Revenues were cal culated with
overall Electric Revenue lag because each component is billed with Electric
Revenue. The footnotes at the bottom of page 4 explain how leads and lags were
calculated for other components of Other Operating Revenue. Total Other
Operating Revenue lag is the dollar-weighted average lag time calculated by
dividing total (Lead)/Lag Dollars (line 11, column 6) by Total Other Operating

Revenuein (line 11, column 4).

Please explain the lag associated with the payment of Energy Costs.

The lag days associated with Energy Costs are shown on page 5 of Exhibits PML-
1. Thismeasures the average lag between the Companies' receipt of generation
service from suppliers of default generation until the Companies pay for that
service. The period from the midpoint to the end of each monthly service period
is 15.2 days, which assumes uniform purchases over any given month. The
Companies’ Default Service Supplier Master Agreements require payment on the
first business day after the 19" of the month, or twenty days after the end of the

service period. Thelagis, therefore, 35.2 days (15.2 + 20 days).
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How was the lag associated with Payroll deter mined?

Payroll isdivided into five categories. Bi-weekly Payroll, Weekly Payroll,
Payroll-Adjustments, Payroll Taxes, and Incentive Compensation. A weighted
average lag time was cal culated for each component, as shown on page 7 of
Exhibits PML-1. Thelags for each component of Payroll vary among the
Companies dueto: (1) differing payroll periods; (2) variationsin the use of direct
deposit and paper checks; and (3) the ratio of Weekly Payroll to Bi-weekly
Payroll. Thetotal dollar-weighted Payroll lag timeis calculated on page 6 of
Exhibits PML-1 by dividing total (Lead)/Lag dollar (line 6, column 6) by total

Payroll (line 6, column 4).

Please identify the components of Employee Benefits and explain how the

leads and lags wer e calculated for each component.

The principal components of Employee Benefits consist of: (1) Medical
Insurance; (2) Life Insurance; (3) Savings Plan Match; (4) Worker’s
Compensation and Long-Term Disability (“LTD”) Insurance; and (5) Other Post-
Employment Benefits (“OPEB”). The footnotes on page 8 of Exhibits PML-1
describe how the lag was calculated for each category. Thetotal dollar-weighted

average lag for Employee Benefitsis shown at line 7, column 6, on page 8.

Please explain how you calculated the lag in payment of the Service

Company O&M Allocation.

The lag associated with the Service Company O& M Allocation is based on the

period from the midpoint of the monthly service period to the date the

8
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intercompany accounting transaction closes. Under the Companies’ Service
Agreement with FirstEnergy Service Company (“ Service Company”) and
accompanying annual Service Requests, the intercompany accounting transactions
occur on the last day of the service period, which is the date when the Service
Company bills for those transactions. The bills are paid as part of the monthly
accounting close on the same day. Therefore, the lag in payment is 15.2 days.

This calculation is shown on page 9 of Exhibits PML-1.

How did you calculatethe lag for Other O& M-Distribution?

Other O&M-Digtribution consists of non-labor related expensesincurred in the
normal course of business for products and services that are not addressed el sewhere
in Exhibits PML-1. Thelag was calculated asthe sum of: (1) the period from the
midpoint to the end of the monthly service period; and (2) the thirty-day “ default”
payment period incorporated in the Companies’ accounts payable system. This

calculation is shown on line 4 of page 9 of Exhibits PML-1.

How did you calculatethe lag for Other O& M-Riders?

The Companies incur expenses for services and functions provided pursuant to its
Universal Service Charge (“USC”), Energy Efficiency and Conservation Charge
(“EEC”), Smart Meter Technologies Charge (“SMT”), and Default Service
Support (“DSS”) Riders. Each of these categories and their associated payment
terms are shown on page 10 of Exhibits PML-1 and further explained by
footnotes on page 11. The categories and dollar amounts for the USC and EEC
Riders are based on the Companies 2015 Universal Service and Energy

9
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Efficiency and Conservation Plans. The categories and dollar amounts associated
with the SMT and DSS Riders are based on the Companies' forecast for the
twelve months ending April 30, 2016, as adjusted for ratemaking purposes. The
lag days for each category consist of the period from the midpoint of the relevant
service period to the applicable vendors' payment dates, which were obtained
from personnel responsible for administering each of these programs. For any
costs that relate to services provided internaly, the lag used is the same as the lag

for Service Company O&M Allocation discussed previoudly.

