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SpencerlFane

Jeffrey J. Wechsler
Direct Dial: 505-986-2637
jwechsler@spencerfane.com

August 6, 2026

Bureau Chief of Records Management

New Mexico Public Regulation Commission
P.O. Box 1269

Santa Fe, NM 87504-1269

Re:  Case No. 25-00082-UT
El Paso Electric Company’s Application for Revision of its Retail Electric Rates
Pursuant to Advice Notice No. 317

Dear Ms. Sandoval,

Pursuant to the Sua Sponte Order Vacating Procedural Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and
Requiring the Filing of an Amended Application (issued July 16, 2026) (“Sua Sponte Order”), and the
requirements of 17.1.210.11(B) and 17.9.530.9 NMAC, El Paso Electric Company (“EPE”) hereby
submits its amended request for an increase in retail electric rates. Accompanying this letter is EPE’s
Amended Application for Revision of its Retail Electric Rates, proposed tariffs , the matrix required by
the Sua Sponte Order, Rule 530 Schedules, EPE’s Direct Testimony and Exhibits, EPE’s work papers,
and a Certificate of Service. Each page of the filing is marked as “Amended Filing.” This amended rate
filing package supersedes and replaces the original Application (filed March 27, 2026).

Advice Notice No. 317 was filed separately on March 27, 2026.

EPE’s amended filing uses a twelve-month Base Period ending September 30, 2025, and a twelve-
month Historical Test Year Period as adjusted pursuant to Rule 530. EPE is seeking a rate increase to
cover a non-fuel base rate deficiency in revenue of $70.7 million, which is offset by a $0.241 million
reduction in miscellaneous service revenue, for a net revenue increase of $70.5 million.

EPE is serving an electronic copy of this amended filing on the Attorney General, and all counsel
of record and pro se parties in this docket, pursuant to the requirements of the New Mexico Public

Regulation Commission’s interim working rules for PRCe360.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.



Melanie Sandoval IEI
August 6, 2026

Page 2 SpencerFane

Very truly yours,

/s/ Jeffrey J. Wechsler
Jeffrey J. Wechsler

STF 2953107.4
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BEFORE THE NEW MEXICO PUBLIC REGULATION COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION

OF EL PASO ELECTRIC COMPANY FOR

REVISION OF ITS RETAIL ELECTRIC Case No. 25-00082-UT
RATES PURSUANT TO ADVICE NOTICE

NO. 317!

EL PASO ELECTRIC COMPANY,
Applicant.

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR REVISION OF RETAIL ELECTRIC RATES

El Paso Electric Company ("EPE" or "Company") originally petitioned the New Mexico
Public Regulation Commission ("NMPRC" or "Commission") for authority to adjust its retail
electric rates in New Mexico ("2026 Rate Case") on March 27, 2026. This Amended Application
for Revision of Retail Electric Rates (“Amended Application™) is being filed pursuant to the Sua
Sponte Order Vacating Procedural Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring the Filing
of an Amended Application (filed July 16, 2026) (“Sua Sponte Order”). The change in the
Amended Application amounts to only 0.04% of the originally filed revenue requirement.
This amended 2026 Rate Case filing is made in accordance with the requirements of NMSA 1978,
Section 62-8-7 of the Public Utility Act ("PUA") and NMPRC Rules 17.1.2.10 of the New Mexico
Administrative Code ("NMAC"), and 17.9.530 NMAC ("Rule 530"), as modified by the
Commission’s Order Granting Variance (Dec. 18, 2025) and Order Granting Extension of Time
(Feb. 19, 2026). This Amended Application supersedes and replaces the original Application and
should be treated as a single integrated and comprehensive filing. Each page of the Amended

Application and accompanying documents is labeled with the header “Amended Filing,” and this

' On December 4, 2025, EPE filed a Notice Under Rule 17.9.530.11(A) and Verified Petition for Variance that
commenced this proceeding. The caption for that Petition did not include the Advice Notice Number. As discussed
below, EPE requests the caption be revised to include the correct Advice Notice No. 317.
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Amended Application and accompanying documents are the sole operative versions of EPE’s
filing in this docket.

The term "Amended Application" is distinct from the original Application, and is used in
this pleading to refer to the complete amended rate filing package, including this Amended
Application and the notice to customers, testimony, exhibits, Rule 530 schedules, work papers,
Rule 440 Amended Filings, and accompanying rate schedules, and other supporting documents
listed below, all of which are made a part of this Amended Application by reference. EPE's Advice
Notice No. 317 was filed on March 27, 2027 concurrently with the original Application and
contains EPE's originally proposed rates supported by the original Application. The amended

proposed rates and tariffs are part of this amended rate filing package.
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I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

EPE's current base rates were approved by the Commission in Case No. 20-00104-UT
based on a calendar-year 2019 historic Test Year Period ("2020 Rate Case").? Events and
circumstances since the 2020 Rate Case have materially altered conditions that existed during the
2019 Test Year Period. EPE has made significant capital investments critical to the modernization
and continued reliability of EPE's system to address complex challenges including load growth
and electrification, transition to cleaner energy resources, grid modernization, reliability,
resilience, and extreme weather. These investments, combined with inflationary pressures, are the
primary drivers behind the increase in cost for EPE to dependably serve its customers.

These circumstances are the primary drivers for EPE’s proposed base rate increase. The
proposed New Mexico Jurisdictional base revenue requirement changed from $210,732,936
in the original Application to $$210,818,160 in the Amended Application, or by $85,224.
EPE’s cost of service demonstrates a $70.7 million non-fuel base rate revenue deficiency shown
in the cost of service, reflecting a 50.5 percent non-fuel base rate increase. After deducting other
operating revenues for miscellaneous services charges of $240,955, EPE is requesting a net
revenue increase of 70.5 million. EPE is requesting a weighted average cost of capital of 8.35
percent. This non-fuel base rate increase is required to recover costs for EPE’s investment of $2.4
billion on a total company basis and $408.44 million for New Mexico since EPE’s 2020 Rate Case
for new electric plant in service and used to serve EPE’s customers. This includes approximately

$197.34 million in distribution plant, $55.59 million in transmission plant, $28.86 million in

2 EPE's current non-fuel base rates went into effect on January 1, 2024, pursuant to the Commission’s Final Order
on Remand in NMPRC Case No. 20-00104-UT (Nov. 30, 2023). These revised base rates replaced the initial base
rates that went into effect on July 1, 2021, pursuant to the Commission’s Order Adopting Recommended Decision
with Modifications (June 23, 2021) ("Final Order") .
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nuclear production plant, $66.8 million for local generating plants and $59.85 million in general
plant.

EPE is also proposing to include in base rates its Commission-approved advanced metering
system ("AMS") Program Costs pursuant to the Final Order in Case No. 21-00269-UT, and the
annual capacity costs associated with Commission-approved agreements for three battery energy
storage facilities ("BESS") pursuant to the Final Orders in Case Nos. 19-00099-UT, 19-00348-UT
and 22-00093-UT.

In furtherance of EPE’s merger commitments, pursuant to the Final Order in Case No. 19-
00234-UT, EPE has exceeded $1.2 million per year in charitable donations since its last general
rate case (#11), and EPE has requested no amount of charitable donations in base rates. EPE’s
proposed base rates additionally include $4.75 million in costs related to its apprenticeship
programs for technical and professional positions for students in local high schools and colleges
(#14); $138.5 million in costs related to supplier diversity (#15); and less than $100,000 in costs
related to entry-level training programs (#13).

EPE recognizes the significance of a $70.7 million base rate deficiency, representing a
50.5 percent increase in base rate revenues. To moderate the rate impact on certain customer
classes, under a proposal to move all rate classes to full cost of service rates, EPE is voluntarily
proposing to phase in recovery through a two-part implementation of base rates for Rate Nos. 01
(Residential), 05 (Irrigation), 10B (Military), 12 (Private Lighting), 25 (Outdoor Lighting), and 26
(State University). The first phase, expected to take effect on January 1, 2027, represents a system
average increase of 26.8 percent for these rate classes; and the second phase, proposed to take

effect on October 1, 2027, reflects an additional 18.7 percent increase relative to phase 1. EPE
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does not intend to seek recovery of the amount of revenue foregone between the two phases,

estimated at $27 million.

IL. SUMMARY OF AMENDED APPLICATION

The Sua Sponte Order was entered on July 16, 2026 in this docket. That Order required
EPE to “file an Amended Application for Revision of Retail Electric Rates and a complete
replacement filing package.” Sua Sponte Order at Ordering Paragraph E. This Amended
Application complies with the Sua Sponte Order as follows:

1. The Amended Application represents the single operative and authoritative version
of EPE’s filing in this case. It is complete, coherent, internally consistent, and usable. EPE has
not incorporated any previous versions of affected documents by general reference. See Sua
Sponte Order at Ordering Paragraphs E, E(1), E(2), and G(2).

2. The Amended Application package includes this Amended Application, along with
a complete set of all testimony, exhibits, schedules, workpapers, cost-of-service studies, applicable
models, proposed tariffs, rate calculations, and all other supporting documents upon which EPE
relies. See id. at Ordering Paragraphs E(2) and G(1).

3. EPE has conducted a comprehensive review to ensure, to the extent it can, that the
Amended Application does not rely upon future rebuttal testimony, future errata, future
replacement exhibits, future workpapers, or anticipated discovery supplementation to establish any
foundational component of EPE’s affirmative case. All identified corrections have been carried
through to affected materials. See id. at Ordering Paragraphs E(3), G(4).

4. The Amended Application does not contain any unresolved ambiguities as to which
testimony, exhibit, schedule, workpaper, model, tariff, calculation, or discovery response is

operative. See id. at Ordering Paragraphs E(3).
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5. Attached as Amended Application Exhibit A is a comprehensive correction and
reconciliation matrix (“Matrix”). The Matrix identifies every error, omission, correction,
replacement, or supplementation included in this amended rate filing package. See id. at Ordering
Paragraphs E(4), G(3).

6. Attached as Amended Application Exhibit B is a verification of Mr. James
Schichtl. Mr. Schichtl is an authorized officer of the Company. In his executive verification, Mr.
Schichtl confirms that EPE has undertaken a comprehensive review of the Amended Application
and supporting materials, and that, to the best of his knowledge, after reasonable inquiry, the
Amended Application package is complete, accurate, internally consistent, and not known to
require further correction or supplementation. See id. at Ordering Paragraphs E(5), G(6).

7. Accompanying the testimony of each EPE witness is a verification confirming that
he or she has reviewed the amended testimony, exhibits, schedules, and workpapers sponsored by
him or her, and that those materials are complete, accurate, internally consistent, and consistent
with the Amended Application. See id. at Ordering Paragraph E(6).

8. In connection with the filing of the Amended Application, EPE has provided all
executable, native-format workpapers and models without technical limitations. Those materials
will allow Staff and intervenors to reproduce EPE’s calculations. See id. at Ordering Paragraphs
E(7), G(5), G(7).

0. Concurrently with the filing of this Amended Application, EPE has supplemented
all discovery responses that were impacted by the changes identified on the Matrix. Tab B of the
Matrix includes a complete listing of all 1,288 discrete questions that EPE has received in
discovery. For each discrete question, EPE indicates whether supplementation was required by

the Amended Application, or not. For those discovery responses that were not supplemented, EPE
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confirms that its prior responses are currently complete, accurate, and consistent with the Amended
Application. See id. at Ordering Paragraph E(8).

10. The Amended Application includes all materials required by the applicable statutes
and rules. No additional foundational corrections or supplementation are necessary before Staff
and intervenors can fairly prepare testimony. See id. at Ordering Paragraph G(10).

11. The changes required by the Sua Sponte Order resulted in very modest adjustments
as compared to the original Application. For example, the requested net revenue increase
changed from $70.4 million in the original Application to $70.5 million in the Amended
Application. For perspective, the proposed New Mexico Jurisdictional base revenue
requirement changed from $210,732,936 in the original Application to $210,818,160 in the
Amended Application, or by $85,224. This amounts to 0.04% of the original revenue
requirement.

IL. DISCUSSION
In further support of its Application EPE states:

1. EPE is a public utility that provides retail electric service in New Mexico
subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission.

2. EPE's current rates for electric service were authorized by the Commission in
the 2020 Rate Case.’

3. Pursuant to 17.1.2.10.B NMAC, EPE is submitting the following documents as
part of this Amended Application:

a. The form of Notice authorized by the Hearing Examiner (Amended

Application Exhibit C);

3 See Note 2 above.
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Direct Testimonies and Exhibits of EPE witnesses James A. Schichtl,

George Novela, Cynthia S. Prieto, Richard S. Gonzalez, Steven A.

Sierra, Jennifer E. Nelson, Joseph S. Weiss, Julissa I, Reza, Lori A.

Glander, John J. Spanos, Tamera L. Henderson, Victor Martinez, Jeffrey

M. Hughes, Omar Gallegos, Enedina O. Soto, Adrian Hernandez, Rene

F. Gonzalez, and Manuel Carrasco

Rule 530 Schedules A through Q along with accompanying work

papers and the letter of transmittal required by 17.9.530.9 NMAC;

and

EPE’s Rule 440 Amended Filings pursuant to 17.5.440.8.D(1)(b)

NMAC.*

As explained more fully in the accompanying testimony and schedules, EPE

intends to demonstrate that:

EPE’s currently authorized rates are no longer just and reasonable, will
not adequately attract and encourage the investment of capital if left
unchanged, and do not allow for a reasonable return on investment in
public utility plant and property;

EPE's rates and authorized revenues as presently allocated do not
adequately reflect the cost of service for the respective classes of electric

customers; and

4 Paragraph 33 of the Sua Sponte Order provides that the “effect of the Amended Application upon the applicable
statutory period, including its proposed effective date and whether a revised advice notice is required, is reserved
pending the Amended Application and an opportunity for the parties to state their positions.” Consistent with that
provision, EPE has not refiled Advice Notice 317. Advice Notice 317 can be found in Commission Docket No. 26-

0000062.
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C. The rates proposed by EPE are just and reasonable and should be
approved.
5. EPE's filing is based on a twelve-month Base Period ending September 30,

2025, as adjusted pursuant to Rule 530 for the Test Year Period consistent with the provisions
of NMSA 1978, Section 62-6-14(D). The Test Year Period shows a non-fuel base rate
revenue requirement of $70.7 million. After deducting other operating revenues for
miscellaneous service charges of $240,955, EPE is requesting a net revenue increase of
$70.5 million.

6. In accordance with the requirements of NMPRC Rule 530, EPE is providing
information consisting of: (i) the Base Period, which is EPE’s actual experience as reflected on
its book balance of accounts for the twelve-month period ended September 30, 2025; and (i1) a
Test Year Period for the twelve-month period ended September 30, 2025, as adjusted for
annualizations, normalizations, estimates, and adjustments for known and measurable changes.
The Test Year Period best reflects the expected conditions during the period when the proposed
new rates take effect, consistent with NMSA 1978, Section 62-6-14(D). EPE is also providing a
fully allocated cost of service study pursuant to NMPRC Rule 530. The cost of service study is
based on cost data from EPE’s Base Period and Historical Test Year Period.

7. EPE previously filed Advice Notice 317. On April 24, 2026, the Commission
suspended Advice Notice 317. The Sua Sponte Order provides that the “effect of the Amended
Application upon the applicable statutory period, including its proposed effective date and
whether a revised advice notice is required, is reserved pending the Amended Application and

an opportunity for the parties to state their positions.” Sua Sponte Order at §33. Although EPE
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seeks to implement new rates as soon as possible, EPE requests that its new rates go into effect
no later than January 1, 2027.

8. In compliance with 17.1.210.11(C) NMAC, EPE filed Advice Notice 317 on
March 27, 2026. EPE shall file an updated advice notice if ordered to do so by the Hearing
Examiner. See Sua Sponte Order § 33.

0. EPE also is proposing a phased in implementation of new base rates for Rate
Nos. 01 (Residential), 05 (Irrigation), 10B (Military), 12 (Private Lighting), 25 (Outdoor
Lighting), and 26 (State University).

10. EPE is proposing several rate design changes to: (i) align recovery of demand,
energy and customer costs with how those costs are incurred, thereby minimizing intra-class
subsidization, (ii) provide customers with accurate price signals that convey cost differences
between seasonal and non-seasonal time periods to encourage energy conservation and
potentially reduce customer contribution to EPE’s system peak, (iii) promote stability, and (iv)
allow EPE the opportunity to recover the costs of providing safe and reliable service.

11. EPE does not recommend adopting an opt-out time of day (“TOD”) rate design at
this time to avoid interference with its ongoing Time Varying Rate Pilot Program (“TVRPP”),
intended to inform the creation of permanent time-varying rates. If, contrary to EPE’s
recommendation, the Commission orders adoption of mandatory opt-out TOD rates, EPE
presents its opt-in TOD rates as the opt-out TOD rates, pending implementation of time-varying
rates informed by the TVRPP. EPE also requests authorization for an accounting order to defer
and track any differences between approved revenues and actual collections under mandatory,

opt-out TOD rates for consideration of recovery in a future proceeding.

10
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12. Other notable customer rate options include: (i) a new Low-Income Rider for
qualified customers in the Residential Service Rate; (ii) experimental off-peak and TOD demand
rates designed to further incentivize shifting load from peak hours; (iii) opening Rate No. 29
Noticed Interruptible Service to new customers; (iv) two new Large Load tariff schedules
designed to prevent subsidizing costs associated with serving large load customers; and (v) a new
two-year Peak Time Rebate Pilot Program intended to incentivize customers to shift to off-peak
usage times by providing pilot participants the opportunity to receive a bill credit for reducing
energy consumption during peak periods following a notification from EPE. If the Peak Time
Rebate Pilot Program is approved, EPE is also requesting authorization to establish an accounting
order to defer EPE’s administrative costs to implement this program for future recovery.

13. EPE is also proposing replacement of its Rule No. 8 Line Extension Policy and
related revisions to its Rule 13 Increase or Decrease of Connected Load.

