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,A) What aze tha sauzces or fhe numba e
. _reflected on Tahle C-2 under the column
-k To-Date-Total-Acct.? Were the
e ;Bachtal manual ‘and non-manual labor sxpense
. taken from the Labor Ledger 607 1If. not,
- from what document wers these & numbers
. taken? VWere the subcentracts and maﬁerial
. expenses taken from the Material and -
- Suboontract Ledger 330-R? It not, from whv
. document were these numbers obtained? ‘What
. are tha titles of the source documents from -
-, the rsmaining numbers reflected under the =
~¢=w_ATo-Date~Tuta1-Acct. aolumn on Table =27 S
B) Will the various source documents listed in,z;u,
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~and-code which most closel co:respcnds“to'
e

|  Tin>the pimerick Gene

f,?The referenced Summary cOd’}of Ac ounts4‘
~ consists af‘fifty-three(53)~ tems, .

2 i ere a summary of the-a,troxima"ely

s op | ;@, ;
. fifty thousand (50,000) labor and material

:"*codes which are actuallyvu ilized on the

 Uimerick Project. The referenced Table &

~ consists of numerous general code categorie
: which are further segregated into specific

iyérelated items., - COnsequentIy, & one for one

“  f}match1ng of actual 1nd1v1d431 Limerick codes
- and Table 6 codes has not been done, :

3 ;For purposes of this respadse, the Compény,;;
on Attachment DR-Staff-Construction-54, has

-;ffftaken each of the 5ummary COde of Accounts o
. and associated it with the General Code from.

|

 'Table 6 that contains those specific 1tems .].};

»7f -most 1ikely to be found in ithat actual
v*thlmexick detail, The results of his
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:' ~necessar11y accurate reflect
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SEQUENT 10 A]?RIL 1981 APPLICABBEL'
, S CONSTRUGTION POWER COST




CALCULATION -9

SUBSEQUEN TO APRIL 1981 {
EXAMPLE ‘BASED: eN SUB-DIVISI@N 325 = CONS‘IRUCTION " POWER. COSTS

Common Total .
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. 325, 335 i
. 332 “
-8, 5132, 8133, 8134,

L geEy azzz, 8
- 356, 8238

ith regnrd to tha PECo" ex enditure;bf'”
categories shown on Tablefq-z of Bzmonthly
Report t4, pleass indicate ,which aubdivision
shown on-response DR—staff-COnstruction- 8
ociated with< ach cjtegory

flsos 316, 317, 1
| 59, 330, 336 338

8139, ea3e, 8237, 23
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A.DR-Staf

7 7i; Please'p:avide the actual expenditures‘far
'~,gnit #1 and Common, separataly, as of April

1981. If this monthly breakdown is ot

ﬂ?[available. pleass provide the year en
~© balances as of Oecamber 198ﬁ and bDec mbe
’73f31. 1951.,., o T

onstruction-58,
7 " .33, historlcally, actual charges to the

As statad 1n responsekDReStaff-ccns 3 1} »ian

ﬁfﬁ}jLimerick Project have. only been maintained o
& totel project basis, Recently these actuala
. costs ware separatad into two catagories::~

1) Limerick Unit #1 and Common and 2)
;Limerick Unit #2, Consequently, the =
jrequested actual balances as of Aprilmso

1981 ars not available. Provided galuw is;an;

~ estimate of the costs assaciate
£ Z .

31, 1980 an



















DR Staff Construction-60

Attached is ‘kﬂ'1culation°of AFUDC on

,hypothetical construction roject.kw(

-.~ff;assumptions ares fed oy
“'{jfl ProJect construction periodiwas‘48

4/1/81 thru 12/31/84

2 Total Net COSt of
?fv AFUDC) was $4,800

3. Ihe $4 800 OOD of*T ta 1

,,Question. would‘t?e;s, 11];799‘a>>AFUDC
e 33 s

;calcula

- amount of AFUDC ‘that PE
.+ The: assumptions indica i
~,<*“]construction expenditures were made uniforms
. over the construction period (48 months 3
~'However, the AFUDC calculation Present

T“\ff':lnt:l:lc:ates that the- semi-annual construction
‘%;expenditures were all made the first day of

-~ the period. This_approachrmaximizf“
‘kxfamount of AFUDC calculat‘d in. A

consequently,

fAFuoc applicable’
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