How did you calculate the lag for Uncollectible Accounts expense?

Uncollectible Accounts expense is not considered a cash expense and, therefore,
was not included in calculating the Cash Working Capital requirement, as

explained in footnote (d) on page 9 of Exhibits PML-1.

How did you calculate the leads and lags associated with Taxes?

A weighted average lead or lag was cal culated based on the required payment
dates and percentage of the payment due on those dates for each tax listed on page
12 of Exhibits PML-1. The calculation of each weighted average lead or lag is set

forth on page 13 of Exhibits PML-1.

10
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Why did you assign Depreciation, Amortization, Provision for Deferred

Income Taxes and Investment Tax Credit azerolag?

These are considered non-cash items by the Commission and, therefore, they were
not included in calculating the Cash Working Capital requirement, as shown on

page 1, lines 12, 13, 23, and 24 of Exhibits PML-1.

Was any element of thereturn on invested capital included in the

Companies Lead/Lag Studies?

No element of the return on invested capital wasincluded in calculating Cash
Working Capital in Exhibits PML-1. A return on invested capital, in any form,
becomes the property of the utility’ s investors when serviceis rendered.
Consequently, even if some portion of that stream of income were available for
use as working capital before being paid out as interest or dividends, it would
represent the use of investor-supplied capital to cover the on-going costs of
providing service to customers and, as such, does not reduce the Companies’ Cash

Working Capital requirement.

Why are Prepaymentsincluded in the Companies’ Cash Working Capital ?

The Companies must pay certain costs before such costs are charged to expense
for accounting and ratemaking purposes. Prepayments are cash expenditures that,
while made in one period are not charged to expense until afuture period. The
claim for Prepayments is based on a thirteen-month average of the various prepaid
items, including Prepaid Commission Assessments, Prepaid Property and

Liability Insurance, Prepaid Edison Electric Institute (“EEI”) Dues Assessments,

11
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and Other Prepaid items, which include rating agency fees, financing fees, line of
credit fees, and trustee fees. The detailed calculations of Prepayments are shown

on page 14 of Exhibits PML-1.

Please explain the basisfor including Unamortized Cash Pension

Contributionsin the Companies Cash Working Capital claim.

In Met-Ed' s and Penelec’ s 2006 base rate cases, the Commission approved the
recovery of pension expense calculated on the basis of aten-year historical
average of actual cash contributions. InitsFinal Order in that case, the

Commission stated:

Fundamentally, we believe that, regarding the recovery of
pension expense, the alternative method requested by MEPN [the
Companies] in this proceeding isfair to both ratepayers and
stockholders. The Companies normalization methodology will
provide a more consistent and less variable expense claim to be
included within base rates as compared to the more significant
sums contributed in the two years preceding the 2006 test year in
this proceeding. Additionally, we should not ignore this
significant benefit to current and former employees just because
the Companies did not make a contribution to the pension fund
during any given year.”*

How doesrecovering a cash contribution to the pension plan over aten year

period create a working capital need?

The Companies have made large cash contributions to their pension trust fund
over the last ten years. For ratemaking purposes, the Companies recover those

cash outlays over ten years. Throughout those ten years, the Companies bear the

! pa. PUC v. Metropolitan Edison Company, Pennsylvania Electric Company, Docket Nos. R-00061366,
et. al, p. 92 (Order entered January 11, 2007).

12
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carrying costs associated with the prior period expenditures that they made but
have not recovered in base rates. That unrecovered amount constitutes the
Unamortized Cash Pension Contributions that form the basis for the Companies

claim, as shown on page 15 of Exhibits PML-1.

Did you consider the effect of the earnings on the pension trust fund in your

Cash Working Capital claim?

Yes. The average earnings on the pension trust fund are reflected in the
calculation of the amount of cash contributions and, in that way, reduce the cash
contribution. Stated another way, earnings on the cash contributions accrue to the
benefit of the fund, reduce the Companies contribution obligations, and, in that

way, provide an “upfront” benefit to customers.