14. Since the 2019 Test Year Period in EPE’s 2020 Rate Case, the renewable portfolio
standard (“RPS”) has increased from 15 percent to 40 percent of EPE’s total retail sales to
New Mexico customers. EPE is continuing to expand its renewable energy portfolio and
prioritizing the integration of flexible, dispatchable generation options, such as battery storage to
meet these obligations. Consistent with the Commission Case Nos. 25-00038-UT and
19-00348-UT Final Orders, EPE is proposing to include the annual capacity charges incurred
under Commission-approved agreements for the Carne BESS and Santa Teresa BESS (currently
recovered through the RPS Cost Rider) and the Buena Vista 1 BESS, in its proposed base rates.
EPE is also seeking to include in base rates the capacity costs already incurred under the
Commission-approved Buena Vista 1 Power Purchase Agreement since that resource came

online in 2023.

11
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15. Pursuant to 17.1.2.10(B)(2)(c)(i1) NMAC, EPE witness Novela identifies the
extraordinary events or circumstances, known or projected, which materially alter the utility's
operating or financial condition from the conditions existing during the utility's test year
period in its last rate case.

16. EPE requests all approvals and determinations necessary to implement the rates
as set forth in this Amended Application, including approval of cost of service studies, cost
allocations, depreciation rates and tariffs for electric service.

17. As noted above, pursuant to 17.1.2.10.B(2)(a) and (b) NMAC, EPE has attached
the authorized form of Notice as Amended Application Exhibit C. EPE shall provide an
updated form of Notice if ordered to do so by the Hearing Examiner. See Sua Sponte Order q
33.

18. In compliance with 17.1.210.11(B) NMAC, EPE will serve a copy of this
Amended Application rate case filing package on Utility Division Staff, the Attorney General,
and all counsel of record and pro se parties in EPE’s last rate case.

19. EPE’s exact legal name, address and telephone number are:

El Paso Electric Company

100 N. Stanton Street

El Paso, Texas 79901

(915) 543-5711

20. The exact name, address, and telephone number of EPE's attorneys are:

Nancy B. Burns

El Paso Electric Company

300 Galisteo Street, Suite 206

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501

(505) 982-7391
nancy.burns@epelectric.com

and

12
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Jeffrey J. Wechsler

325 Paseo de Peralta

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
(505) 982-3873
jwechsler@spencerfane.com

21. EPE requests electronic service of all pleadings, correspondence and other
documents as follows:

michelle.pedroza@epelectric.com
nancy.burns@epelectric.com
EPE Reg Mgmt@epelectric.com
jwechsler@spencerfane.com
kaolson@spencerfane.com
cfaulk@spencerfane.com
edambrosio@spencerfane.com
aharris@spencerfane.com
tpacheco@spencerfane.com
ysandoval@spencerfane.com

WHEREFORE, EPE requests that the Commission, after notice and hearing, issue a final
order granting all approvals required for EPE to implement the revised rates as set forth in EPE’s
Amended Application, testimony and exhibits, effective for billings on or prior to January 1, 2027,

and for such further relief as the Commission deems proper under the circumstances.

Respectfully submitted,

Nancy B. Burns, Deputy General Counsel
El Paso Electric Company

300 Galisteo St. Ste. 206

Santa Fe, NM 87501

Telephone (505) 982-7391
Nancy.burns@epelectric.com

13
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SPENCER FANE LLP

/s/ Jeftrey J. Wechsler
Jeffrey J. Wechsler

Kari E. Olson

Angela Harris

325 Paseo de Peralta

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501
(505) 982-3873
jwechsler@spencerfane.com
kaolson@spencerfane.com
aharris@spencerfane.com

William A. Faulk, III, Pro Hac Vice
State Bar No. 24075674

Eleanor D’ Ambrosio, Pro Hac Vice
State Bar No. 24097559

816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1200
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 840-4550
cfaulk@spencerfane.com
edambrosio@spencerfane.com

ATTORNEYS FOR EL PASO ELECTRIC
COMPANY

14


mailto:jwechsler@spencerfane.com
mailto:kaolson@spencerfane.com
mailto:aharris@spencerfane.com
mailto:cfaulk@spencerfane.com
mailto:edambrosio@spencerfane.com

Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (U] (8) (h) (i) (1)
‘Amendment Type
(Revision/ Reference in the Reference in the
Line No AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE® Ordering Paragraph” _| Was this Amended? Addition) Reason for Amendment Original Filing Description/ Value Original Filing Amended Filing Description/ Value Amended

1 Cover Letter El Yes Revision
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural Clearly state that it is the single operative
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring version of EPE's affirmative filing in this

2 Summary E1l Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i docket

3 |Notice to Customers (Attachment to Application) No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural

Verification executed by an authorized officer of the Company Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring

4 to i ES Yes Addition the Filing of an Amended i
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring

5 |Matrix (Attachment to Application) E4 Yes Addition the Filing of an Amended Application

6 DIRECT TESTIMONIES
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

7 Direct Testimony of James A. Schichtl E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 Pg. 15, Q.20, line 18 $70.7 Pg. 15,Q.20, line 18
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

8 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 50.4 Pg. 15, Q.20, line 19 50.5 Pg. 15,Q.20, line 19
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

9 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $266.0 Pg. 15, Q.20, line 21 $260.2 Pg. 15, Q.20, line 21
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to April 2025 is $76 Current to Phase 2 April 2025 is $77 Current to Phase 2

10 |ExhibitJS-1 - i ial Bill E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. May 2025 is $85 Chart May 2025 is $86 Chart
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring

11 | Affirmation - James A. Schichtl E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended Application
Updated to describe overall amendments due to Sua
Ponte Order Vacating Procedural Schedule, Tolling
Pending Deadlines, and Requiring the Filing of an

12 |Direct Testimony of George Novela E2 Yes Revision Amended Application added wording Pg.5,Q7
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

13 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 Pg. 4,Q.6, line 20 $70.7 Pg. 4,Q.6, line 20
Updated to respond to Sua Ponte Order Vacating
Procedural Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Section IIl - Amended Filing and Compliance

14 E2 Yes Revision Requiring the Filing of an Amended Section IIl - Overview of EPE's Pg. 6 with Sua Sponte Order Pg.6-Pg. 13
Updated to respond to Sua Ponte Order Vacating
Procedural Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and

15 E.2 Yes Revision Requiring the Filing of an Amended Application Section IV - Overview of EPE Pg. 14 Section IV - Overview of EPE's Application Pg. 13
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

16 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $210.7 Pg.6,Q.9, line 12 $210.8 Pg. 13,Q.21, line 21
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

17 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 Pg.6,Q.9, line 13 $70.7 Pg.14,Q.21, line 1
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

18 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 50.4 Pg.6,Q.9, line 14 50.5 Pg. 14,Q.21, line 2
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

19 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.4 Pg.6,Q.9, line 17 $70.5 Pg.14,Q.21, line 5
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

20 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 Pg.7,Q.9,line 3 $70.7 Pg.14,Q.21, line 11

EXHIBITA
PAGE 1 OF 69
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EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

EXHIBITA
PAGE 2 OF 69

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (U] (8) (h) (i) (1)
‘Amendment Type
(Revision/ Reference in the Reference in the
AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE® Ordering Paragraph” | Was this Amended? Addition) Reason for Amendment Original Filing Description/ Value Original Filing Amended Filing Description/ Value Amended
Updated to respond to Sua Ponte Order Vacating
Procedural Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Pg.17,Q. 23, lines 13-
21 E2 Yes Revision Requiring the Filing of an Amended Application added wording 15
Pg. 18,Q23, line 1
Updated to respond to Sua Ponte Order Vacating (reference to Footnote)
Procedural Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and
22 E2 Yes Revision Requiring the Filing of an Amended Application Added Footnote 1 Footnote on pg. 18
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
23 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 50.4 Pg. 50, Q.65, line 5 50.5 Pg.60,Q.77, line 5
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
24 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 Pg. 58,Q.72, line 10 $70.7 Pg. 66, Q.84, line 10
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
25 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 50.4 Pg. 58,Q.72, line 11 50.5 Pg. 66,Q.84, line 11
E2 Yes Revision Updated for $240,534 Pg.58,Q.72, line 13 $0.241 million Pg. 66, Q.84, line 13
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
26 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.4 Pg.58,Q.72, line 13 $70.5 Pg. 66, Q.84, line 14
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
27 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 Pg. 58, Q.72 line 15 $70.7 Pg. 66, Q.84, line 15
Modified response to Q84 for consistency with
E2 Yes Revision Amended filing. Pg. 59, lines 2-5 updated wording Pg. 67, lines 3-7
28 | Exhibit GN-1 - Compliance Requirements E.2 No
29 |Exhibit GN-2 - Energy Service Agreement E2 No
30 |Exhibit GN-3 - Rate Case Expenses E.2 No
EPE shall contemporaneously file a complete set of
all testimony, exhibits, schedules,
workpapers, cost-of-service studies, models,
proposed tariffs, rate calculations, and any other
supporting documents upon which it relies,
regardless of whether particular
documents were previously filed and remain
unchanged. EPE shall notincorporate
prior versions of affected documents by general
reference where doing so would require Staff,
intervenors, o the Hearing Examiner to determine
which prior version remains
31 Exhibit GN-4 -Proposed Tariffs E2 Yes Addition operative. Added Exhibit GN-4
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
32 |Affirmation - George Novela E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended Application
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $250,870 $267,983 Pg. 60,Q.122, line 21
33 |Direct Testimony of Cynthia S. Prieto E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $505,818 Pg.61,Q.122, line 1 $509,714 Pg.61,Q.122, line 1
Exhibit CSP-1, column |Added In-service dates for all projects per Exhibit CSP-1, column
34 |Exhibit CSP-1 - Plant Additions (January 2020-October 2025) E.2 Yes Revision Added In-service dates for all projects per RFI CLC 9-1 (k) RFICLC9-1 (k)
Exhibit CSP-2 - Palo Verde Generating Station Revalued Net Plant
35 |Balances E2 No
36 |Exhibit CSP-3 - Covid-19 Costs and Cost Savings E2 No
37 |Exhibit CSP-4 - Uncollectible Expense E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
38 | Affirmation - Cynthia S. Prieto E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
39 |Direct Testimony of Richard S. Gonzalez E.2 No
40 |Exhibit RSG-1 - D issionil ion Rate E2 No
41 Exhibit RSG-2 - Decommissioning Beginning Balances E.2 No
42 |Exhibit RSG-3 - Straight Line Decomissioning Funding Calculation E.2 No
Exhibit RSG-4 - Estimated Annual Decommissioning Fund
43 |Payments E2 No
Exhibit RSG-5 - Weighted Return on Nuclear Decommissiioning.
44 |Trusts E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
45 | Affirmation - Richard S. Gonzalez E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
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Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.6, Q. 11,
46 | Direct Testimony of Steven A. Sierra E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 line 12 $70.7
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.6, Q. 11,
47 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 50.4 line 12 50.5
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.6, Q. 11,
48 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.4 line 15 $70.5
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.7, Q. 12, Pg.7, Q.12,
49 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various TABLE SAS-1 Various TABLE SAS-1
Pg. 10, Q. 16, Pg. 10, Q. 16,
Graph SAS-1 Graph SAS-1
Data point 12ME Data point 12ME
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to 202509 Test Year (As 202509 Test Year (As
50 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $355.0 Adjusted) $353.4 Adjusted)
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.23, Q.32, Pg.23, Q.32,
51 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. WP-A-03, Adjt No.8 $1,570,145 line 8 $3,175,795 line 8
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.23, Q.32, Pg.23, Q.32,
52 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. WP-A-03, Adjt No.8 $371,756 line 9 $482,967 line 9
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.23, Q.32, Pg. 23, Q.32,
53 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. WP-A-03, Adjt No. 8 $164,260 line 15 $461,268 line 15
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.23, Q.32, Pg.23, Q.32,
54 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. WP-A-03, Adjt No.8 $24,626 line 15 $46,668 line 15
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.23, Q.32, Pg.23, Q.32,
55 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. WP-A-03, Adjt No.8 $5,819 line 17 $9,977 line 17
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.23, Q.32, Pg. 23, Q.32,
56 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. WP-A-03, Adjt No. 8 $133,815 line 17 $404,623 line 17
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg. 25, Q.35, Pg. 25, Q.35,
57 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. WP-A-03, Adjt No.10 "decrease” line 16 "increase" line 16
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg. 25, Q.35, Pg. 25, Q.35,
58 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. WP-A-03, Adjt No. 10 $142,056 line 16 $681,997 line 16
59 | Exhibit SAS-1 - List of EPE's Adjustments to Cost of Service E.2 No
60 | Exhbiit SAS-2 - Litigation Expenses E2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
61 _|Affirmation - Steven A. Sierra E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended Application
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
2nd Errata revision. Updated EPE's New Mexico-only Pg. 106, Q. 103, Pg. 106, Q. 103,
62 | Direct Testimony of Jennifer E. Nelson E2 Yes Revision implied market amount. $852.34 line 20 $845.62 line 17
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
2nd Errata revision. Updated EPE's New Mexico-only Pg.107, Q. 103, Pg. 106, Q. 103,
63 E2 Yes Revision implied market capitalization amount. 3.14 line 1 3.11 line 18
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
2nd Errata revision. Updated EPE's New Mexico-only
64 E2 Yes Revision implied market amount. $407 Pg. 107, Footnote 130. $403 Pg. 106, Footnote 130.
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
2nd Errata revision. Updated EPE's New Mexico-only Pg. 107, Q. 104, Pg. 107, Q. 104,
65 E.2 Yes Revision implied market capitalization amount. $852.34 line 16 $845.62 line 15
66 |Exhibit JEN-1 - Resume and Testimony Listing of Jennifer E. Nelson E.2 No
67 | Exhibit JEN-2 - Constant Growth DCF Results E2 No
68 | Exhibit JEN-3 - Quarterly Growth DCF Results E.2 No
69 | Exhibit JEN-4 - Expected Market Return C: E2 No
70 |Exhibit JEN-5 - CAPM and Empirical CAPM Results E.2 No
71 Exhibit JEN-6 - Bond Yield Plus Risk Premium Analysis E2 No
72 |Exhibit JEN-7 - Captila Expendiure Analysis E2 No
73 |Exhibit JEN-8 - Regulatory Risk E2 No
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
2nd Errata revision. Updated 'EPE New Mexico
Jurisdictional Implied Market Cap' due to change in
74 |Exhibit JEN-9 - Small Size Premium Analysis E2 Yes Revision MN i Proposed Rate Base. $852.34 Pg.1 $845.62 Pgl
75 | Exhibit JEN-10 - Proxy Group Capital Structure Analysis E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
76 | Affirmation - Jennifer E. Nelson E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
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Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.6, Q. 14,
77 _|Direct Testimony of Joseph S. Weiss E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $281,149 line 4 $267,983
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.22, Q.48, Pg.22, Q.48,
78 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $250,870 line 14 $267,983 line 14
79 |Exhibit JSW-1 - Resume and Tesitmony Listing E.2 No
Exhibit JSW-2 - Cash Working Capital Study - Summary of Working Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
80 |Capital Requirement E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various Exhibit JSW-2 Various Exhibit JSW-2
81 Exhibit JSW-3 - Cash Working Capital - Summary of Revenue Lag E.2 No
Exhibit JSW-4 - Cash Working Capital Study - Summary of Other
82 |Revenues E2 No
Exhibit JSW-5 - Cash Working Captial Study - Summary of Fuel
83 |Expense Leads E2 No
Exhibit JSW-6 - Cash Working Capital Study - Summary of
84 |Purchased Power Expense Leads E2 No
Exhibit JSW-7 - Cash Working Capital Study - Payroll and Benefits
85 |Expense Leads E2 No
Exhibit JSW-8 - Cash Working Capital Study - Taxes Other Than
86 _|Income Taxes E2 No
Exhibit JSW-9 - Cash Working Capital Study - Income Tax Expense
87 |Leads E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
88 _|Affirmation - Joseph W. Weiss E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
89 |Direct Testimony of Juilissa I. Reza E.2 No
Exhibit JIR-1 - Alternative Factor to the 12-Month Rolling Average
90 _|Component of EPE's Fuel Adjustment Factor E2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
91 | Affirmation - Julissa |. Reza E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
92 _|Direct Tesitmony of Lori A. Glander E2 No
93 |Exhibit LAG-1 - Resume of Lori A. Glander E2 No
Exhibit LAG-2 - 2023 Decommissioning Cost Study for the Palo
Verde Nuclear Generating Station - TLG Document A04-1815-001
94 |Revision 0 E2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
95 _|Affirmation - Lori A. Glander E2 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended Application
96 | Direct Testimony of John J. Spanos E2 No
Exhibit JJS-1 to the testimony of John J. Spanos
inadvertently contained the wrong document. Rather
than Mr. Spanos’ qualifications, the incorrect
attachment contained the depreciation study to Replaced Exhibit JJS-1 (original filing had
97 _|Exhibit JJS-1 - Statement of Qualifications E.2 Yes Revision which Mr. Spanos testifies depreciation study as Exhibit JJS-1) Exhibit JJS-1 Statement of Qualifications
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
98 _|Affirmation - John J. Spanos E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
99 _|Direct Testimony of Tamera L. Henderson E2 Yes Revision
Wrong exhibit no. listed on Exhibit Header- change
100 _|Exhibit TLH-1 - Tax Sharing Agreement E.2 Yes Revision from THL-2 to THL-1 Exhibit TLH-2 Exhibit TLH-1
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
101 | Affirmation - Tamera L. Henderson E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
102 | Direct Testimony of Victor Martinez E.2 No
103 _|Exhibit VM-1 - EIM Net Benefits for Test Year E2 No
104 |Exhibit VM-2 - EPE 2024 Load Curves E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
105 | Affirmation - Victor Martinez E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i