Was Pension expense included in the Companies Cash Working Capital

requirement asa component of their Lead/L ag Studies?

No, it was not. Pension expense is shown on page 1, line 7, of Exhibits PML-1 at
azerolag. Thus, pension expense is reflected in the Cash Working Capital
requirement only once, through the Unamortized Cash Pension Contribution

Balance | described above.

13
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How does the methodology used to calculate the Total Cash Working Capital
claim for the Companiesin this case compareto that employed by Met-Ed

and Penelec in their previous base rate proceedings?

Except for the inclusion of Unamortized Cash Pension Contributions to reflect the
Cash Work Capita requirement associated with pension expense, the Companies
are using the same methodol ogy in this case that Met-Ed and Penelec employed in

their 2006 base rate cases at Docket Nos. R-00061366 and R-00061367.

SUMMARY OF CASH WORKING CAPITAL REQUIREMENTS

Areall of Met-Ed’slead/lag calculations consistent with the general

calculationsyou described above?

No. The employees belonging to the International Brotherhood of Electrical
Workers Loca 777 do not participate in the Company-sponsored medical
insurance plan. Therefore, the weighted average lag for Medical Insurance shown
on line 1 of page 8 of Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1 was cal culated based on the medical
insurance lag appropriate to the expenses incurred for Local 777 employeesin
addition to the balance of Met-Ed’s employees who do participate in the

Company-sponsored medical insurance plan.

Please summarize your testimony and recommendationsregarding Met-Ed.

Met-Ed has supported a Total Cash Working Capital requirement of

$147,828,000, as shown on page 1, line 30, of Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1.

14
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Areall of Penelec’slead/lag calculations consistent with the general

calculations you described above?

Yes. The calculations set forth in Penelec Exhibit PML-1 are consistent with the

caculations | described above.

Please summarize your testimony and recommendations regarding Penelec.

Penelec has supported a Total Cash Working Capital requirement of

$124,842,000, as shown on page 1, line 30, of Penelec Exhibit PML-1.

Areall of Penn Power’slead/lag calculations consistent with the general

calculations you described above?

Yes. The calculations on Penn Power Exhibit PML-1 are consistent with the

caculations | described above.

Please summarize your testimony and recommendationsregarding Penn

Power .

Penn Power has supported a Total Cash Working Capital requirement of

$27,636,000, as shown on page 1, line 30, of Penn Power Exhibit PML-1.

Areall of West Penn’s lead/lag calculations consistent with the general

calculations you described above?

Yes. The calculations on West Penn Exhibit PML-1 are consistent with the

caculations | described above.

15



Please summarize your testimony and recommendationsregarding West

Penn.

West Penn has supported a Total Cash Working Capita requirement of

$117,080,000, as depicted on page 1, line 30, of West Penn Exhibit PML-1.

Ms. Larkin, does this complete your direct testimony?

Yes, it does.

16
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Appendix A

Pagelof 1

Resume: Education and Experience of PatriciaM. Larkin
Education:
2000  Bachelor of Science Degreein Accounting — Allentown College of St. Francis

de Sales
2003  Master of Business Administration Degree — Alvernia College

Experience:
6/00 - 8/07 Accountant — Property Accounting Services— GPU Energy
8/07 - 9/08 Accountant — Accounting Research — FirstEnergy Service Company
9/08 - 6/12 Accountant — General Accounting Services (Regulatory Accounting

focus) — FirstEnergy Service Company
6/12 — Present Anayst — Rates & Regulatory Affairs — Pennsylvania— FirstEnergy
Service Company

Assisted in development and preparation of filings in the following rate-related proceedings:

Pa. P.U.C. Cases. Docket Nos.
P-2013-2391368
P-2013-2391372
P-2013-2391375
P-2013-2391378
P-2011-2273650
P-2011-2273668
P-2011-2273669
P-2011-2273670
R-00061366
R-00061367

P.U.C. Ohio Case: Docket No. 07-551-EL-AIR
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Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital

Income Statement

For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016

Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
Witness: P. M. Larkin
Page 1

($000)
Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional Supporting
PAPUC Daily (Lead)/Lag Cash Working Page of
Description Distribution PTC Riders Total Amount Days Capital Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
(6} 2 3) 4 (5) = (4) /365 (6) (7)=()*(®) ®)
Operating revenues
Electric Revenue $ 400,017 $ 286,330 $ 122,996 $ 809,343 2,217 652 $ 144,548 2and 3
Other Operating Revenue 18,593 10,946 - 29,539 81 93.5 7,574 4
Total Operating Revenue $ 418,610 $ 297,276 $ 122,996 $ 838,882 $ 152,122
Operating Expenses
Energy Costs $ - $ 275732 $ 2,542 $ 278,274 762 352 $ 26,822 5
Payroll 29,035 - - 29,035 80 16.3 1,304 6and 7
Employee Benefits 4,477 - - 4,477 12 13.0 156 8
Pension 11,687 - - 11,687 32 0.0 -
Service Company Labor Allocation 13,747 - - 13,747 38 15.2 578 9 through 11
Service Company OTL Allocation 17,558 - - 17,558 48 15.2 730 9 through 11
Other O&M 24,629 - 71,845 96,474 264 28.3 7,471 9 through 11
Operating Expense Before Tax $ 101,133 $ 275,732 $ 74,387 $ 451,252 $ 37,061
Depreciation and Amortization
Depreciation $ 72,727 $ - $ 3441 $ 76,168 209 00 $ -
Amortization 21,656 8,026 31,380 61,062 167 0.0 -
Total Depreciation and Amortization ~ $ 94383 $ 8,026 $ 34,821 $ 137,230 $ -
Taxes
Federal Income Tax $ 63,506 $ (1,063) $ 2,057 $ 64,500 177 375 $ 6,638 12 and 13
Corportate Net Income Tax - PA 20,138 (337) 652 20,453 56 29.8 1,669 12 and 13
Property / Real Estate Tax 102 - - 102 - 41.5 - 12 and 13
PA Gross Receipts Tax 23,601 16,893 7,257 47,751 131 (71.5) (9,367) 12 and 13
PA Sales and Use Tax 113 - - 113 - 36.0 - 12 and 13
Public Utility Realty Tax 1,535 - - 1,535 4 (61.0) (244) 12 and 13
Capital Stock 116 - - 116 - 29.8 - 12 and 13
Total Taxes 109,111 15,493 9,966 134,570 (1,304)
Provision for Deferred Income Taxes  $ 2,763 $ - 8 835 $ 3,598 10 00 $ -
Investment Tax Credit $ (283) $ - $ - % (283) 1) 00 $ -
Total Operating Expenses $ 307,107 $ 299,251 $ 120,009 $ 726,367 $ 35,757
Operating Income $ 111503 $ (1,975 $ 2,987 $ 112,515 $ 116,365
Net Cash Working Capital $ 116,365
Prepayments $ 1,286 14
Unamortized Cash Pension Contributions $ 30,177 15
Total Cash Working Capital $ 147,828



Description

Electric Revenue

Total Electric Revenue

Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
Witness: P. M. Larkin

Page 2
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Electric Revenue
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016
($000)
Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional
PAPUC (Lead) / Lag
Distribution PTC Riders Total Days
1) @ (©)] 4 (5)
$ 400,017 $ 286,330 $ 122,996 $ 809,343 65.2 (a)
$ 400,017 $ 286,330 $ 122,996 $ 809,343 65.2

Lag calculated on Page 3.



Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
Witness: P. M. Larkin

Page 3
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Revenue Lag (Based On Actuals)
For the 12 Months Ended March 31, 2014
($000)
Accounts Rec. Billed AR (Lead) / Lag
Line No Description Factor Balance Revenues Turnover Days
(€} )] ®) 4 (5) =365/ (4)
1 Annual Number of Days 365
2 April, 2013 $ - $ 61,049
3 May - $ 54,615
4 June 83,230 $ 56,414
5 July - $ 66,495
6 August - $ 67,955
7 September 79,966 $ 59,196
8 October - $ 53,832
9 November - % 51,177
10 December, 2013 101,736 $ 60,451
11 January, 2014 - % 68,732
12 February - 67,983
13 March, 2014 126,615 68,086
14 Total Accounts Receivable Balance $ 391,547
15 Quarterly Average (Line 14/4) 4 $ 97,887
16 Total Billed Revenues $ 735,985
17 Accounts Recelvable 1Urnover (Line 16/ Line 15) 7.52
18 Collection Days Lag (Line 1/ Line 17) 48.5 days
19 Lag from Meter Reading to Billing (a) 1.5 days
20 Lag from Service Period to Meter Reading (b) 365 [/ 12 | 2 = 15.2 days
21 Total Revenue Lag 65.2 days
Footnotes
(a) Lag based on On-demand billing with additional lag stemming from weekends and holidays.