EXHIBITA
PAGE 4 OF 69



Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

EXHIBITA
PAGE 5 OF 69

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (U] (8) (h) (i) (1)
‘Amendment Type
(Revision/ Reference in the Reference in the
AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE® Ordering Paragraph” | Was this Amended? Addition) Reason for Amendment Original Filing Description/ Value Original Filing Amended Filing Description/ Value Amended
106 | Direct Testimony of Jetfery M. Hughes E2 No
Exhibit JMH-1 - Map of the Location of EPE's Local Generating
107 _|Stations E2 No
Exhibit JMH-2 - Second Map of the Location of EPE's Local
108 | Generating Stations E.2 No
109 _|Exhibit JMH-3 - Summary of Events E2 No
110 | Exhibit JMH-4 - Blanket Projects over $200,000 with D E2 No
Exhibit JMH-5 - Remainder of Local Fleet Steam Production and
111 |Other Production Projects E2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
112 | Affirmation - Jeffery M. Hughes E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended Application
113 | Direct Testimony of Omar A. Gallegos E2 No
114 _|Exhibit OAG-1 - WECC System Map E.2 No
Exhibit OAG-2 - Southwest Area Extra High Voltage (EHV)
115 _|Transmission map of the WECC System E.2 No
116 |Exhibit OAG-3 - EPE Local Area System E2 No
117 _|Exhibit OAG-4 - AFP Transmission Line Project Pictures E.2 No
Exhibit OAG-5 - Transmission Special Projects Over $1 million and
118 |less than $5 million and Transmission Blanket Projects Over $1M E2 No
Exhibit OAG-6 - Distribution Special Proejcts Over $1 million and
119 |lessthan $5 million and Distribution Blanket Over $1M E2 No
120 |Exhibit OAG-7 - Line Extension Policy E2 No
121 |Exhibit OAG-8 - Replacement Rule 13 E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
122 | Affirmation - Omar A. Gallegos E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
123 _|Direct Testimony of Enedina Soto E2 No
Exhibit ES-1 - Comparison of Population-Based and Sample-Based
124 |Load Studies E2 No
Exhibit ES-2 - Effect of Using Net Energy for DG Customers on
125 | Allocation Factors E2 No
126 _|Exhibit ES-3 - Allocation Factor Scenarios E2 No
127 _|Exhibit ES-4 - Historical Weather in Las Cruces, NM and EL Paso, TX E2 No
Exhibit ES-5 - Calculation of Rate Class Weather Normalization
128 using CDD and HDD Model C E2 No
129 |Exhibit ES-6 - EPE Demand and Energy Forecast Summary E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
130 | Affirmation - Enedina Soto E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.47, Q.91, Pg.47, Q.91,
131 |Direct Testimony of Adrian E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $297.0 line 16 $297.1 line 16
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.47, Q.91, Pg.47, Q.91,
132 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $210.7 line 18 $210.8 line 18
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.47, Q.91, Pg.47, Q.91,
133 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 line 19 $70.7 line 19
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.47, Q.91, Pg.47, Q.91,
134 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 50.4 line 19 50.5 line 19
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.48, Q.91, Pg.48, Q.91,
135 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various TABLE AH-5 Various TABLE AH-5
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.63, Q. 124, Pg.63, Q. 124,
136 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various TABLE AH-6 Various TABLE AH-6
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.65, Q. 127, Pg.65, Q.127,
137 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various TABLE AH-7 Various TABLE AH-7
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.65, Q. 127, Pg.65, Q.127,
138 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 5.7 line 12 5.6 line 12
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.65, Q. 128, Pg.65, Q.128,
139 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $297.0 line 20 $297.1 line 20
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.66, Q. 128, Pg.66, Q.128,
140 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $210.7 line 1 $210.8 line1
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pg.66, Q. 128, Pg.66, Q.128,
141 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 line 2 $70.7 line 2
142 |Exhibit AH-1 - Monthly System Peak Demands E.2 No
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
143 | Exhibit AH-2 - Alternative Cost of Service Illustration Results E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision.
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
144 | Affirmation - Adrian Hernandez E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
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Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
145 | Direct Testimony of Rene F. Gonzalez E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $38,600 Pg.51,Q.94, linel $38,173 Pg.51,Q.94, linel
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $22.00 $23.25
146 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 46.67 Pg. 52,Q.95, line 5 55.00 Pg.52,Q.95, line 5
147 _|Exhibit RFG-1 - Adjustment of Base Revenues Summary E.2 No
148 | Exhibit RFG-2 - 2024 and 2025 EE Projected Annual Savings E2 No
149 |Exhibit RFG-3 - Energy Efficiency Program E2 No
150 _|Exhibit RFG-4 - Rate No. 18 - FPPCAC Voltage Factors C E2 No
$529.50 $521.00
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $22.00 Page 10f 1, Lines 11, $23.25 Page 10f 1, Lines 11,
151 |Exhibit RFG-5 - Charge C E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $88.25 13 and 27, column (2) $86.75 13 and 27, column (2)
Summer Demand Charge $26.32 Summer Demand Charge $20.26
Non-Summer Demand Charge $21.36 Non-Summer Demand Charge $14.50
Exhibit RFG-6 - Example of Distribution Capacity Reservation Updated for change in revenue dueto DI Capacity Charge Distribution Capacity Reservation Charge
152 |Charge E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $483,280 Exhibit RFG-6 $344,820 Exhibit RFG-6
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
153 | Affirmation - Rene F. Gonzalez E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
154 | Direct Testimony of Manuel Carrasco E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.4 Pg.5,line 6 $70.5 Pg. 5, line 6
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
155 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 Pg.5,line 7 $70.7 Pg.5,line 7
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
156 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 50.422% Pg.5,line 8 50.483% Pg.5,line 8
50.422% 50.483%
$66,488 $66,928
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $70,571,707 $70,657,851
157 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70,638,555 Pg. 5, Footnote 1 $70,723,779 Pg. 5, Footnote 1
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to 50.422% 50.483%
158 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70,638,555 Pg. 5, Footnote 2 $70,723,779 Pg. 5, Footnote 2
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
159 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $70.6 Pg.6,line 4 $70.7 Pg. 6, line 4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
160 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 18.6% Pg. 6, line9 18.7% Pg.6, line9
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
161 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 50.4% Pg.7,line3 50.5% Pg.7,line3
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
162 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 73.1% Pg.7,line 6 73.3% Pg.7,line 6
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
163 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 73.1% Pg.7,line7 73.3% Pg.7,line7
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
164 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various Pg. 8, Table MC-1 Various Pg. 8, Table MC-1
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $126,592,000 $126,736,000
165 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 73.1% Pg. 8, line 20 73.3% Pg.8, line7
166 31.6% Pg. 8,line9 31.7% Pg. 9, line 1
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
167 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 31.6% Pg.9,line 1 31.7% Pg.9,line2
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $96,211,000 $96,266,000
168 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 31.6% Pg.9,line3 31.7% Pg.9,line3
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
169 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 31.6% Pg.9,line 4 31.7% Pg.9, line 4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
170 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $96,211,000 Pg.9,line 5 $96,266,000 Pg.9,line 5
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $126,592,000 $126,736,000
171 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 31.6% Pg.9,line 6 31.7% Pg.9,line 6
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
172 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 73.1% Pg.9,line 8 73.3% Pg.9,line8
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
173 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various Pg. 10, Table MC-2 Various Pg. 10, Table MC-2
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
174 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $69.1 million Pg. 25, Line 20 $69.0 million Pg. 25, line 20
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $0.25799 $0.25752
175 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $0.08915 Pg. 26, line 20 $0.08895 Pg. 26, line 20
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
176 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 2.89 Pg. 26, line 21 2.90 Pg. 26, line 21
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
177 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 2.89 Pg.27,line4 2.90 Pg. 27, line 4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $19.76 $19.69
178 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $9.87 Pg. 27, line 14 $9.85 Pg. 27, line 14
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
179 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $31.77 Pg. 27, line 15 $31.69 Pg. 27, line 15
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
180 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $15.86 Pg. 27, line 16 $15.85 Pg. 27, line 16
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
181 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $14.36 Pg. 41, line 10 $14.56 Pg. 41, line 10
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Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

182 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $18.89 Pg. 41, line 11 $19.17 Pg. 41, line 11
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

183 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $17.874 Pg. 41, line 14 $18.139 Pg. 41, line 14
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

184 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 39.2% Pg. 41, line 17 38.6% Pg. 41, line 17
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

185 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 3.3 Pg. 43, line 13 3.2 Pg. 43, line 13
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

186 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various Pg. 46, Figure MC-1 Various Pg. 46, Figure MC-1
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

187 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Various Pg. 47, Figure MC-2 Various Pg. 47, Figure MC-2
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

188 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $5.38 Pg. 48, line 5 $5.56 Pg. 48, line 5
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

189 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $19.29 Pg. 48, line 6 $19.34 Pg. 48, line 6
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

190 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $918 Pg. 49, line 4 $931 Pg. 49, line 4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

191 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $1.02 Pg. 49, line 15 $1.04 Pg. 49, line 15
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

192 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $28 Pg.51,line4 $29 Pg.51,line4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

193 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $16.90 Pg. 55, line 7 $17.17 Pg. 55, line 7
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

194 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $16.873 Pg. 55, line 10 $17.139 Pg. 55, line 10
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

195 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 83.0% Pg. 55, line 11 82.0% Pg. 55, line 11
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

196 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $104.64 Pg. 61, line4 $104.68 Pg.61,line4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

197 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $104.679 Pg. 61, line 7 $104.713 Pg. 61, line 7
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

198 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 2.46% Pg. 61, line9 2.45% Pg.61,line9
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

199 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $1,480.68 Pg. 71, line 20 $1,477.02 Pg. 71, line 20
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

200 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $1,481.157 Pg. 72, line 2 $1,477.492 Pg. 72, line 2
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

201 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 4.19% Pg.72,line4 4.17% Pg.72,line 4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

202 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 2.49% Pg. 72, line 5 2.48% Pg.72,line 5
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

203 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $2,331.77 Pg. 73, line 21 $2,326.99 Pg. 73, line 21
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

204 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $3,127.22 Pg. 74, line 1 $3,119.13 Pg. 74, line 1
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $3,206.742 $3,198.443

205 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $3,128.609 Pg.74,line 4 $3,120.519 Pg.74,line 4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

206 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 7.0% Pg. 74, line 6 6.4% Pg. 74, line 6
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

207 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 0.99% Pg. 74, line 7 0.98% Pg. 74, line 7
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to $3,894.75 $3,887.11

208 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $4,885.02 Pg. 78, line 16 $4,872.23 Pg. 78, line 16
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

209 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $4,886.640 Pg. 78, line 20 $4,873.847 Pg. 78, line 20
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

210 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. 2.17% Pg. 79, line 1 1.8% Pg. 79, line 1
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

211 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $0.01134 Pg. 80, line 10 $0.01135 Pg. 80, line 10
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

212 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $13.03 Pg. 82, line 9 $13.02 Pg. 82, line9
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

213 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $17.03 Pg. 82, line 10 $17.30 Pg. 82, line 10
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

214 _|Exhibit MC-01 - Base Revenue Increase Allocation by Rate Class E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Numerous values All pages Numerous values All pages

Exhibit MC-02 - Estimated Seasonal Monthly Bills under Current Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

215 _|and Proposed Rates E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Based on originally filed rates All pages Based on amended filed rates All pages

216 _|Exhibit MC-03 - Resource Dispatch: Low Load versus Peak Load E2 No
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

217 _|Exhibit MC-04 - Impact of Seasonal Charges on Rate Structures E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Based on originally filed rates All pages Based on amended filed rates All pages
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

218 |Exhibit MC-05 - Default TOD Potential Revenue Shortfall E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Based on originally filed rates Page1of1 Based on amended filed rates Page10of1

Exhibit MC-06 - Distsribution of Bill Impact for Residential Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

219 [Customers E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Based on originally filed rates All pages Based on amended filed rates All pages
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

220 _[Exhibit MC-07 - i Monthly Bill Impacts E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Based on originally filed rates All pages Based on amended filed rates All pages
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Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (U] (8) (h) (i) (1)
‘Amendment Type
(Revision/ Reference in the Reference in the
AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE® Ordering Paragraph” | Was this Amended? Addition) Reason for Amendment Original Filing Description/ Value Original Filing Amended Filing Description/ Value Amended g
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pages 1to 2and Pages 1to 2and
221 |Exhibit MC-08 - Off-Peak Demand Analysis E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Numerous values Page 4 Nu values Page 4
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pgs. 1and 2, Montly Pgs. 1and 2, Montly
222 _|Exhibit MC-09 - NM Rate 50 High Load Factor Power Service E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. All rates Rates section All rates Rates section
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pgs. 1and 2, Montly Pgs. 1and 2, Montly
223 _[Exhibit MC-10 - NM Rate 51 Large Load Power Service E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. All rates Rates section All rates Rates section
Exhibit MC-11 - Large Load Determination of Billing Demand
224 |Examples E2 No
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to Pages 1to 3and Pages 1to 3and
225 _|Exhibit MC-12 - Large Load Cost-of-Service and Rate Design E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Numerous values Page 5 Numerous values Page 5
226 |Exhibit MC-13 - NM Rate 52 Peak Time Rebate Pilot E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
227 _|Affirmation - Manuel Carrasco E.6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
228 |SUPPLEMENTAL TESTIMONY PURSUANT TO BENCH REQUEST
229 | EPE Response to April 24, 2026 Bench Request E2 No
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
230 | Supplemental Direct Testimony of George Novela E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. $210,732,936 Pg4,Q8, Line 5 $210,818,160 Pg4,Q8, Line 5
231 |Exhibit GN-1S - Rule 440 Spreadsheet E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
232 ffirmation - George Novela E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
233 | Supplemental Direct Testimony of Rene F. Gonzalez E.2 No
234 _[Exhibit RFG-1S - Average Use Per Month C E2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
235 _|Supplemental Affirmation - Rene F. Gonzalez E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended Application
236 __|Supplemental Direct Testimony of Manuel Carrasco E2 No
237 _|Exhibit MC-1S - Fuel In Base Estimate E2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
238 ffirmation - Manuel Carrasco E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
239 |Supplemental Direct Testimony of Steven A. Sierra E.2 No
Exhibit SAS-1S - New Mexico Jurisdictionalized Amounts of
240 | Executive Compensation E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
241 ffirmation - Steven A. Sierra E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
242 | Supplemental Direct Testimony of Omar A. Gallegos E.2 No
Exhibit OAG-1S: El Paso Electric Company’s 2025 Updated New
243 [Mexico Loads and Resources Document, April 28, 2026 E.2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
244 ffirmation - Omar A. Gallegos E6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
245 | Supplemental Direct Testimony of Enedina Soto E.2 No
Exhibit ES-1S - Difference in Jurisdictional Allocation Factors - Base
246 _|Period vs Historical Test Year Period E2 No
Exhibit ES-2S - Difference in Jurisdictional Allocation Factors by
247 _|Rate Class - Base Period vs Historical Test Year Period E2 No
Required in Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring
248 ffirmation - Enedina Soto E.6 Yes Revision the Filing of an Amended i
249 SCHEDULES
250 |[A
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
251 |A: Overall Cost of Service E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
252 |A-01: Juri i Cost of Service E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
253 [A-02: Summary of Revenue Change by Rate Class E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
A-03: Summary of Cost of Service and Rate Base Adjustments Total Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
254 |Company E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
A-03: Summary of Cost of Service and Rate Base Adjustments New Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
255 [Mexico E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
256 _|A-04: Summary of Rate Base - Total Company & E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
A-05: Summary of Total Capitalization and the Weighted Average
257 _|Cost of Capital E2 No

EXHIBITA
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Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (U] (8) (h) (i) (1)
‘Amendment Type
(Revision/ Reference in the Reference in the
AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE® Ordering Paragraph” | Was this Amended? Addition) Reason for Amendment Original Filing Description/ Value Original Filing Amended Filing Description/ Value Amended

258 |B Schedules

259 [B-01 E2 No

260 [B-02 E.2 No

261 [B-03 E2 No

262 |B-04 E.2 No

263 |B-05 E2 No

264 |B-06 E.2 No

265 [B-07 E2 No

266 _|C Schedules

267 |C-01 E2 No

268 |C-2 (369 pages) E.2 No

269 |C-3 E2 No

270 _|D Schedules

271 _[D-1 E2 No

272 |D-2 E.2 No

273 |[E
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

274 [E-1 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision.

275 |[E-2 E.2 No

276 [E-3 E2 No

277 |E-4 E.2 No

278 |F

279 |F1 E.2 No

280 |G

281 |G-01 E.2 No

282 (G2 E2 No

283 [G-3 E.2 No

284 (G4 E2 No

285 [G-5 E.2 No

286 |G-6 E2 No

287 [G-7 E.2 No

288 [G-8 E2 No

289 [G-9 E.2 No

290 |G-10 E2 No

291 _|H Schedules
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

292 |H-01 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule

293 [H-02 E2 No

294 |H-03 E.2 No

295 |[H-04 E2 No
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

296 [H-05 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule

297 |H-06 E.2 No

298 |[H-07 E2 No
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

299 |[H-08 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

300 [H-09 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

301 [H-10 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule

302 [H-11 E.2 No

303 [H-12 E2 No

304 [H-13 E.2 No

305 [H-14 E2 No

306 [H-15 E.2 No

307 [H-16 E2 No

308 _|ISchedules

309 |[I-01 E2 No

310 [I-02 E.2 No

311 [I-03 E2 No

312 _|JScheudles

313 [)-01 E2 No

314 [)-02 E.2 No

315 [K
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

316 [K-01 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

317 [K-02 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

318 [K-03 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

319 [K-04 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

320 [K-05 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

321 [K-06 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to

322 [K-07 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule




Amended Filing EXHIBITA
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Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
323 [K-08 E.2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule




Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (U] (8) (h) (i) (1)
‘Amendment Type
(Revision/ Reference in the Reference in the
Line No AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE® Ordering Paragraph” | Was this Amended? Addition) Reason for Amendment Original Filing Description/ Value Original Filing Amended Filing Description/ Value Amended Filing
324 _|LSchedules
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
325 |L-01 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
326 (M
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
327 _[M-01 Rate Class Allocation Factors E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
328 [M-01 Juris Factors E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
329 [M-02 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
330 [M-03 E.2 No
331 [N
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
332 [N-01 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
333 |0 Schedules
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
334 [0-01 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
335 [0-2 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
33 [0-3 E2 Yes Revision 2nd Errata revision. Replaced Schedule
337 |04 E2 No
338 _|P Schedules
339 [P-1 E2 No
340 [P-1(a) E2 No
341 |P-1(b) E2 No
342 [P-1(c) E2 No
343 [P-1(d) E2 No
344 [P-2 (a)(c)(e) E2 No
345 |P-2(b) E2 No
346 |P-2(d) E2 No
347 _[P-2(f) E2 No
348 |P-3(a)(c)€ E2 No
349 |P-3(b) E2 No
350 |P-3(d) E2 No
351 |P-3(f) E2 No
352 |P-a(a)(b)(c)(e) E2 No
353 |P-a(d) E2 No
354 |P-4(f) E2 No
355 [P-5(a) E2 No
356 |P-5(b) E2 No
357 _|P-5(c)i) E2 No
358 |P-5(c)lii) E2 No
359 [ P-5(c)(iii) E2 No
360 |P-5(d)(i) E2 No
361 |P-5(d)(ii) E2 No
362 |P-6 E.2 No
363 |P-7(a) E2 No
364 |P-7(b)1 E2 No
365 |P-7(b)2 E2 No
366 |P-8 E.2 No
367 |P-9 E2 No
368 [P-10 E.2 No
369 |P-11(a)(c) E2 No
370 [P-11(b) E2 No
371 |P-11(a)(d) E2 No
372 |P-11(a)(e) E2 No
373 [P-12 E2 No
374 |QSchedules
375 [Q-1 E2 No
376 [Q-2 E.2 No
377 _|Q-3 E2 No
378 |Q-4 E.2 No
379 |Q5 E2 No
380 [Q-6 E.2 No
381 |Q6 E2 No
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(U]

(8)

(h)

(i)

(i)

AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE"
WORKPAPERS

Ordering Paragraph”

Was this Amended?