(b) Lag based on a meter being read 12 times annually and service being rendered evenly throughout the meter reading period.



Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
Witness: P. M. Larkin

Page 4
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Other Operating Revenue
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016
($000)
Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional
FERC PAPUC (Lead) / Lag (Lead) / Lag
Line No. Description Account  Distribution PTC Riders Total Days Dollars
@ @ ® “ ®) 6)=(4)*(5)
1 Sales for Resale 447 % - 8 12,678 $ -8 12,678 352 (a) $ 446,266
2 Late Payment Charges 450 3,229 - - 3,229 65.2 (b) 210,531
3 Misc. Service Revenues 451 1,903 - - 1,903 65.2 (b) 124,076
4 Pole Rentals - Telecom 454 4,926 - - 4,926 399.8 (c) 1,969,415
5 Pole Rentals - Cable 454 2,922 - - 2,922 (16.0) (c) (46,752)
6 Assoc Co's 454 3,915 - - 3,915 15.2 (d) 59,508
7 Other 454 1,655 - - 1,655 35.2 (a) 58,256
8 Other Revenue 456 43 308 - 351 35.2 (a) 12,355
9 NITS Contra Revenue 456 - (2,040) - (2,040) 35.2 (a) (71,808)
10 Wheeling Revenues 456 - - - - 35.2 (a) -
11 Total Other Operating Revenue $ 18,593 $ 10,946 $ - $ 29,539 935 (e) $ 2,761,847
Footnotes

(a) Lag based on service midpoint (15.2) + the PJM settlement date, the first common banking day after the 19th of the month (20).
(b) Lag conservatively based on electric revenue lag, calculated on Page 3.
(c) Lag based on the weighted average of the five largest customers.
(d) Lag based on midpoint of service period (15.2). Intercompany accounting transactions occur on the last day of the service

()

period. Service Compan

y bills and the Company pays on the same day.

Line 11, Column 6 / Line 10 Column 4
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Page 5
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Energy Costs
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016
($000)
Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional
PAPUC (Lead) / Lag
Line No. Description Distribution PTC Riders Total Days
@ @ ©) 4 (5)
1 Energy Costs $ - 3 275,732 $ 2542 $ 278,274 35.2 (a)
2 Total Energy Costs $ - 8 275,732 $ 2542 $ 278,274 35.2
Footnotes
(a) Lag based on service midpoint (15.2) + Supplier Master Agreement payment terms, the first common banking

day after the 19th of the month (20).



Line No.

Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital

Payroll

For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016

Description

Bi-weekly Payroll
Weekly Payroll
Payroll - Adjustments
Payroll Taxes

Incentive Compensation

Total Payroll

($000)

Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional

Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
Witness: P. M. Larkin

Page 6

PAPUC (Lead) / Lag (Lead) / Lag
Distribution PTC Riders Total Days Dollars
@) 2 ®) @) (5) (6)=(4)*(5)
$ 6,684 $ $ 6,684 112 (@) $ 74,861
17,109 17,109 6.7 (b) 114,630
- - 7.9 (c) -
4,244 4,244 9.8 (d) 41,591
998 998 2425 (e) 242,015
$ 29,035 $ $ 29,035 163 (f) $ 473,097
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Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Payroll Expense Lag Days - Footnotes
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016

Days Until
Payment Payment Payment Midpoint (Lead)/Lag Weighted
Weighting  Weighting After Service of Service Payment (Lead)/Lag