‘Amendment Type
(Revision/
Addition)

Reason for Amendment

Original Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Original Filing

Amended Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Amended

384

A-03 Total Company

E.2

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

E.2

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

385

A-03 New Mexico

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

386

E.2

Yes

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the

attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

387

Adjustment 02

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

388

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses

Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

389

Adjustment 04

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

390

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

Adjustment 06

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

392

E.2

Yes

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

393

E.2

Addition/Revision

1. The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

2. Supplemented to include amounts and materials
associated with costs incorrectly coded to FERC
Account No. 923 which should have been coded to

FERC Account No. 930.1- Advertising Expenses

Replaced

EXHIBITA
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(U]

(8)

(h)

(i)

(i)

394

AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE"

Adjustment 09

Ordering Paragraph”

E2

Was this Amended?

‘Amendment Type
(Revision/
Addition)

Reason for Amendment

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

395

Adjustment 10

E2

396

E.2

Addition

Original Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Original Filing

Amended Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Amended

Replaced Workpaper

1. The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

2.Lines 1, 2, 6, and 14 of WP A-03, Adjustment 10

Addition/Revision jurisdiction

allocated those costs to the New Mexico
jurisdiction using a labor allocator when they should
have been direct assignments to the New Mexico

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only

paper O and forindividual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

397

Adjustment 12

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

398

E.2

Yes

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

399

Adjustment 14

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

400

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses

Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

Adjustment 16

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

402

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

403

E.2

Yes

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

404

E.2

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(U]

(8)

(h)

(i)
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(i)

405

AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE"

20

Ordering Paragraph”

E.2

Was this Amended?

‘Amendment Type
(Revision/
Addition)

Reason for Amendment

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Original Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Original Filing

Amended Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Amended

Replaced

406

21

E.2

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

407

22

E.2

Yes

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

408

23

E.2

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

409

24

E.2

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

410

25

E.2

Yes

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

26

E.2

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

412

Adjustment 27

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

413

28

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

414

Adjustment 29

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced Workpaper




(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(U]

(8)

(h)

(i)

(i)

415

AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE"

Adjustment 30

Ordering Paragraph”

E2

Was this Amended?

‘Amendment Type
(Revision/
Addition)

Reason for Amendment

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

416

E.2

Addition

Original Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Original Filing

Amended Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Amended

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses

Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

417

Adjustment 32

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

418

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only

paper O and forindividual witnesses

Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

419

E.2

Yes

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in

revenue i due to 2nd Errata revision.

Replaced

420

Adjustment 35

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Adjustment 36

E2

Addition/Revision

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Updated for change in
revenue requirement due to 2nd Errata revision.

422

G

E.2

Yes

Replaced Workpaper

423

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

424

G-3

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

425

426

H Workpapers

E.2

Yes

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

427

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

428

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

EXHIBITA
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(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(U]

(8)

(h)

(i)

(i)

429

AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE"

Ordering Paragraph”

E2

Was this Amended?

‘Amendment Type
(Revision/
Addition)

Reason for Amendment

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

430

E.2

Addition

Original Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Original Filing

Amended Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Amended

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

432

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only

paper O and forindividual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

433

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

434

H-4.9

E.2

Yes

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

435

H-4.10

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

436

H-4.11

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

437

H-4.12

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

438

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

439

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

H-9.3

E.2

Yes

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

441

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced Workpaper

EXHIBITA
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(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

(U]

(8)

(h)

(i)

(i)

442

AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE"

H-12.1

Ordering Paragraph”

E2

Was this Amended?

‘Amendment Type
(Revision/
Addition)

Reason for Amendment

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

443

H-12.2

E.2

Addition

Original Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Original Filing

Amended Filing Description/ Value

Reference in the
Amended

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

444

H-13.1

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

E.2

Yes

Replaced Workpaper

446

E2

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the

attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

447

2

E.2

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

448

K Workpapers

449

E2

Revision

Updated for change in revenue requirement due to
2nd Errata revision.

450

K-02

E.2

Yes

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced

K-06

E2

Addition/Revision

452

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

Replaced Workpaper

453

M-1

Addition

The Application inadvertently omitted several of the

by EPE. ifi the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

454

M-1 Support

Addition

Replaced Workpaper

Additi L Support for WP M-1

Replaced

455

0 Workpapers

456

0.01

Replaced

457

0.2.1

E.2

Yes

Addition/Revision

1. The Application inadvertently omitted several of
the by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.

2.InTab 11, the formula inadvertently included the
“Total Materials Cost” twice in calculating the
“Overhead Supervision Adder.” As a result, the value
on line 13 should be approximately $24.14 as
opposed to the listed $32.65. Second, in Tab 13, line
7, “Overhead Transportation Adder” was calculated
using the “Billing & Rates Representative” function
value when it should have used the “Field Service

function value. Third, in Tab 27, line
8, “Overhead Transportation Adder,” mistakenly
includes the “Energy Service Representative”
function value” and the “Dispatch/Service
Dispatcher” function value

Replaced

EXHIBITA
PAGE 17 OF 69



Amended Filing

EPE AMENDED FILING RATE CASE MATRIX

EXHIBITA
PAGE 18 OF 69

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (U] (8) (h) (i) (1)
‘Amendment Type
(Revision/ Reference in the Reference in the
AMENDED RATE CASE FILING PACKAGE® Ordering Paragraph” | Was this Amended? Addition) Reason for Amendment Original Filing Description/ Value Original Filing Amended Filing Description/ Value Amended
1. The Application inadvertently omitted several of
the by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco.
2.InTab 11, the formula inadvertently included the
“Total Materials Cost” twice in calculating the
“Overhead Supervision Adder.” As a result, the value
on line 13 should be approximately $24.14 as
opposed to the listed $32.65. Second, in Tab 13, line
7, “Overhead Transportation Adder” was calculated
using the “Billing & Rates Representative” function
value when it should have used the “Field Service
Representative” function value. Third, in Tab 27, line
8, “Overhead Transportation Adder,” mistakenly
includes the “Energy Service Representative”
function value” and the “Dispatch/Service
458 [0.2.2 E2 Yes Revision Dispatcher” function value Replaced
459 |0.3 E2 Yes Revision Replaced Workpaper
460 (0.4 E2 Yes Revision Replaced
461 _|P Workpapers E2 Yes
The Application inadvertently omitted several of the
by EPE. the
workpapers attached to the Application included only
workpaper O and workpapers for individual witnesses
462 |P-2(f) E2 Yes Addition Nelson, Soto, and Carrasco. Replaced
463 _|Nelson Workpapers
464 [WP-1 E2 No
465 |WP-2 E.2 No
466 |WP-3 E2 No
467 |WP-4 E.2 No
468 |WP-5 E2 No
469 |WP-6 E.2 No
470 _[WP-7 E2 No
471 |WP-8 E.2 No
472 |Soto
473 |WPES-01 E.2 No
474 _|Carrasco
475 | WP Exhibit MC-02 E.2 No
476 | WP Exhibit MC-07 E2 No
477 | WP Exhibit MC-08 E.2 No
478 Amended Rule 440 Filings E2) No
Paragraph 33
479 Advice Notice 317 Reserved No

* Discovery that will need to be supplemented is listed on the tab titled

"Supplemental Discovery"

“Sua Ponte Order Vacating Procedural Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines,

and Requiring the Filing of an Amended Application



Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question
testimony, tables, charts, and exhibits. Please include supporting Excel fles with cells
1 STAFF1-1 unlocked. editabl Yes
, Moady's, and
January 1,2020. Include . opinions, analysis imi
major P
2 STAFF1-2 Richard Gonzalez orderin this case. No
With respectto EPE ice) of Service
(CCOS) models:
a) al
Direct
3 STAFF1-3 a links, charts, et Yes
Ifa cloud-based be utlized, the following:
4 STAFF1-3 bi i he system. No
5 STAFF1-3 b il Including a mut the model(s). No
6 STAFF1.3 bl il EP! No
Ifno direct linkage or
model and the Class Cost of Service model, please:
i.C manually
7 STAFF1-3 entered into the Class C: No
il Provide a ver hrough a worked
I $1
8 STAFF1-3 Class C d No
il.Provide al
9 STAFF1-3 in ths case. No
Referring v 22lines 12, of
10 STAFF1-4 Richard Gonzalez the Moody's credit Jan. 22.2026. No
Referring v 22line8, please p Py y
1u STAFF1-5 Richard Gonzalez 1,2025. No
that
nzalez or EPE made to confitm that the Company
12 STAFF1-6 Richard Gonzalez d auiy ratio? No
Referring 2 ines 1
through 18 of her testimony, what proxy group,
13 STAFF1.7 Jenniter Nelson ndfor ? No
g wh har
1 STAFF1-8 Jenniter Nelson November K. VB/E/S and Value Line? No
1through7, 10-year adjusted Beta
15 STAFF1.9 Jenniter Nelson : No
3 L 731ine3,
16 STAFF1-10 Jenniter Nelson imilar to the ECAPM.” rom the ECAPM? No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Comp: h EPE
lean, reliabl
energy to EPE’s customers.
a. Provid lysis, research, or other
17 STAFF1.11 a affor No
b.if EPE's claim that resultin
18 STAFF1.11 b “ ? » No
Please refer tothe page 57 of EPE's Application. Please
provide:
19 STAFF1-12 a.___|Manny Carrasco Jim Schichtt a. Yes
b. bill f o
wlne
20 STAFF1.12 b |Manny Carrasco Jim Schichtt househola: analyzed by the Company for its No
21 STAFF1-12 .| Manny Carrasco Jim Schichtt . Any analysis ofbill No

EXHIBITA
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Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question
P 10 the Direct T (“LIR") proposal at page 24
tines 4 through 18.
a.Did the C bils? I yes, please pr 3
2 STAFF1.13 a.__|Rene Gonzalez Ifnot, please explain why not No
b. f for LIHEAP benefit
2 STAFF1-13 b |Rene Gonzalez enroliment. No
. Please identify the total number of households eligible for SNAP or LIHEAP n the
2 STAFF1.13 c.__|Rene Gonzalez Company’ No
4. total amountof L from 2020~
2 STAFF1-13 d.__|Rene Gonzalez 2025. No
e. State the total, f q the
1L as th the LIR, by
2 STAFF1.13 e din total No
f. application of the Low-
2z STAFF1.13 t. Yes
Please refer to Q39-Q41 of the Direct Testimony of Comp: 18t page 24 line 9
describing TOD rates and bill protection provisions.
a. Provide bil for into
2 STAFF1-14 a.___|Rene Gonzalez No
b. biltyof
2 STAFF1-14 b, |Rene Gonzalez No
30 STAFF1-14 c.__|Rene Gonzalez . Identity any barriers TOD. No
Please refer , tab NM L1 Full COS. P the
tab
31 STAFF1-15 Manny Carrasco NM L1 Full COS). ocator. and other steps. Yes
P : 2 impact for
32 STAFF1-16 Manny Carrasco No
Please refer to Exhibit MC-07 and provide:
3 STAFF1-17 a.__[Manny carrasco a : No
b. An L receiptof energ, Lor
vulne
4 STAFF1-17 b, [Manny Carrasco household: 0 0r analvzed by the Company for its No
35 STAFF1-17 o [Manny Carrasco . Any analysis of No
P 10 the Direct T P page 39
tines 5-12. p P her costs, from
36 STAFF1-18 foral ustomers No
P : revenue). To the extent available, provide
37 STAFF1-19 Cindy Prieto e customers. No
provide all ” h m
202010 the present.
a1t ilabl
38 STAFF1.20 a.___|CindyPrieto Rene Gor 2020, i\ No
39 STAFF1.20 b.___|Cindy Prieto Rene Gonzalez | b. Pl No
Please provide the number of residential disconnections for non-payment:
0 STAFF1.21 a.___|CindyPrieto a. Annually for each ye: No
a STAFF1-21 b.___|Cindy Prieto b. Monthly, i available No
22 STAFF1.21 c.___|CindyPrieto <. Please quantity any expected changes No
achyear s
3 STAFF1-22 Cindy Prieto No
2 for non-payment for each year aswellas
P STAFF1-23 Cindy Prieto time for reconnection for each vear No
p - 1fso, provide
45 STAFF1-24 Manny Carrasco i No
Please refer to Table AH-6 in the Direct Te:  Comp n
te d Gjustments, o other 3
46 STAFF1-25 No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Herandez Q55-Q57 at page 30 line 1to page 31 ine 7. Please quantify
a7 STAFF1.26 the load No
8 STAFF1.27 Victor Martinez | 118760 (annual hourty) system load, i 2020-2025. No
Refer o P 121017, jor cap
“condoned,” Foreach
item dentified, please provide:
49 STAFF1-28 a . The docket number: No
. Order citation and specific quoted language from any order that EPE relies upon;
50 STAFF1-28 b. h L No

EXHIBITA
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Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question
51 STAFF1-28 c. . The final cost; and No
52 STAFF1-28 d. d nce. No
P : P far 17 at page 16 line 2010 page 17 line 4 and regarding
atpage 17 3
P the BV1, Santa Teresa, and
5 STAFF1-29 Victor Martinez Camn No
P : f Company 14
P the Test Year P licabl
tothe Company's system, including but not limited to:
54 STAFF1.30 a.__|Victor Martinez Locational marginal prices (LMPs), i avallable; No
55 STAFF1.30 b |Victor Martinez b. nd No
56 STAFF1.30 . |Victor Martinez Imputed orp dispaten No
Please refer to Q75 at page 51 lines 12 through 21 o Direct Testimony on
extension analysis. Please provide the following:
a. Any analysis, workj tud her the financial
57 STAFF1-31 . |Victor Martinez Jeft Hughes nef No
58 STAFF1-31 b |Victor Martinez Jeft Hughes b. Any analysis, workpapers, studies, or other materials No
. Any analysis, workpapers, studies, or other materials used by the Company to
59 STAFF1-31 . |Victor Martinez Jeft Hughes Newman Unit 3 No
P 10 the Direct T p 7 at page 13line 1410 page 14 ine 16, Please identify the
P in
60 STAFF1-32 Omar Gallegos No
P 10 the Direct T P tine 12 through 17 and P
35. project TS142, Eddy nd
® a g 'srate
61 STAFF1-33 Omar Gallegos base. No
P 10 the Direct T P ighes Q17 and Q18 at page 11 line 1710 page 12 ine 17.
a nalysis, reports, workpapers, of other
Company
62 STAFF1.34 a.___|Victor Martinez Jeff Hughes No
b tracked
63 STAFF1.34 b.__|Victor Martinez Jeff Hughes customers. No
<. s, work other lud
6 STAFF1.34 c.__|Victor Martinez Jeff Hughes .to the benefits. No
65 STAFF1.34 d.__|Victor Martinez Jeff Hughes d.P No
66 DAC01-01 General: trial 024, through 026, No
&7 DAC01-02 No
r i
identity the number of employees and amounts covered by the plan for EPE and for each affiiate or operating unit with payroll
68 DAC01-03 No
69 DAC01-04 t, located to New Mexico. No
2 [ for d the related
mount located to New|
70 DAC 0105 Mexico. No
[ Please allsh are included in the
7 DAC01-06 No
[ For he revenue requirement, number of
employees and amounts covered by the plan for EPE and for each affiliate or operating unit with payroll costs allocated or
72 DAC01-07 No
Incentive compensation: Please provide the total dollar amount for the target levels of short-term incentives included in the
revenue requirement, and the related jurisdictional amounts, separately identifying amounts for each affilate or operating|
‘group with incentive costs allocated to New Mexico, identifying amounts awarded and allocated based on company earnings,
2 DACOL08 control of capital or fety, and/or other metrics o
Incentive compensation: Please provide the dollar value of each shortterm incentive award included in the revenue
t, located
74 DAC01-09 No

EXHIBITA
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Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) U]
Does this need tobe
Supplemented based onthe
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set | Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question 8
Incentive compensation: Please provide the budgeted amount of each short-erm Incentive award for the three years ended
September 30, 2025, and the related jurisdictional amount, separately dentifying amounts for each afflate or operating group
7 DACO1-10 010 New Mexico, No
o i the testyear included
fhtat
NewM trol of capital or .
7 DACOL-11 customer afety, andfor other meics No
: the payrol e test year and each of the three years prior to he testyear for
7 DAcoL12 EPE and for No
Payrolt: Please provide the workpaper showing the calculations of the annualized payroll on September 30, 2025, for each,
» DACOL13 payroll group with a separate annualized payroll calculation. No
Payroll: goneral p testyear]
7 DACOL-14 orthe post-test vear period. No
the payroll by pay period for the test te payroll
calculation nthe Company's exhibits, and showing for each pay period the number of employees, the amount of base pay, the
amount o overtime pay, the overtime hours, the amount of ncentives paid, and the amount of other pay. Please provide this
EPE and for each afflate or working. located to EPE: o
i full
80 DACOL15 uw No
o payrollby pay pe
o mpany a
pay period the number of employees, the amount o base pay, the amount of overtime pay, the overtime hours, the amount of
incentives paid, and the amount of other pay. Please p EPE and for
81 DACO1-16 Please provide this es fully a No
026,
tothe Company's September 30, 2025, payroll . Please p
8 DACO117 ndintact, No
Payrol: Please provide the payroll for the test year and each of the three years precedin the test year, showing for average
number of employees, the amount of base pay, the amount of overtime pay, the overtime hours, the amountof incentives paid,
and the amount of other pay. Please provide this information separately for EPE and for each affiate or work group with costs
o DACOL18 o formutas flly andintact o
Payrolt: Please provide the Company's policy regarding pay increases, and explain if the Company grants general pay|
increases, if the general pay increases are granted on the same date for all qualifying employees, an explanation of the,
alternative dates if that is used instead of a uriform increase date, if the individual increases are based on meri, and the,
different methods are used to determine the amount pay increases for each payroll group (contract, management's decision,
84 DAC 0119 et No
Payrolt: If pay increases are granted on a uniform date for groups of employees, please provide the dates each general pay|
increase was granted curing the test year and the certifcation period, identiy the applicable payroll groups for each pay
increase, and for the number of period n the testyear
o oAcoL20 and for each testyear through the o
Payrolt If pay ncreases are granted on a uniform date for groups of employees, please provide the dates each general pay|
increase was granted n each of the three years preceding the test year, and for each applicable payroll group provide the base
8 DACo121 payinthe increase. No
Payroll: Please provide a narrative description of any and all programs that the Company andfor its parent company has
87 DAco122 s numberof No
Payrol: Please provide a narrative description of any and all programs that the Company andyor its parent company plans o
= DACOLZ3 pany's number frer the end of the test year. o
Payroll: that are expected 0 be
89 DACO1-24 number of employees of the Company and/or No
provide a describing any changes " e toany of
%0 DACO1.25 or po: ihe end of the test vear. No
Retirement plans: Please quantify the savings which have been achieved or that are expected to be achieved from changes fo)
o1 DAC01.26 Compan No
Retirement plans: Please provide copies o the actuary reports ting the test year costs for each retirement plan or post-
2 DACO1-27 No

EXHIBITA
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Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
@ ®) ©) @ @ )
Does this need to be.
Supplemented based on the
‘Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No Intervenor/ Set Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question 8)
Retirement plans: Please provide the amounts included in test year operating expenses for each retirement plan and post-
93 DAC 01-28 No
Retlrement plans: Please provide the amounts Included n pro forma operating expenses for each retrement plan and post.
94 DAC 01-29 No
Retlrement plans: Please provide a copy of the ull document(s) provided by the Company's actuary supporting the level of
95 DAC 01-30 venue reauirement. No
Retirement plans: Please Idently each non-qualfed reticement plan and provide the amount of each included In the revenuel
9% DAC 01-31 for EPE h affili work grc No
Cindyprieto Regulatory Assets and Liabilities: For each regulatory asset and liability, provide an explanation of the item, the reason for
Steven e including it in rate base, and any related statutes, orders, legal precedent or other available documentary support for including|
o7 DAC01-32 Julissa Reza Tammy Henderson_| " fem nrate base. No
Regulatory Assets and Liabilities: For each regulatory asset and Uability, provide an analysis of the item showing by month the
related revenue or expense, increases and decreases to the account balance with basic descriptive information (i.e. “Storm
Damage,” Insurance Reimbursements,” “Amortization”), and the account balances. This analysis should begin with the later of
the item or the included the item, and the analysis should continue through latest|
Steven Sierra
%8 DAC01.33 Cindy Prieto Tammy Henderson compativle No
Steven Sierra Regulatory Assets and Liabilities: Please provide the balances of each regulatory asset and liability for each month beginning|
% DACO1-34 Cindy Prieto Tammy Henderson he testyear tatest No
Outside Services Expense: Please provide an analysis identifying each vendor with costs exceeding $100,000 in the outside|
services expense account n th testyear. For each vendor, provide the service provided by the vendr, the amount ncluded in
testyear expenses, and any thetest year level of the vendor, and the amounts paid
w0 ACoL3s ndorin each of th e testyear -
I pre an analysis of reserve account for Injuries and D: for each of the
three years prior to the test year and for the test year showing the beginning balance, the accruals increasing the reserve
o AcoL3s accoun, dthe year o
Officers' and Directors Liabilly Insurance: Please provide the amount of the officers’ and directors’ Insurance expensel
included in the acjusted New Mesico retail revenue requirement and provide references to any adjustments related to this
102 DAC 01-37 expense. No
Directors’ compensation: Please provide the amount of directors’ compensation included In the adjusted New Mexico retal
103 DAC 01-38 expense. No
Directors’ expenses: Please provide the amount of directors’ expenses included in the adjusted New Mexico retail revenue|
104 DAC 01-39 No
oy ofany
C
105 DAC 01-40 invoice(s). No
Edison Electrc Insttute dues: Please produce the urisdictional amount of EE| dues expense for the test period requested to be
recovered In rates i ths proceeding. Also, please indicate the amount included for recovery In the adjusted revenue
108 DAC 01-41 reauirement. No
Edison Elecuic Insttute dues: Please confim or deny that EPE is not seeking to ecover the portion of the EEI dues related to
107 DACo142 oo No
Investor relations expense: What type of actvties does EPE, or s parent company, undertake that It considers “investor
108 DAC 01-43 Richard Gonzalez relations™? No
Investor relations expense: Please explain how the Company’s Investor relations actites beneft s customers rather than s
100 DACO1.44 Richard Gonzalez No
Ivestor reat <can v fordabily,or
110 DAC 01-45 Richard Gonzalez Company’s iny I If so. No
Investorrelatons expense: Please provide the tota relations O&M expense ncurred by o allocated to EPE for the test year and
111 DAC 01-46 Cindy Prieto No
nvesi o
112 DAC 01-47 Cindy Prieto in ba: No
Please refer o Table MC-3 at page 28 f the Direct Testimony of comp: Carrasco. Please provide all
13 STAFF2-1 Manny Carrasco rkpaper: ine the 60 highest-load days of each vear No
Referring to the Direct Tes f 1 EPE
performed to lost load or any
other
114 STAFF2-2. a Manny Carrasco a.lfyes l s ki or other \pany. No
115 STAFF2-2. b Manny Carrasco b.If not, why not. No
Referring to the Direct Te: f
, a unitthat does not , orior
116 STAFF2-3 Manny Carrasco " No
Referring to the Direct Tes f 7, pany
P allocator locati f the on-peak
117 STAFF2-4. Manny Carrasco P No
Referring to the Direct Testimony of company witness Carrasco Q47 at page 36 lines 2-6, please provide any analysis,
workpapers or other materials produced by the Company to forecast the likelinood and magnitude of anticipated load shifting|
118 STAFF2-5 Manny Carrasco under a mandatory opt out TOD rate. No
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Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question
Referring to the Direct Testimony of company witness Carrasco Q49 at page 37 lines 14-17, has the Company compared the|
estimated revenue shortfalls pertaining to the mandatory, opt-out TOD rates under the 10% and 20% shift scenarios with the|
avoided marginal generation or capacity costs or conducted any other cost benefit analysis? If so, please provide supporting|
119 STAFF2:6 Manny Carrasco I No
Referring 1o the Direct Testimony of company witness Carrasco Qa9 at page 37 lines 14-17, has the Company reviewed any|
studies, research or data from other utiliies on expectation of customer usage patterns shifting in response to mandatory TOD
120 STAFF27 Manny Carrasco rates? Please provide No
Referring o the Direct T P 25 lines 17-19, please identify all savings associated!
with AMS project deployment and how those savings are reflected in the revenue requirement. Please provide workpapers of
121 STAFF2:8 1 calculate those savings. No
Referring 1o the Direct Testmony of Company Witness Novela Q30 at page 25 lines 17-19, specifically identify the extent to
which the Company has used AMI data for:
122 STAFF2:9 a__|omarGallegos a.Ph: No
123 STAFF2:9 b |OmarGallegos b. Transformer balancing; No
124 STAFF2:9 ¢ |OmarGallegos B voltage optimization; No
125 STAFF2:9 d__|OmarGallegos 0.1 No
126 STAFF2:9 e |OmarGallegos overloaded or No
Mi capital For each
instance,identiy:
127 STAFF2-10 a . The FERC account(s) included; No
128 STAFF2-10 b applied; and No
129 STAFF2-10 < c.Th No
Te: f Comp: page 54line
tudy, explain the cost for and
how this classification reflects:
130 STAFF2:11 a o ta; No
131 STAFF2:11 b o b, No
gment d th f low model used for
132 STAFF2:11 c o 1269-UT EPE Exhibit 14 Davis Direct Testimony at 6-14; and No
0. Whether P any porti
133 STAFF2.11 d o legos | costs. Ifnat, No
Referring to the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Hernandez Q106 at page 54 line 18-20 and the CCOS study, please
identity any external benchmarks, regulatory precedents, or industry studies relied upon to support EL Paso Electric’s proposed
allocation of AMI costs, including but not limited to prior commission orders, NARUC manuals, or company filings in other|
134 STAFF2-12 jurisdiction No
Referring to the Direct Testimony of Company witness Soto QS0 at page 37 lines 9 - 17, how has the Company evaluated the
135 STAFF2.13 impact of AMI the abilit of the AMS No
Has the Company evaluated whether AMI enabled rate structures or programs could reduce system peak demand or defer|
generation, transmission, or distribution investments?
136 STAFF2.14 a a.ltye No
137 STAFF2.14 b b If no, exp No
P 10 the June 23,2021 Adopting 's
lastrate case, 20-00104-UT, at . in EPE" t “EPE
study of nal The study
{ ising the Winter he Summer harge could
funda To! P "
proceeding
138 STAFF2-15 a__|Manny carrasco a) it No
b) Please explain any additional action taken or analysis, workpapers, or other materials developed by the Company to assess
139 STAFF2-15 b |Manny Carrasco pacts of seasonal No
Please refer to the April6, 2021 0-00104-UT
“EPE shall use IBE
estimates in its DCF analysis or analyses.”
filed inthe instant proceeding.
140 STAFF2-16 a__|Jenniter Nelson a.Ifthe Company No
b. tion taken or anal X other pany
141 STAFF2-16 b |senniter Netson th IBES or other analysis. No
Please refer to the April 6, 2021 Recommended Decision in the Company’s last rate case, 20-00104-UT at 305 paragraph S in
which the Hearing Examiner recommended that n its next base rate case, “EPE shall submit an alternative cost of service that
assumes reopening Rate No. 7 to new customers.”. Please describe how the Company has complied with this directive,
142 STAFF2.17 a a) fthe Company No
b) Please explain any action taken or analysis, workpapers, or other the Company
143 STAFF2-17 b f to new customers. No
Please refer to the April 6, 2021 Recommended Decision in the Company’s last rate case, 20-00104-UT at 305 paragraph Tin
which issuance of the final order in 20-00104-UT, EPE shallfile ina
new docket “a request for amediator for EPE p 29tomakeit
more effective” and that in ts next rate case, EPE shall “report on the fesults of the mediation and propose any modifications to
Rate No. 29 agreed to in mediation.”. P P P
of the medi Rate No. 29, U
in the instant proceeding.
144 STAFF2-18 a alf No
b) Please explain any action taken or analysls, workpapers, or other materials developed by the Company 1o assess|
145 STAFF2-18 b Rene Gor 2. No
Please refer to the April 6, 2021 Recommended Decision in the Company’s last rate case, 20-00104-UT at 305 paragraph T.
Please describe how the Company has complied with this directive to provide notice that the Commission might order|
significant changes to Rule No. 29, including references to all relevant testimony and exhiits filed in the instant proceeding. If|
146 STAFF2.19 ompany No
Please refer to the April 6, 2021 Recommended Decision in the Company's last rate case, 20-00104-UT at 306 paragraph V.
Please identiy all relevant testimony and exhibits that descrive how the Company has complied with his directive 1o report the|
following inthe instant proceeding:
147 STAFF2:20 a__|Rene Gonzalez a.Th No. 42by rate class No
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number of customer Rate No. 42 atany one tme since ctive date of
148 STAFF2:20 b |Rene Gonzalez the rate No
149 STAFF2:20 ¢ [Rene Gonzalez c.The for Rate No. 42 customers No
d.Load Rate No. 42 cust v °s|
150 STAFF2-20 d No
d rat Was o beter pax
151 STAFF2:20 e etectric arid. No
152 STAFF2:20 t ifthe Company with any component of this directi Lain why it did not comp No
Please refer to the April 6, 2021 Recommended Decision in the Company's last rate case, 20-00104-UT at 306 paragraph W in
which that “EPE shal its proposed Rate No. 42
activity operating at 480v."Please confirm that the Company has expanded eligibility under Rate No. 42 to include charging|
activity operating at 480V. Please identify all relevant testimony and exhibits that identify this expanded eligibilty in this
153 STAFF2:21 Rene Gonzalez d A No
Please refer to the April 6, 2021 Recommended Decision in the Company’s last rate case, 20-00104-UT at 306-307 paragraphs|
X.1-4inwhich the Hearing Examiner recommended that EPE provide a report within 14 months of issuance of a final order in 20-
00104-UT
a. By customer class, the f the d option to the TO!
154 STAFF2:22 a No
b. By customer class, the f service under
155 STAFF2:22 b the No
156 STAFF2:22 c c. the Company’ d No
0. By customer class, since the last rate case, (1) the number of customers who elected to receive service under the TOD option
and whose total bilings for the initial 12-month period exceeded the billings under the Standard option; (2) the total amount,
credited by EPE to such customers for the difference in billings; and (3) the number of such customers who reverted to the
157 STAFF2:22 d No
Please refer to the April 6, 2021 Recommended Decision in the Company’s last rate case, 20-00104-UT at 307 paragraph Zin
which the Hearing Examiner recommended that EPE, n allfuture base rate case filings, state any reference to a cost-of-service
doltar on a New Mexico jurisdictional basis. Please identify allrelevant testimony showing the Company has complied with this
directive
158 STAFF2-23 a aif identiy all ompany ensured compliance with this directive. No
159 STAFF2-23 b b i No
Please refer to the April 6, 2021 Recommended Decision in the Company’s last rate case, 20-00104-UT at 307 paragraph Z.
Please explain how the Company ensured al relevant exhibits making reference to a cost-of-service related dollar amount in
exnibits to testimony, schedules, and workpapers were stated on a total company and New Mexico jurisdictional basis. If the
160 STAFF2:24 Com  not. No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Comp:
a. Please identify all analysis, studies, reports, workpapers, or other materials that support the Company’s classification of
161 STAFF2:25 a batte No
b. = of Carne, Santa Teresa and Buena Vista battery capacity to the|
162 STAFF2:25 b |legal New No
. For each battery resource, please identify all functions it is capable of performing and analysis quantifying the proportion of
163 STAFF2:25 i |Victor Martinez i. Capacity No
164 STAFF2.25 cil__|Victor Martinez il Energy No
165 STAFF2.25 ciii__|Omar Gallegos fi. Anciltary services No
166 STAFF2.25 civ__|Omar Gallegos v No
167 STAFF2:25 cv__|Omar Gallegos No
168 STAFF2:25 d___|Omar Gallegos d. i cost of energy used s No
Please refer to Exhibit MC-3 (Rate No. 50). Please provide a complete description of eligibilty criteria for the proposed tariff,
including:
169 STAFF2:26 a__|Mannycarrasco No
170 STAFF2-26 b [Manny Carrasco b. requirements No
171 STAFF2-26 ¢ [Manny carrasco <. customer No
172 STAFF2-26 d [ Manny Carrasco d.an, No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Carrasco Q119 page 88 lines 11-18. Please identify the industry|
173 STAFF2:27 Manny Carrasco No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Carrasco Q124 page 90 lines 12 -18 to page 92 lines 1-5. Please
provide a complete list of the other electric utilties reviewed, what thresholds those utilites use to designate large loads, and
174 STAFF2:28 Manny Carrasco any other 0 (High Load Factor Power) threshold of 30 MW. No
Please refer (o the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Carrasco Q127 page 92 line 1-5 in which Witness Carrasco testifes|
that the source for the Rate 50 charges is a cost-of-service study and rate design model for a hypothetical rate class for a 100
MW hyperscale data centers.
175 STAFF2:29 a__|Manny Carrasco Pl basis No
176 STAFF2:29 b [Manny Carrasco b. Please explain why a 100 MW custormer basis No
VP Y d
177 STAFF2-29 ¢ |Manny carrasco igible or ths taif. No
Please provide any analysis, workpapers, or other materials produced by the Company evaluating the cost of serving other|
178 STAFF2-29 d | Manny Carrasco e service under this new tarif. No
P 110 the Direct T P page 92line 7-17.
a. Please lst al other electric utlites' Large load tarif rate design a5 a partof prment of this Land)
179 STAFF2:30 a__|Manny Carrasco what factors were compared. No
b. Please quantify the proportion of transmission capacity costs, distribution system capacity costs, and 4CP and 4CP ASE|
i. Where the demand charge does not recover 100% of those costs, please explain why not and how the Company proposes to|
180 STAFF2:30 bi__|Manny Carrasco recover these costs. No
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Please refer to EXhibit MC-10 (Rate No. 51). Please provide a complete description of criteria for the proposed tarf
including:
181 STAFF2:31 a__|Manny Carrasco a.mi No
182 STAFF2:31 b [Manny Carrasco b No
183 STAFF2:31 ¢ [Manny Carrasco c. customer No
184 STAFF2:31 d [ Manny Carrasco d No
Please refer to EXbit MC-10 page 6. Please explain, in the case of a customer's demand falling below the 10 MW threshold,
how the Company’s ESA, taiff, or other proposed customer requirements will ensure customers taking service under Rate|
185 STAFF2-32 Manny Carrasco Schedule No. 51 will pay the full costs they exhibits No
Please fefer to EXNibit MC-12 (Hypothetical Rate Large Load COSS). tarif ull
recoversalt:
186 STAFF2:33 a__|Manny Carrasco No
b. System upgrade costs, Including but not limited to transmission and distribution costs, capacity upgrades, reliabilty|
187 STAFF2:33 b |MannyCarrasco upy No
188 STAFF2:33 ¢ [Manny Carrasco c. I not, please quantify No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Carrasco page 6 lines 1 to 3 in which Witness Carrasco testiies that
EPE is “proposing to move rate classes to the full recovery of their respective cost of service, thereby eliminating inter-class|
subsidies to the extent reflected in the CCOS.” Please explain how the Company ensred its proposed specialized large load
189 STAFF2-34 Manny Carrasco tarit : ” No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Comp: 10-11. the amount and function
190 STAFF2:35 of costs that customer ct bsent tariffs. No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company witness Novela QS5 page 46 ine 9~ 11 in which Mr. Novela testifes that the
load tarift hat other notbe ted
with serving large load customers. Please identify the specific provisions in the proposed example ESA that ensure “other
191 STAFF2:36 " No
Please refer to the Direct Testmony of Company witness Novela Q57 page 47 line 4-7. Please explain what materials the|
Company intends to file to support the ESAS in for C: { all
192 STAFF2:37 Legal | ESAs under Rate Nos. 50 and 51. No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company witness Novela Q58 page 47 line 13-15. Please identify the specific “issues|
with existing rates” that the large load tariff proposals address. Provide references to all testimony, exhibits, o other
193 STAFF2:38 Manny C: ddressed. No
Please refer ttachments
194 STAFF2:39 No
Please refer to e Direct Testimony of Comp: [ . the year over year load growth
de for ear 025, the annual average load growth (in mWh and %)
195 STAFF2-40 the Comy treme.” No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Comp:
1% STAFF2-41 a a. No
b. Please provide all analyses, studles, reports, or other matefials used by the Company to determine the level of expansion of
197 STAFF2-41 b Company No
Please refer to the Ditect Testimony of Company witness Gallegos page 74 line 15-17. How did the Company determine an)
approximate per customer connection cost of $8,996 was reasonable? Please provide all analyses, studies, workpapers, or
198 STAFF2-42 Omar Gallegos her No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company witness Gallegos page 68~ 72, describing the Company's distribution system
a provide the actual ar 2025 at needfor]
199 STAFF2-43 a__|omarGallegos investment. No
b. P Ifths|
200 STAFF2-43 b |omar Gallegos 1 toad growth. No
201 STAFF2.43 c__|omar Galiegos c. free or for No
P 10 the Direct Testimony of Comp 41line MC-01attabNM
L-1Full COS. Please provide all workpap , and other the Company's.
c 10f ExhibitMC-1:
202 STAFF2-44 a rrasco | aCustomer Other - $761,797 Yes
203 STAFF2-44 b rrasco | b. Customer 369 - Services $2,444,667 Yes
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Carrasco Q54 page 41 line 17-19. Did EPE evaluate any other|
a.f yes, please provide any analyses, studies, feports, or other materials used by the Company 1o evaluate alternative rate|
204 STAFF2-45 a__|MannyCarrasco designs. No
205 STAFF2-45 b [Manny Carrasco b.If not, please explain why not. No
P 110 the Direct T P
als the C policy, of pr g pdated after
206 STAFF2-46 a__|Manny Carrasco t time? No
207 STAFF2-46 b [Manny Carrasco Ifyes, please provide currentrule No
Please refer tothe f Comp 101
Case No. 20-00104-UT, the Company’s last rate case, page 229.
a licy, directi t quoted n th
RDin Case No. 20-00104-UT: “Thi s
L of the cost of °. Case No. 10-00379-
208 STAFF2-47 a__|Manny carrasco U Final Order Partiall 3 No
analyses, studies, prop:
mall
209 STAFF2-48 a__|Rene Gonzalez a.Ifthe Company u No
P : P 19line 18-20.
Ustwith the current status of 2
210 STAFF2-49 its system. No
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Please refer tothe f Comp line 4-13. the current
status of the T gram (TVRPP) and q tonumber of
f tomer bill
2m STAFF2:50 generation, t ts. No
for calendar the end of the
212 STAFF2:51 base period. No
Umonthly, quarterly, and iy 1
current monthyear. This request seeks regularly prepared reports that identify and explain variances between actual and
budgeted operating resuts, imited to variances in , plant closings, revenues, sales,
213 STAFF2:52 | Richard Gonzalez cost center, or business it No
listofall , adescription of and th for
214 STAFF2:53 calendar years 2021 d th riod and Test Period. No
2 for calendar years 2021 through the end of
separately for
215 STAFF2:54 reflectedin the Test Period. No
For new employee posttions included in this iling:
216 STAFF2:55 a a)The f ind Test Period. No
b) provide the amount of 1,
217 STAFF2:55 b tab No
218 STAFF2:56 a P ‘month for the past twenty-four months, a) No
219 STAFF2:56 b b) the actual department. No
For the Future vacancy rate please provide the following:
220 STAFF2:57 a a) The number of vacancies by position type; and No
221 STAFF2:57 b b) The number of vacan No
For overtime expenditures please provide the following:
222 STAFF2:58 a a)Th d 20: No
223 STAFF2:58 b b) Th eriod, and Test Period; and No
224 STAFF2:58 < <) Please identity the Test P No
Please provide the actual percentage of labor capitalized in each of calendar years 2020 through the end of the Base Period as|
225 STAFF2:59 1 Test Period. No
description of employees. For provide:
226 STAFF2:60 a )Ad f the program; No
227 STAFF2-60 b b) The plan document; No
228 STAFF2-60 < <) Corporate scorecard: e performance; No
229 STAFF2:60 d A endof siand No
230 STAFF2-60 e ) No
Please provide a description of all incentive compensation programs provided to officers and executives that differ from
F provide:
231 STAFF2-61 a )Ad f the program; No
232 STAFF2-61 b b) The plan document; No
233 STAFF2-61 < ) Performance scorecards or calculations; No
234 STAFF2-61 d a) endof and No
235 STAFF2-61 e ) Test No
236 STAFF2-61 f 1) Please identify the tab, row, here the Test No
[ bonu endofthe
b dand th TestPeriod b, fow, and here the test period
237 STAFF2-62 No
For each of EPE's three most recent base fate case fiings, provide:
238 STAFF2:63 a a) The amount of increase requested; No
239 STAFF2:63 b b) 3 No
240 STAFF2:63 ¢ ) The No
201 STAFF2:63 d 4) Whether d No
202 STAFF2:63 e el The No
243 STAFF2:63 t 1 The No
24 STAFF2:63 & £ The number on behalf of EPE; No
245 STAFF2:63 h 1) Th of EPE;and No