Footnotes Line No. Description Factor Ratio Period Period Days Days
@ @ ©) @ B®=@+@ ©=05*2
@ BI-WEEKLY PAYROLL (Sunday - Saturday) - Pay date is Friday after the end of the pay period. Direct deposit amounts
are withdrawn from the Company's bank account on Wednesday.
1 Direct Deposit 91% 4.0 7.0 11.0 10.0
2 Paper Check 9% 6.0 7.0 13.0 1.2
3 Total 100% 11.2

WEEKLY PAYROLL (Monday - Sunday) - Pay date is Friday after the end of the pay period. Direct deposit amounts are

(b) withdrawn from the Company's bank account on Wednesday.
Direct Deposit 91% 3.0 35 6.5 5.9
Paper Check 9% 5.0 35 8.5 0.8
Total 100% 6.7

PAYROLL - ADJUSTMENTS - weighted on bi-weekly and weekly payroll expense using the total lag days calculated in (a)

© and (b) above.
7 Bi-weekly Payroll weighted lag days $ 6,684 28% 11.2 3.1
8 Weekly Payroll weighted lag days 17,109 2% 6.7 4.8
9 Total $ 23,793 100% 79
(d) PAYROLL TAXES - ADP withdraws Tax Expense from the Company's bank account on payday; Weighted on bi-weekly and
weekly payroll expense using the paper check lag days calculated in (a) and (b) above.
10 Bi-weekly Payday 28% 13.0 3.7
11 Weekly Payday 2% 8.5 6.1
12 Total 100% 9.8
(e) INCENTIVE COMPENSATION - paid for the entire year in early March of the following year; Assume March 1.
13 Payment 100% 60.0 182.5 2425

® Line 6, Column 6/ Line 6, Column 4
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(9)

Page 8
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Employee Benefits
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016
($000)
Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional
PAPUC  (Lead)/Lag (Lead) / Lag
Line No. Description Distribution PTC Riders Total Days Dollars
(1) @ (©) 4 (5) ©)=(4)*(5)
1 Medical Insurance $ 2297 $ - % - % 2,297 6.7 (@ $ 15,390
2 Life Insurance 36 - - 36 30.2 (b) 1,087
3 Savings Plan Match 1,120 - - 1,120 9.8 (c) 10,976
4 Worker's Compensation / LTD 170 - - 170 13.0 (d) 2,210
5 OPEB - Medical/Health Insurance 222 - - 222 0.0 (e) -
6 Other Employee Benefits 632 - - 632 45.2 (f) 28,566
7 Total Employee Benefits $ 4,477 % - $ - $ 4,477 130 (9) $ 58,229
Footnotes
(a) Lag based on a bargaining medical premiums being paid on the 1st and 15th of the following month and non-bargaining being sel
insured with typical claim processing time of 1.4 months. See the weighting calculation associated with Footnote (c) - Paryoll
Adjustments on Page 7.
Non-Bargaining 28% 425 425 11.9
Bargaining 2% 15.2 (22.5) (7.3) (5.2
Total 100% 6.7
(b) Lag based on premiums being paid on the 15th of the next month for the current month coverage.
(c) See the calculation associated with Footnote (d) - Payroll Taxes on Page 7. The Savings Plan Match is also paid on payday.
(d) Lag based on premiums and claims being paid bi-weekly on a Friday for the prior weeks.
(e) Lag based on non-cash items being assigned a zero lag.
® Lag based on Accounts Payable defaulting to a 30 day lag if payment terms are not established + 15.2 midpoint

Line 7, Column 6 / Line 7, Column 4



Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
Witness: P. M. Larkin

Page 9
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Service Company O&M Allocation and Other O&M
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016
($000)
Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional
PAPUC (Lead) / Lag (Lead) / Lag
Line No. Description Distribution PTC Riders Total Days Dollars
() @) 3 4 5 ©® =@~
SERVICE COMPANY O&M ALLOCATION
1 Service Company Labor Allocation $ 13,747 $ - % - $ 13,747 152 (a) $ 208,954
2 Service Company OTL Allocation $ 17,558 $ - % - $ 17,558 152 (a) $ 266,882
3 Total Service Company O&M (Lines1+2) $ 31,305 $ - % - % 31,305 $ 475,836
OTHER O&M
4 Other O&M - Distribution $ 19,896 $ - % - % 19,896 452 (b) $ 899,299
5 Other O&M - Riders - - 64,442 64,442 28.4 (c) 1,830,153
6 Uncollectibles 4,733 - 7,403 12,136 0.0 (d) -
7 Total Other O&M (Lines 4 + 5 + 6) $ 24,629 $ - $ 71,845 $ 96,474 283 (e) $ 2,729,452
Footnotes
@) Lag based on midpoint of service period (15.2). Intercompany accounting transactions occur on the last day of the service period. Service

Company bills and the Company pays on the same day.