EXHIBITA
PAGE 270F 69



Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8)
246 STAFF2:63 i i) The effective date of new rates. No
Please describe in detail the process by which EPE determined the number of witnesses to sponsor direct testimony in this
proceeding. In your response, identify all factors considered, any internal guidelines or criteria applied, and the individuals or
oles involved in making that determination. In addition, provide any non-privileged documents that reflect o memorialize the
247 STAFF2.64 this case. No
248 STAFF2:65 e provide copies. No
249 STAFF2:66 Legal Please provide copies of all requests for for s iling, No
Please provide a full, complete, and temized accounting of outside service expenses incurred during the Base Period and Test
Period, identifying the vendor, amount paid, and nature of services provided as well as:
250 STAFF2-67 a a ecific case the s No
251 STAFF2:67 b b) Please provide the tory expenses. No
) Please provide a summary of the rate case expenses that have been incurred as of March 1, 2026 and those that are|
252 STAFF2:67 c profected to be incurred from ths same date. No
d anyof the
253 STAFF2:67 d to the as filed budgets. No
254 STAFF2:67 e e) Please identify the tab, row, e 2 No
Please provide a full, complete, and itemized accounting of internal costs incurred during the Base Period and Test Period,
255 STAFF2:68 including b to travel costs No
Please provide the amount of expenses for memberships and dues included n the Base Period and Test Period, identiying the|
256 STAFF2:69 management,directors, etc.). No
257 STAFF2:70 Please provide the amount of Base Period and Test Period revene requirement. No
P amountof and Test Period for
258 STAFF2:71 a a) Community affairs; No
259 STAFF271 b b) Government relation: No
2 amountof and Test Period, d
260 STAFF2:-72 a a) Educational; Yes
261 STAFF2-72 b b) Promotional; Yes
262 STAFF2-72 < d Yes
263 STAFF2-72 d d) Other Yes
264 STAFF2-72 e e) Please identify the tab, row, Yes
Please provide a one-year forward-looking Operations and Maintenance expense and capital expense budget by FERC accoun|
prepared immediately preceding each of the three most recent calendar years, as well as all subsequently prepared one-year,
265 STAFF273 Richard Gonzalez ble. No
Please identif all costs associated with the Carne Energy Storage Agreement, Buena Vista 1 Batery Energy Storage Syste,
and Buena Vista 1 Long Term Purchased Power Agreement that are currently recovered through riders, trackers, balancing|
Victor Martinez | accounts, deferred accounts, regulatory assets, or any other recovery mechanism, which EPE now proposes to include in base
266 STAFF274 Julissa Reza Rene Gonzalez | rates. No
Mar For b
267 STAFF275 a_ |juiissaReza Rene Gonzalez | a) th echanism; No
Victor Martinez
268 STAFF275 b |juiissaReza b) th No
Victor Martinez
269 STAFF275 ¢ |iuiissaReza Rene Gor No
Victor Martinez
270 STAFF275 d_ |juiissaReza Rene Gor ) No
Victor Martinez
271 STAFF275 e |iuiissaReza Rene Gor e) No
Victor Martinez
272 STAFF275 t |ulissaReza Rene Gonzalez | deferred asset balan No
Victor Martinez
273 STAFF275 2 |juiissaReza Rene Gonzalez d i No
Victor Martinez
274 STAFF275 b |juiissaReza Rene Gonzalez | h FE No
Victor Martinez
275 STAFF275 i |iiissaReza Rene Gonzalez __|) transition or rollover aci s and No

EXHIBITA
PAGE 280F 69



Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question 8)
Victor Martinez
276 STAFF275 i |juiissaReza ene Gor i base rates. No
Please identit all Advanced Metering System (*AMS") project costs proposed o be transitioned from the AMS Rider Into base|
rates, including:
277 STAFF2-76 a__|GindyPprieto tal No
278 STAFF2-76 b [CindyPrieto b) No
279 STAFF2-76 ¢ [CindyPrieto ation; No
280 STAFF2-76 d__[CindyPrieto d) net book value; No
281 STAFF2-76 e [CindyPrieto €) andTest Period 0&M eriod No
Please provide all workpapers, accounting schedul
282 STAFF2-77 v in base rates. No
Please explain in detail the proposed ratemaking reatment for AMS Rider balances upon transition of AMS project Costs i)
base rates, including:
283 STAFF2-78 a Cindy Prieto a) disposition of assetor liabily balances; No
284 STAFF2-78 b Cindy Prieto b) treatment of over- of under-recoveries; No
285 STAFF2-78 ¢ Cindy Prieto No
286 STAFF2-78 d Cindy Prieto d)and d No
Please identify all FERC accounts and subaccounts Used 1o record AMS project costs, AMS Rider recoveries, AFUDC,
287 STAFF2-79 Manny Carrasco depr ind AMS-related OBM expenses. No
Please explain how EPE ensured that AMS project costs proposed for inclusion In base rates are not simultaneously being|
288 STAFF2-80 \MS Rider or any other recovery mechanism. No
For all CCN projects that are entering service and are being proposed for recovery In this proceeding, please list the projects,
289 STAFF2-81 NMPRC b nd recovery in No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Adrian Hernandez, page 64, where it describes the alternative CCOS
illustration prepared that moves all City/County customers into Rate 07. Please provide the following information for each
group of customers that were moved for this CCOS illustration grouped by their rate class of origin for each month of the test
year:
289 DAC2:1 a a. Number of Customers No
290 DAC2:1 b b. kWh Sales No
201 DAC2:1 < c No
Enedina Soto
202 DAC21 d zalez d. Non- No
Referring o the CCO that moves all City/Count
ables for MC-1 and provide the Cost of
293 DAC2:2 similar toStaft Yes
Please refer to Table AH-7 on page 65 of the Direct Testimony of Company Witness Adrian Hernandez. The last row in Table AH-
h for the unit label, P nd not divided by o]
percent. Iftrue, please provide a corrected Table AH-7. Also, the text on page 65 appears to overlap Table AH-7 and is cut off in
204 DAC23 i Yes
205 DAC24 Manny Carrasco i No
Company a7s.
significant financial and affordabiliy pressures on itsfesidential customers”. Please explain how the Company determined the|
percent increase threshold for base rate increases that would (or would not) place significant financial and affordabilty|
296 DAC2:5 Manny Carrasco No
Please provide the calculations of the 4CP Average & Excess and 4CP demand allocation factors n electronic executable|
format and a detailed description of how each was calculated. Please include al source files with monthly rate class data in
297 DAC2:6 rmat. No
How much of the annual costs of the Carne ESA and Santa Teresa ESA are curtenty being fecovered in the RPS Cost Rider?)
298 DAC2:7 s noer applcatle) No
Are d Santa Teresa E used for “Current Ba
299 DAC2:8 Riders” tMC-2? No
Are ta Teresa Rider used for “Proposed Base Rates +
300 DAC2:9 Manny Carrasco c ustomer Charge)” Cof ExhibitMC-2? No
M What costs will continue to be collected in the RPS Cost Rider if Phase 2 rates were to be implemented as proposed by the
anny Carrasco
301 DAC2-10 Rene Gonzalez | **™P2"” ider. No
Compensation. Please provide the complete non-executive compensation benchmarking studies relied upon by EPE in
preparing this rate case filing, including any study conducted by a third-party consultant. For each study provided, please
provide:
a. The full study report including peer group compensation, selection criteria applied to identify comparative companies, and
302 DAC31 a No
b. Where multiple peer classes or size tiers were evaluated, the quantitative resuits, including median, 25th percentie, and|
303 DAC31 b ach ter separately. No
c. Documentation showing how EPE was evaluated against each selection criterion used to define comparative groups|
tal asset of nd and which peer class|
304 DAC31 c ortier No
d. The rationale for the comparative group of peer class ultimately selected as the benchmark for setting salaries and other|
305 DAC31 d including any analysis of alternative peer No
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306 DAC31 e used for that position, and the percentie rank of EPE's salan No
1. The pay for in the rate case pro forma, the benchmark comparative level
used nd 3
307 DAC31 1 for £rE No
3 for forma, the
308 DAC31 £ i No
c i b
For.
a. The full stucy report including peer group compensation, selection crieria applied to identity comparative companies, and|
300 DAC3.2 N data sources used. No
b. Where multiple peer classes or size tiers were evaluated, the quantitative results, including median, 25th percentle, and,
310 DAC32 b ach e separately No
c. Documentation showing how EPE was evaluated against each selection criterlon used to define comparative groups|
total asset of nd and which peer class|
311 DAC32 c orter No
d. The rationale for the comparative g1oup of peer class ulimately selected as the benchmark for seting salaries and other|
312 DAC32 d including any analss of alterative peer No
. The current base salary for each employee position included In the rate case pro forma, the benchmark comparative level
313 DAC32 e usedfor nd P No
1. The pay for in the rate case pro forma, the benchmark comparative level
used nd 3
314 DAC32 1 for e No
3 for forma, the
315 DAC3-2 % thall No
c i f
for EP located
316 DAC33 1oEPE No
c i nd
317 DAC3-4 h metric, and the percentage of target the amount paid reflects, for each year 2021 throuigh 2026. No
C tion. For EPE, e lary paid,
hiyp
r (No names, ites, or positions are needed for this
318 DAC35 response). No
c tion. For 3 the testyear,
other the thor
each type of and dth
319 DAC36 (Nonames, tites, o positi No
Revenue. every dollar pays EPE that P
320 DAC37 rasco__|the testyear No
Legal Expenses. Regarding Ex. SAS 2 at page 2, 1ow 9, the outside legal Uitigate N
Case No. $-1-5C-40285 (2020 Rate Case Remand Order Appeal, NMPRC Docket No. 20-00104-UT), (both total amount and|
321 DAC3-8 Legal the testvear used n this case). No
Please provide copies of any agreements (including attachments, exhibits, amendments, addenda, memoranda of
understanding, and other written revisions of clarifications) ma! EPE has ntre o wih e g 00 cstoners 2
defined n the Corpany’stestimony whether the argg is or wil
322 cle11 No
Please pr pies of all gtoth toRequest for Production CLC 1-
1, including correspondence intemal to EPE amongst its employees, officers, owners, counsel, and consultants and;
correspondence between EPE andthe potential clients and their agents and representatives, between EPE and entites involved;
in the desiging, permiting or financing of the operations of the potential large load customers; correspondence between EPE|
and the entities that own or control land that might be used for the sites of the large load customers’ operations;
correspondence between EPE and entites that might be involved with or afected by the transmission and distribution faciltes|
and services needed to provide electric utly service o the potentialarge load customers; and correspondence between EPE|
and federal, state, or local governmental o quasi-governmental entities or agencies that might be involved in authorizing or
the targe ¢ facilties and transmission, or
323 cle12 No
o the extent not otherwise produced in response to Requests for Production CLC 1-1 and 1-2, please provide copies of all
correspondence relating to potential electric wtilty service large load customers as defined in the Company’s testimony and
proposed Rate Nos. 50 and 51, regardless of whether larg is or will be EPE's New,
Mexico or Texas service area and regardless of whether binding agreements regarding utily service have been reached. Your|
response should include, at minimum, correspondence internal to EPE amongst its employees, officers, owners, counsel, and|
consultants; between EPE and the of e potenal large oad customers(ncluding bt ot
bt dments, add d other written
revisions or clarifications; correspondence between EPE and enties involved in the designing, permiting or financing of the|
the potential large | between EPE and the entities that own or control land that
gt be used for the sies of the targe load customers’ operatons; corespondence between EPE and enttiesthat might be
involved with or affected by the transmission and distribution facilties and services needed to provide electric utilty service to
the potential large load customers; and correspondence between EPE or potential arge load customers and federal, state, or
local governmental or quasi-govermental entities or agencies that might be involved in authorizing or facilitating the|
development of the large load customers’ facilties and electric generation, transmission, o distribution facilities and services
o be used to serve the potential arge load customers.
324 cle1s No
1f not produced in response to Requests for Production CLC 1-2 through CL 1-3, please provide copies of any agreements|
(cluing atacnments, esis, amendnents, addeds, mermeranda of uderstacing, and oer witen revsions o
MW of firm load, with
the prospect of slgnmcamly large MW commitments in the future” identified in the Direct Testimony of James Schicht. at page
325 clc1a Jim Schichtt 47,lines 9-12. No
P copyof
for the first facilties not
326 cle1s Omar Gallegos i) No
For each EPE procurement of energy or capacity from a third party developer and for each EPE procurement of energy or
capacity from a self-buit project that EPE has selected to serve New Mexico and/or Texas jursdictional customers but which,
was not in commercial operation as of the end of the base period in this case, September 30, 2025, please provide a copy of
every FERC cluster study that evaluated transmission service and/or transmission system upgrades in connection with each
327 cle1e Omar Gallegos No
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(a) (b) () (d) (e) U]
Doesthis need tobe
Supplemented based on the.
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenorsset Subpart Sponsor nsors) Question 8
allL