(b) Accounts Payable defaults to a 30 day lag.
(c) Lag calculated on Page 10
(d) Lag based on non-cash items being assigned a zero lag.

(e) Line 7, Column 6 / Line 7, Column 4
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Page 10
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Other O&M - Riders Lag Days
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016
($000)
Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional
PAPUC (Lead)/Lag (Lead) / Lag
Line No. Description Usc EEC SMT DSS Total Days Dollars
@ 2 (©)] ()] ®) (6) (ORIOMO)

USC (a)
1 USC - PCAP - Admin $ 1,674 $ 1,674 60.2 (c) $ 100,775
2 USC - PCAP - Bill Subsidy 16,146 16,146 15.2 (d) 245,419
3 USC - Dollar Energy Fund 75 75 182.5 (e) 13,688
4 USC - Gatekeeper 2 2 152 () 30
5 USC - CARES 4 4 152 () 61
6 USC - WARM 4,260 4,260 60.2 (c) 256,452

EEC (a)
7 EEC - Program Admin $ 7,420 7,420 252 (g) 186,984
8 EEC - Program Admin 2,371 2,371 60.2 (c) 142,734
EEC - Marketing 884 884 252 (9) 22,277
10 EEC - M&V 832 832 75.2 (h) 62,566
11 EEC - Incentives 13,030 13,030 152 () 198,056
12 EEC - Labor 441 441 15.2 (f) 6,703
13 EEC - Tracking and Reporting 419 419 25.2 (9) 10,559
14 EEC - Other 152 152 45.2 (i) 6,870
SMT (b) . .
15 SMT - Contractors $ 2,400 2,400 25.2 (9) 60,480
16 SMT - Contractors 4,209 4,209 45.2 (i) 190,247
17 SMT- Labor and Program Admin 2,075 2,075 152 () 31,540

DSS (b)
18 DSS - Non-Market Based Charges $ 9,527 9,527 352 () 335,350
19 DSS - Retail Enhancements - - - 186 186 452 (i) 8,407
20 Total $ 22,161 $ 25549 $ 8,684 $ 9,713 $ 66,107 28.4 $ 1,879,198




Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
Witness: P. M. Larkin
Page 11
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital

Other O&M - Riders Lag Days - Footnotes
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016

Footnote
(®) Dollar amounts based on the filed 2015 Plan

(b) Dollar amounts based on the 12 months ended 4/30/16, as adjusted

(c) Per interview with internal program manager, billed monthly, net 45 + 15.2 = 60.2 days

(d) Subsidy is applied to a bill monthy, assume midpoint of the service period

(e) Per interview with internal program manager, billed annually, due immediately. 365 days / 2 = 182.5 days
® See the calculation associated with Footnote (a) on Page 9

(9) Per interview with internal program manager, billed monthly, net 10 + 15.2 = 25.2 days

(h) Per interview with internal program manager, billed monthly, net 60 + 15.2 = 75.2

® See the calculation associated with Footnote (b) on Page 9

@) See the calculation associated with Footnote (a) on Page 4.



Line No.

Metropolitan Edison Company

Cash Working Capital

Taxes

For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016

Description

Federal Income Tax

Corportate Net Income Tax - PA ("CNI")
Property / Real Estate Tax

PA Gross Receipts Tax

PA Sales and Use Tax

Public Utility Realty Tax ("PURTA")

Capital Stock Tax

Total Taxes

($000)

Normalized PAPUC Jurisdictional

Met-Ed Exhibit PML-1
Witness: P. M. Larkin

Page 12

PAPUC (Lead) / Lag
Distribution PTC Riders Total Days
() ) ®) @) (5)
$ 63,506 $ (1,063) $ 2,057 $ 64,500 375 (a)
20,138 (337) 652 20,453 29.8 (b)
102 - - 102 41.5 (c)
23,601 16,893 7,257 47,751 (71.5) (d)
113 - - 113 36.0 (e)
1,535 - - 1,535 (61.0) (f)
116 - - 116 29.8 (b)
$ 109,111 $ 15,493 $ 9,966 $ 134,570
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Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Taxes Lag Days - Footnotes
For the 12 Months Ending April 30, 2016

Midpoint (Lead)/Lag Weighted

Payment Payment of Service  Payment (Lead)/Lag
Footnote Line No. Description Percentage Dates Period Days Days
()] @ ®) @=-0 (5)
(a) FEDERAL INCOME TAX
1 First Payment 25% 4/15/13 7/1/13 77) (19.3)
2 Second Payment 25% 6/15/13 7/1/13 (26) (4.0)
3 Third Payment 25% 9/15/13 7/1/13 76 19.0
4 Fourth Payment 25% 12/15/13 7/1/13 167 41.8
5 Total 375
(b) CNI AND CAPITAL STOCK TAX
6 First Payment 25% 3/15/13 7/1/13 (108) (27.0)
7 Second Payment 25% 6/15/13 7/1/13 (16) (4.0)
8 Third Payment 25% 9/15/13 7/1/13 76 19.0
9 Fourth Payment 25% 12/15/13 7/1/13 167 41.8
10 Total 29.8
(c) PA PROPERTY TAX
11 First Payment 19% 4/30/13 7/1/13 (62) (11.8)
12 Second Payment 68% 8/31/13 7/1/13 61 415
13 Third Payment 13% 9/30/13 7/1/13 91 11.8
14 Total 415
(d) PA GROSS RECEIPTS TAX
15 First Payment 90% 3/15/13 7/1/13 (108) (97.2)
16 Second Payment 10% 3/15/14 7/1/13 257 25.7
17 Total (71.5)
(e) PA SALES AND USE TAX
18 Payment 100% 8/20/13 7/15/13 36 36.0
PURTA

® 19 Payment 100% 5/1/13 7/113  (61) 61.0
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the allocation factor of Distribution Plant.

Page 14
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Calculation of 13 Month Average Prepayments
For the 12 Months Ended March 31, 2014
($000)
Prepaid Prepaid Prepaid
Commission Property and EEI Dues Other
Line No. Year Month Assessment Liability Insurance Assessment Prepaid Total
(€ @ (©) 4 ®)
1 2013 March $ 649 $ 318 $ 115 $ 97 $ 1,179
2 April 433 274 102 84 893
3 May 216 229 89 70 604
4 June - 624 77 63 764
5 July - 618 64 63 745
6 August - 555 51 56 662
7 September 2,036 510 38 50 2,634
8 October 1,762 659 26 58 2,505
9 November 1,542 608 13 46 2,209
10 December 1,322 549 - 38 1,909
11 2014 January 1,101 491 126 30 1,748
12 February 881 431 114 30 1,456
13 March 661 377 103 23 1,164
14 Total $ 10,603 $ 6,243 $ 918 $ 708 $ 18,472
15 Thirteen Month Average Balance $ 816 $ 480 $ 71 $ 54 $ 1,421
16 Eliminate FERC Jurisdictional (a) $ 107 $ 16 $ 12 135
17 Amount Allocated to Distrtibution (Line 15 - Line 16) $ 1,286
Footnote
(a) 22.30% of the Thirteen Month Average Balance was allocated to Transmission -FERC Jurisdiction based on
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Page 15
Metropolitan Edison Company
Cash Working Capital
Unamortized Cash Pension Contribution Balance
O&M Months
Payment Amortization Remainingat Unamortized
Line No. Payment Date  Amount End Date 4/30/2016 Balance
1) @ (3 =) *((2120)
1 9/16/2004 $ 21,943 9/30/2014 -19 $ -
2 12/23/2005 20,228  12/31/2015 -4 -
3 1/5/2007 6,103 1/31/2017 9 458
4 9/2/2009 62,366 9/30/2019 42 21,828
5 3/30/2011 15,782 3/31/2021 60 7,891

$126,422 $ 30477
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