producer and/or g d of October,

1, 2024 through September 30, 2025, including attachments, exhibits, amendments, addenda, memoranda of
328 cle1y Omar Gallegos andother " No

allL

producer presently has binding a v

ot reached its Commercial Operation Date (COD) by the end of the base period in this case, September 30, 2025. Include|

attachments, exhibits, amendments, addenda, memoranda of understanding, and other written revisions o clarfications, and|

copies of P
329 cle1s Omar Gallegos No

Please provide a copy of every Distribution Expansion Plan prepared by EPE since 2010, as well as any amendments,
330 cle1e Omar Gallegos isions. or No
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SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) (c) (@) (e) [t}
Does this need tobe
Supplemented based on the.
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question
Please provide a copy of every System Exp: 2010, as wellas any  modification
331 cle110 Omar Gallegos revisions. or No
Please provide a copy of every long-term purchased power agreement (PPA) or energy storage agreement (ESA) that EPE has|
entered into that has not been preseftted to the NMPRC for approval in ud
ddend and other lariications. Your answer
among other agreements, EPE’s contracts regarding the Milagro Project, for which the short-term procurement of renewable,
energy was approved by the Commission in NMPRC Case No. 24-00176-UT, but in which docket the relevant agreement or
. clori omar Gallegos agreements were not enteredinto evidence. o
modiied, clarfied, or
power agreement (PPA) or energy that i
NMPRC for approval in a docketed proceeding, regardiess of whether such document has been designated as a contractual
333 cie112 Omar Gallegos " No
Please refer to the spreadsheet labeled Staff 01-27_Attachment 01 provided by EPE in response to Interrogatory and Reques,
for 127 of Staf's First Setof 3 thatrecord EPE’s hour
354 i1 each hour from January 1, 31,2025 o
Referring to EPE’s response to| and Request for 129, provide:
“Peak Contribution (MW)” values stated for the Buena Vista 1, Santa Teresa, and Carne battery energy storage systems|
(“BESS”) stated in that response. Also provide any alternative calculations of the capacity contributions of each of those,
335 clc1e Victor Martinez No
Provide documentation of the energy production, battery storage charging status, battery storage charge level, battery storage,
discharge, and delveries of energy from the Buena Vista 1 solar facily directly to EPE’s system on an hourly basis, or on 30-
minute, 15-minute or any other smaller nterval that
336 cle11s Victor Martinez Commercial No
337 clei1e Manny Carrasco Jim Schict forth n bar 01 of the Direct Testimony of No
Referring to ExhibitJ5-01 of the Direct Testimony of b
chartform or otherwise, of ust e final order of PUCT Docket
338 cle1az Manny Carrasco Jim Schictt No. 57568. No
Please refer to Table GN-1 on page 19 ofthe Direct Testimony of
tated Wand loadatthe
339 cle11s time of annual No
P rtothe Direct T &  Workpaper A-3,
10;and the Direct Testimony of Julissa | Reza at pages 8 through 9 and provide:
(a) copies of proposals or other unsel a
340 cle119 a proceeding; No
341 cle119 b (b) copies of F urresponse to Re r 119; No
(c) copi prop pert
32 cle119 c connection with ths rate case; No
(d) copies of
343 cle119 d h heir No
r that
Z nsulting irm and that
344 cle119 e person's hourly 1and No
(1) copies of records of EPE's forthis
345 cle119 1 discovery like all others ely and complete manner. No
Please refer tothe Direct Testimony of 8 ; the Direct Testimony of Jutissal.
Reza at pages 8 through 9, and Workpaper A-3, Adjustment No. 10, and provide copies of all estimates, bids or proposals, and;
other documents that support EPEs request for $104,800 of “Other” expenses for the present rate case other than “Outside
Legal Services” and “Outside Consulting.” Please recall that for quest, ke al others, is conti d EPE i
bigated
346 cle120 onteate No
the amount "
her ud L time spent
uture time that Pl tike all others
347 cle12 WA obligated to upd: No
Referring to your response to Request for Production CLC 1-21,f any of EPE' have
EPE -00082-UT,
EPE d of
timesheet oftheir gutatory p
provide copies of such timesheets. Please recall that for ke alloth i EPEis
348 cle122 NA obligated No
Please refer tothe Direct Testimony of- paper A-3, pages 1 236.
Produce egible copies of the images of media ughout and audio, video, and/or
349 cle12s E Yes
Please refer tothe Direct Testimony of Richards 11andTabl
350 cle12e Richard Gonzalez each equity No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Richard s 12through
351 cle12s Richard Gonzalez 01, Workpaper cited in Footnote 1of Schedule G-01. No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Victor B and
d IPRC Case No. 20-00104-UT, and each
352 cle12e Victor Martinez todate. No
Please refer tothe Direct Testimony of Victor
353 cle127 a___|victorMartinez @ 1o produce those graphs; No
354 clc127 b |Victor Martinez () for No
355 clc127 c__|victor Martinez ) M-2 for the month of September 2024; No
(d)the same source information used n Exhibit VM-2 for the months of June through September 2025 (i, partof the base
356 cle127 d_|victor Martinez period of the ; No
o forthe top
357 cle127 e |victorMartinez load hours, typical v No
Referring tothe Direct T L respon qu roduction CLC 1-27,
o it
summer of 202 Teresa
358 clc128 Omar Gallegtos Victor Martinez | Project for No
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(a) (b) () (d) (e) U]
Does this need tobe.
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set | subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question
fVictor M-2and your response to Redquestfor Production CLC 1-27,
P €LC 127, provi
duct itis proposing
359 cic12 © Mar o arne Project and the Santa Teresa Project for No
P tothe DirectT . 16through u
Buena Vista 1 (“BESS") testing
prior 2023) Requestfor
Production CLC 1-15 perator
Buena Vista 1 dischargin p
Teras
360 cic13 Victor Martinez fursdiction recovery purposes. No
Referring to the Direct T T T6througn 18an roduction
1-15.and1-30, please p EPE'srecovery o Buena Vista 1 BESS from s Texas
361 cic1a Victor Martinez No
Referrng to the Direct T z T6thiough 18an roduction GLC
1-15.nd 1-30, please p s )
PUCT Docket No. 57568, prope s for
a2 cic1a Victor Martinez rate case. No
Referring fo the Direct T z T6thiough 18an roduction GLC
1-15.nd1-30, please p s .
PUCT Docket No. 57568, prope s for
363 cic13 Victor Martinez No
Referring to the Direct T T T6thiough 18an roduction GLC
115 and 1-30,please p nPUCT Dacket No.
 of Buena Vista |
384 cicia Victor Martinez com; tothat inal order. No
Referring to the Direct T T T6thiough 18an roduction
115 and 1-30,please p nPUCT Dacket No.
57568 for recovery of
365 cic13s Victor Martinez pursuantto that final rcer. No
B "o the Direct T T provid
366 cle13 Victor Martinez Fiure VM-1. No
2 tothe DirectT . provide the same
367 i1y Victor Martinez gure VM-1for (2 the firt nine months d (b) all o 202 No
368 cic13s s " for alldays h2026. No
Please and Schedule H-1, pages 1 and 2 o 4, lines 16 through 30, and provide detailed supporting documentation on a monthly
basis for each FERC Account line tem relatingto the $110.5 milion of Total Company non-fuel Palo Verde Nuclear Generation
369 ce21 thathr. ! No
Referring to Exibit CSP-1 of the Direct Testimony of Cynthia S. Prito and the Direct Testimony of Vctor Martinez at pages 29
through 33, provide detailed, $218,168,608 of Palo from January 1, "
September 30, 2025, identied as “GPO0S” on line 226 of Exibit CSP-L of the Direct Testimony of Cynthia S. Prieto,inclucing|
but not imited to the nature of the undertaking, its cost, and the date upon which work on the improvemen, repai, or
a0 ciczz Victor Martinez Cindy Prieto eachof th No
Provide EPE's calculations and workpapers reflecting the derivation of an allocation factor of 13.63647% to the New Mexico
jurisdicton for all P January 1 0 Extibit CSP-1f
an cle2s the Direct Testimony of Cynthia S. Prito, No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Victor Martinez at page 1, nes 7 through 21 and provide EPE's analysisof the capacity
Uinput data and the
a2 cic2a Victor Martinez et Hughes by EPE. No
fVictor allinternal
a7 ciczs Victor Martinez et Hughes tional ! s and analyses of benefits. No
Referring to the Direct Testimony of Victor Martinez at page 51, provide coples of all EPE requests for external analyses of
tions and ing Newman Unit 3in 2023, nclud 1 costsfor each option
or alteratve and any analyses of benefis; copies of responses to EPE's requests relatng to options and alternatives; and
nal
374 CLC2:6 Victor Martinez Jeff Hughes No
Referrng to the Direct Testimany of Victor Marlinez at page 51 provide copies of any bids or proposals obtained by EPE for
Newman Unit 3n 2023 K as any bidsor proposals for potential aliernatives
375 CLc2-7 Victor Martinez Jeff Hughes to the work that EPE chose to have performed. No
Referring o the Direct Testimony of Victor Martinez at pages 51.o 52, provide documents relating to outage of Newman Unit3
76 ciczs Victor Martinez et Hughes tater No
Please refer to Table AH-7 on page 65 of the Direct Testimony of Adrian Hernandez, as corrected in EPE's Notice of Erata and
Filing of 15,201
- cleze . w that Tabel AH-3; and "
@ -2, (Note that EXhDi AH-2, produced as by
EPE in response to Staff Interrogatory and Request for Production 1-1,in a folder labeled STAFF 01-01_Attachment 12 witin a
folder labeled STAFF 01.01 Attachments contains a “Read-only” spreadsheet that includes only the bar chart with no data or
78 cic2e 2 ) Yes
Please refer to Exibit AH-1 atached to he Direct Testimon provide the historical
develop those bar charts. (Note that the excel spreadshest for Extibit AH-1, produced as by EPE in response to Staff
Intertogatory and Request for Production 1-1,in  folder labeled STAFF 01:01_ Attachment 12 within a flder labeled STAFF 01-
- o210 o1 “Read-only” spreadsheet o
Please refer o the Moody's Ratings opinion produced inresponse to Interrogatory and Request for Production Staff 1-2 abeled
STAFF 01-02_ Atachment 06 and produce a copy of the captal plan update released during the first quarter of 2026 that s
380 clczn Richard Gonzalez Lofthat opinion. No
Please every or update or other Concerning EPE fssued after those
381 clc212 Richard Gonzalez 12 No
Please produce a copy of the EPE 2024 Corporate Sustainabilty Repor ited n footnote 113 of the Direct Testimony of Jennifer
382 clcz1 Jennifer Netson €. Nelson.atpage No
Referring to EPE's response o Request for Production CLC 2-13, above, provide copies of any EPE Corporate Sustainabily
383 clc214 Jennifer Netson Reports or similar € atter ited by Jennifer E. Netson, No
Please refer o the DirectTestimony of Jennifer E. Nelson at page 97, ine 15 through page 9, e 4 and footnote 114. Produce
the data relaing to the percentage of net generation from nuclear plants o each of Ms. Nelson's proxy group uties to which
384 clc21s Jennifer Netson Fure footnote t1defer. No
P +to Workpaper A0 N the Total
c upport each amount
a5 ciczs Julssa Reza n beriod, as well asfor dad) Yes
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(a) (b) () (d) (e) U]
Doesthis need tobe
Supplemented based on the.
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenorsset Subpart Sponsor nsors) Question 8
Please refer to Workpaper A-03, No. the Total
Company and New Mexico jurisdictions and provide:
386 cle217 a__|iuissaReza (a)references to EPE gulatory Commission Expenses i F No.928 and Yes
387 cle2a7 b (b) EPE No
P : T A-Sierra rkpaper A-03 or the Total Company.
and the New Mexico jurisdiction and provide
i base
388 cle218 a period, as well as for EPE's dad) ifany; and No
(o) EPEs
389 cle218 b o No
Please refer o the Direct Testimony of Victor individual Palo
tal January 1,2020 that:
(a) cost EPE, on a total company basis, $1,000,000 or more for ddit $500,
3% cle219 a___|Victor Martinez more for d January 1 2022, No
(b) cost EPE, on a total company basis, $2,000,000 or more for ddit
$1,000,000 or more for
391 cle219 b |Victor Martinez December. 1,2025 No
P tothe Direct i 3
392 cle220 a_|victor Martinez (a) EPE per MWh for th v ; No
O&aMcost ifavailable, Resource
393 cle220 b |victor Martinez Facility O&M costs on a per-MWh bass for each vear from 2019 through 2025. Consulting.” No
the amount of P
her time spent
future time that likely will be devoted to this general rate proceeding. Please recall that forthis iscovery request, ke all
394 cle221 Legal i No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Jeffery M. Hughes at page 46, ines3 through 8 and the Direct Testimony of Victor
Martinez at page 0, ine ,lne 21, whi the benefit
for Provide th Energ,
« p dat
395 clez22 Victor Martinez a No
G pon qu roduction CLC 2-22, p P
itchose any
39 cle223 Jeff Hughes i Mar No
Please provide the rate design model used to develop the proposed Phase 1 and Phase 2 rates in executable electronic forma,
with formulae intact. If not self-contained in the same fil, please provide any and all workpapers used for rate design in
397 DACa-1 Manny Carrasco executable electronic format. No
Please provide a table showing the assumed annual number of Rate 7 customers and annual kWh taking sevice under each,
d Optional Time of Day Rate) for the testyear period.
398 DACa2 Rene Gonzalez ManuelCarrasco | *'® Time ) s No
o data for Rate 3 and Rate 7 by :
399 DACa3 a2 [Rene Gonzatez ABumber of Customers No
400 DAC 43 b [Rene Gonzalez No
01 DAC 43 ©[Rene Gonzalez C.id No
402 DAC4-3 d D Non-C No
403 DAC 43 e E W No
2 d Rate 7 by 1 the Base Year and the Test Year.
404 DACa-4 a2 [Rene Gonzatez AMumber of Customers No
405 DAC a4 b [Rene Gonzalez 8.1 No
06 DAC a4 ©_[Rene Gonzalez C.id No
407 DAC a4 d DKW Non-C No
408 DAC a4 e E W No
Regarding the testimony of James A, Schichtlat 17: E trucre are
essential to enable EPE p P its goals” ythe
409 DACas Jim Schichtt goals M No
Refer to EPE's General Diversification Plan (NMPRC Case No. 19-00234-UT Certifcate of Stipulation, Stipulation Ex. B at 6)
where EPE states “[a]s a part of the IIF umbrella, the IIF Investors (who are the indirect limited partners in each of the three
master for IF tities.”
a0 oAcas | ichar Gonzater approving all equity investments and the source of those funds. o
[ (“NIF"), s holding company Sun Jupiter Holdings|
LLC, or ultimate parent J.P. Morgan Chase & Co. have any equity interest, financial stake, or operational role in Project Jupiter or
411 DAC47 Jim Schichtt it microgrid No
urentor . officers, or EPE, Sun Jupiter Holdings LLC, IIF,or 1. Morgan
who currenty serve on the board of directors, management team, or advisory board for STACK Infrastructure, Oracle, or any
412 DAC4B Jim Schichtt Project upiter-rel No
Please dentiy al utiites that IF, or s subsidiary or other afilited nterests, own, hold, o otherwise control, and theircurren|
413 DAC4-9 Richard Gonzalez No
Refer to EPE's Final Sipulated Regulatory Commitments (NMPRC Case No. 19-00234-UT Certificate of Stpulation, Stipuation,
2 i
a4 DAC4-10 Richard Gonzalez ExAat127) 'sBoard of dividends o
Refer to EPE's Final Stipulated Regulatory Commitments (NMPRC Case No. 19-00234-UT Certificate of Stpulation, Stipuation,
ExAaUT121:22). to:IFUS 2time
control payments; any tax impact as a result of the Transaction; certain executive severance costs related to the Transaction;
and third-party cernal legal advisor
paid to advance or ind goodwil andthe
415 DAC4-11 No
Please provide EPE's definition of the term “affordability” as the term relates to public utlty rates regulated by the New Mexico)
Public Regulation Commission. I doingso,
416 STAFF3.1 a Jim Schichtt a.Provid lysis. research, o other affordability. No
b.If EPE
417 STAFF3.1 b Jim Schichtt New n No
in n
a
a18 STAFF3.2 a sim Schichtt efore the Commission No
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(a) (b) () d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8)
b Provide EPE that arate
a9 STAFF3-2 b Jim Schichtt case before the Commission. No
3 final orders of answer.
420 STAFF3-2 c Jim Schichtt No
Ifyour answer is not afirmative, please:
a. Explain why EPE does not believe that it is relevant to take affordabiliy, as defined, into account in the evaluations and|
421 STAFF3-2 a Jim Schichtt fa rate case before the Commission. No
a. Provide EPE's definiion of °s definition of
422 STAFF3-3 a__|Rene Gonzalez ally as well as n EPE No
b. Has EPE evaluated any alternatives to reduice low-income customer bills besides the proposal included in the Company’s|
Application in this case, whether in New Mexico more generally or in EPE’s service area specifically? If yes, please provide any
umption Ifnot, 3
423 STAFF3-3 b |Manny carrasco No
. Has EPE performed any analysis on the abiliy of low-income customers to shift load 10 off-peak peiod, whether in New,
424 STAFF3.3 ¢ |Mannycarmasco in EPE" Ifyes, provide that analyss. If no, explain why not No
d. dentify how EPE anticipates low-income customers should participate in time-of-day rates generally (not specifc to EPE's|
425 STAFF3-3 d_|Manny carrasco No
426 STAFF3-4 a__|Rene Gonzalez > the Low-income Rider? No
427 STAFF3-4 b [Rene Gonzalez . Provide data, workbooks, studies, and No
428 STAFF3-4 ¢ [Rene Gonzalez c hods did EPE consider? No
429 STAFF3-4 d__|Rene Gonzalez d.Why were they refects No
430 STAFF3-4 e [Rene Gonzalez .11 EPE did not consider alternative methods. why did EPE make this decision? No




Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
() (b) () (@ (e) 0]
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the.
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8)
For EPE's Residential Customers, please answer the following questions:
431 STAFF3-5 a a. Whatlevel of bilncre ford No
432 STAFF3:5 b b. How did EPE determine the answer 10 3-5(a)? No
433 STAFF3-5 c CWould any cost above the amount, or eveL of in indicated in EPE's response to 3-5(a) b No
2 . 2
s JE— A Would any cost at or below the amount,or level ofincrease, indicated in EPE's response to 3-5(a) be affordable? o
What options has EPE considered to mitigate the impacts of affordabiliy for customers who do not qualify for the low-income
435 STAFF3-5 e rider? No
For EPE's L
436 STAFF3-6 a a. Whatlevel of bilncre ford No
37 STAFF3-6 b b. How did EPE determine the answer 10 3-6(a)? No
a8 JE— . c amount, or level of response to 3-6(a) No
2 v 2
430 JE— A d. Would any cost at or below the amount,or level of increase, indicated in EPE's response to 3-6(a) be affordable o
440 STAFF36 e No
For EPE'SC 1
441 STAFF3-7 a a. Whatlevel of bilincre ford No
442 STAFF3.7 b b. How did EPE determine the answer 10 3-7(a)? No
43 STAFF37 c . Would any above the amount. or evelof ncr ’s response (0 3-71al No
2 g 2
wan R A d. Would any cost at or below the amount,or level of increase, indicated in EPE's response to 3-7(a) be affordable o
45 STAFF3.7 e e What E considered o mi affordabiliy for these customers? No
For EPE's Residential custom
a. Provide a spreadsheet detailing the number of residential customers in arrears on a month-to-month basls dating back to
446 STAFF3-8 a__|cindyPrieto 2020. No
b. Provide a spreadsheet detailing the number of residential customers in arrears on a at year end basis for each year dating|
447 STAFF3-8 b |cindyPrieto back the time of this reauest. No
For EPE" I
a. Provide a spreadsheet detailing the number of commercial customers i afrears on a month-to-month basis dating back to
448 STAFF3.9 a__|cindyPrieto No
b. Provide a spreadsheet detailing the number of commercial customers in arrears on a atyear end basis for each year dating|
449 STAFF3.9 b |cindyPrieto back of the time of this reauest. No
For EPE" e
a. Provide a spreadsheet detailing the number of customers, by customer class, in arrears on a month-to-month basis dating|
450 STAFF3-10 a__|cindyPrieto backt02020. No
b.Provide a spreadsheet detailing the number of customers, by customer class, n arrears on a at year end basis for each year,
451 STAFF3-10 b |cindyPrieto o the fime ofthis request. No
Please provide EPE's definition of the tem "energy burden” as the term relates to public utly rates regulated by the New|
Mexico Public Regulation Commission. I doing 5o,
452 STAFF3-11 a a. Provid nalysis. research. EPE's definition of afordabilt. No
b.Ifthis is not available, please explain the basis for EPE's definition of lated by
453 STAFF3-11 b the N No
b levant1o a rate case before the New Mexico Public
. please:
a. Explain in detail how energy burden is relevant and how energy burden s taken into account in the evaluations and|
454 STAFF3-12 a fa rate case before the Commission. No
b. Provide of EPE arate
455 STAFF3-12 b case before the Commission. No
456 STAFF3-12 c c.Identity al sions or final orders of the Commissi swer No
ifyour answer is notaffirmative, please:
a. Explain why EP: believe thatitis relevant 8  as defined, into account in the evaluations and
457 STAFF3-12 a calculations that fa rate case before the Commission. No
What analysis has EPE conducted to determine the proportion of energy burdened customers in ts service territory? If EPE has
conducted no such analysis, please provide a detailed explanation as to why EPE does not believe tis relevant
58 STAFF3-13 the Company's service territory. o
Does EPE belleve that each and every customer who is energy burdened in the Company’s New Mexico service territory will
459 STAFF3-14 aualit for and be able to utiize the low-income rider? No
garding EPE's response 16
a. Please provide the return on equity assumed by the forecast in the chart showing Cash from Operations pre-WC to debt ratio
460 STAFF3.15 a__|Richard Gonzalez for 20261 No
b. Please provide all workpapers used in the calculation of the chart showing Cash from Operations pre-WC to deb ratio for
461 STAFF3.15 b |Richard Gonzalez No
462 STAFF3-16 Rene Gonzalez Please provide the Excel fles for WP 0.2.1 and WP 0.2.2 wit Yes
o total for all 8,760 hours of
6 —— the 7 the testyear and any projectedyear available. o
P forallg;
464 STAFF4-2 ilabl ive the ad. No
available.
465 STAFF4-3 a a. Pl No
466 STAFF4-3 b b.if identiy th din the testyear. No
467 STAFF4-4 hour auestion 2is net o n. No
Please provide a complete lst of all generating including for each)
unit: name, plant, fuel type, minimum l0ad, ramp fates, start up times, minimum up/down times, heat rate curves, COD, and|
468 STAFF4-5 Jeff Hughes Victor Martinez ed or actual No
469 STAFF4-6 Jeff Hughes Victor Martinez : e No
Please provide all applicable forced outag X foreach
470 STAFF4-7 Jeff Hughes No
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SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8)
Please provide all environmental, emissions, or operational constraints applicable to each generating unit in the test year and|
a71 STAFF4-8 Jeff Hughes r Mar No
Please provide the jurisdictional assignment of each generating unit (e.g., system share vs. New Mexico share), including all)
72 STAFF4-9 the test vear and any projected vear. No
ide all nd stor
resource, including:
73 STAFF4-10 a_|seftHughes Victor Martinez___|a. Uniton/off status No
a74 STAFF4-10 b [JeffHughes Victor Martinez | b. Hourly generation (MWh) No
75 STAFF4-10 c[leftHugnes r Mar c ; t No
76 STAFF4-10 d_[sefHugnes Victor Martinez | d. Start-un events No
77 STAFF4-10 e [leffHughes Victor Martinez o No
u dispatch, including:
478 STAFF4-11 a_|Victor Martinez ration by unit No
79 STAFF4-11 b___|VictorMartinez b. v load level No
480 STAFF4-11 c_|Victor Martinez c.An No
u both jurisdiction
481 STAFF4-12 o r Mar vear and No
482 STAFF4-13 Victor Martinez the test vear and any projected vear. No
What additional rge Load Tariff 7Please
483 DAC5-1 Manny Carrasco brovi wense and the dollar amoun. No
What nter customer instead of 100 MW class
484 DAC5-2 Manny Carrasco (Rate 501 d rease? Please explain. No
ifon 1 pany' filing, willth
485 DAC5-3 Manny Carrasco assuming no other ipany inis filing? Please explain, No
e designed to collectall may be
rved by Inot,pl 1
486 DAC5-4 A |Manny carrasco A included? No
87 DAC5-4 B [Manny Carrasco 8. Howwill those costs be collected? No
488 DAC5-4 ¢ [MannyCarrasco C. Whowillpay for those costs? No
10 lines 30, 31 an NML-1 Full COS” v
489 DACS5 Manny Carrasco these v ndf so. what? No
percentfor ¥ No
490 DAC56 andtestvear at.
he response to DAC 2-1a hasa P DAC
2-1dshow October 2025, the dates in DAC 2-1a are correct and
491 DAC57 Rene F. Gonzalez | shoul If not. please exolain No
2-1aand2-1t
492 DAC5-8 Rene F. Gonzalez rmat. No
21cand2-1
493 DACS-9 instead of average kW and provide a total cutable format. No
EXNIDIt MC-01 shows a total of 1,838,616,537 kWh and 2,311,574 01:02./ hows a total of No
1,839, KWhand 45 KW. ® Ifinerrar, DAC 02
494 DAC5-10 Rene F. Gonzalez _|0:
11 DAC 02-02_Attachment 01  whatimpact 1 No
495 DACS-11 rasco | ihrough 267
Company's respe 22, please p Yes
A
496 DAC5-12 A modet 2:02
B mi Yes
497 DAC5-12 ] (PDI non-executable format f Excel not available)
No
7in DAC 02-02. mpared to Rate 7in Exhibit MC-0115 25,342,835 kWh. The total kih
DAC2:1 763,819 KWh.
498 DAC513 Rene F. Gonzalez | befor I cco: Rate 7.
No
The k 7in DAC 02-02. mparedto Rate 7 in Exhibit MC-01i5 99,353 kW. The total Non-
Coincident 21 79,146 KW. i
499 DACS5-14 Manny C: in the alterative CCOS analysis fo 7
ifany of the DAC 02-02. oracorrectionto any No
500 DAC5-15 both
Please refer to: (1) EPE’ 1-35 (Doia Ana County) and DAC 1-35
‘Supplemental_Attachment 01, showing Test Year Total Company Outside Services of $100,000 or more per vendor totaling
$8,733,932; (2) EPE’s April 15, 2026 Notice of Errata, WP A-03 TOTAL COMPANY at page 7, line 161, column (b) and page 9, line.
61 diusted Test P
the amount of $10,498,819; (3) EPE's April 15, 2026 Notice of Errata, WP A-03 TOTAL COMPANY at page 10, line 169, columns
(b) and (j) and page 12, line 169, columns (am through (aa); and (4) EPE's April 15, 2026 Notice of Errata, WP A-03 NEW
MEXICO, at page
13, lines 132 and 138 and page 16, lines 132 and 138, and provide the following information with
supporting documentation including invoices:
(a) Refering U Culturespan Marketing, Hahn Agency, and
for FERC Account No.
1930.000 Outside Service rather than FERC. No.930.1 1 d
that andare not s costof
service study or proposed
501 cLe3 a rates. Yes
Test Period similarto
DAC 1-35 Supplemental_Attachment 01, by vendor and amount, that accounts for the
difference of $1,764,887, between the WP A-03 amount for Outside Services and the DAC
1-35 Supplemental_Attachment 01 total Test Period costs, and explain whether the only
from D) U was
because the total costfor 000 or whether
reasons for hat vendor's total 135
502 clea b reasons. No
(c)Identiy the ndor listed n D U wellas for each of the smaller
" 4-41{b} (CLC 3-1(b)) that have been
g, contributions, donations, dues, subscriptions, membership fees, or
lobbying expenses subject to NMPRC Rule 17.3.350 NMAC. To the extent that EPE has not, in response to Interrogatory and
qu 4-fa) (CLC3-1 roduction CLC 119, 1-20, 2-17, and 2-18, produced base
period invoices for each of the
Cc1-1(0) d describe  EPE
503 cLe3 c amongvarious FERC accounts. No
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SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question
(d)Identify the amounts for each vendor listed in DAC 1-35 Supplemental_Attachment 01 as well s for each of the smaller
1-1(b) (CLC 3-1(b) that have been
inwhole or in part from New
ase. To the extent that EPY 1
3(a); (b}, and e} (CLC 3-1(a), (b) and (c) and Requests for Production CLC 1-19, 1-20, 2-17, and 2-18, produced base period
Y andfor each of the smaller venoder identified
inyour response Production of 11 d
504 clea d describe any allocation: s No
Please refer to Workpaper A-3, Adjustment No. 2, Page 2 of 3t lines 11 and 12 and footnote (f) and Page 3 of 3in the columns
documents, and calculations:
Buena Vista 1PP/
505 clea2 a_ |juissaReza Victor Martinez | basis? No
prop: T fBuena Vista | PP Texasona
506 clea2 b |iutissaReza Victor Martinez | monthly basis? No
(©0 allocated the capacity of the Buena Vista 1
Mexicoand 0D)? Explain L including
507 clea2 ¢ |iutissaReza Victor Martinez that Vista 1 BESS becar No
( T kpaper A-3 2,Page3013, 204547 of the Buena Vista | BESS
508 ciea2 d  |sutissaReza NMPRC in this case take effect? No
ur 1-2(d) (CLC 3-2(d)), if your answer is yes explain
assure that 204547 of
light of EPE's own d the terms of the Buena Vista | PPA, including but not imited to the
the owner of the months of June, July, and
509 cles2 e |iuiissaReza August. No
toth from the
COD of that acil PUCTs final order PUCT Docket No.
510 cles2 1 |ulissaReza 57568, No
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Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question
(g) Quantiy th Buena
that toEPE's
culati , the PUCT, and the FERC, licable, and the Company’s
511 clea2 2 |juiissaReza No
(h) Quantify the amount of Buena Vista | BESS capacity that will be allocated to the Texas
jurisdiction as a result of the PUCT's final order on rehearing of PUCT Docket No. 57568,
512 cles2 h_|juiissaReza submitted tothe PUCT, itsstaff. No
laimed EPE's requested
PPAthrough the end of
513 cles2 i |juiissaReza including PP/ s ! No
Please refer
0 8,
andc,
M f the AMS Project.
514 cLe33 Admit:___Deny: No
Please refer
21-00069-UT:
129,202, BandC
(b) Notice of EPE's Compliance Fling filed on November 9, 2022, EXhibit A
Admit Rider tariff EPE's Comp
EPE's best estimate of cost of
stipulation,
515 clcaa Admit__Deny: No
Please refer
21-00069-UT:
84, EPE 84,
No.21-00269-UT Compliance Filing, submitted on March 2, 2023;
(b) Notice of EPE: 305 fled
on January 30, 2025; and
(c) Notice of EPE' 15 fled
on January 30, 2026.
Admit that each of these three documents includes an accurate accounting of EPE's New Mexico
AMS project costs through the end of the calendar year preceding the date of filing and an accurate
the
preceding calendaryear.
516 cleas Admit: No
Please refer to EPE’ Production of
77 (Part4 of EPE'
the following information and documentation:
paper K (STAFF 01-
v cost
d i 1, tax expense, other related costor both ona Total
c Ityourefertoa pap: to
he AM: , provide the M d or
517 ccas R location or breakdown of costs paper K. Ves
(b) Provide, detailed
listing ofthe cost: t
dBof
518 cleae b c 1-00269-UT. No
(c) Provide, on 025) the costs and
the ¢
dBof "
519 cleae c NMPRC Case No. 21-00269-UT. No
the costs of th M Lto the sum of the
dtothe T tem. Ifthatis not the case,
520 cleae d No
P 10 the Direct T mar A. Gallegos at
January 1,
1,20 period;
the costs of h EPElabor forin
period; rinstallation of the
of
associated with the installation of
o cicar 2 |omarcategos Cynthia Preto tegacy meters for each rate class for each year of that period. o
the period from January 1, 2020 through December 31, 2023 were
522 cLe37 Omar Gallegos Cynthia Prieto (a) taken from EPE's inventory of new meters and No
(b) were taken from EPE's inventory of p meter testing of
523 cLea7 Omar Gallegos Cynthia Prieto No
() Provide
524 cLea7 ¢ |omarGatlegos Cynthia Prieto meter. by rate class and by tvpe of meter. No
Please refer at
tion 2. i
year basis, for the test per 3
the end of the test period, i
525 cleas Omar Gallegos the end of the test period. No
respon Production GLC 1-8 (CLC 3-8
by d d
hedul that
amount of d provid
the ts, .., EPE salaries,
& vehicle costs,
526 cLe3e NiA expenses. etc, No
Please refer at
tion 2. EP T
quantiy \MS project
527 CLC3-10 Omar Gallegos measures. No
Please refer at
Section 2.4 ug
d Jobs Act for
528 clean Omar Gallegos by EPE and of denal of by EPE. No
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SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (@) (e) [0}
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8)
: at
tion 3.4 EPE's recording and track of
529 clez1e u No
: at
tion3.1 tof AMS
h through
530 cLeaa3 calendar vear 2025. No
P : at
tion3.1 tof AMS
531 clea No
: at
tion 3.4 it n
a a 0!
532 cless No
: at
tion 3.4 i the annual
with n 2026 and 202 h n
533 cleae Omar Gallegos No
the AMS program, beginning in the end of period, as well as for all of 2025
(@) the meter
534 cle31r a__|omarGallegos EPE on a ful-time basis: No
(0) the number y P
535 cLea1y b Omar Gallegos basis: No
() the meter
536 cle3r ¢ |omarGatiegos No
(d)the number 2
537 cle3r d_|omar Gatiegos L No
(e) the roles, If any played, by meter readers as EPE was transitioning
538 cle3r e |omarGatiegos t0AMS meter use. e..in education No
3 pon
42,(CLC3-8and CLC 3. s base tof senvice
tudi . that
amount
those
costs, e, EPE salaries, b taxes, insurance, vehicle
539 cie31s NA costs, X No
e AM: the end of L as for allof 2025
andinto 2026, including but not limited to
(a) the number of meter readers employed directly by
540 clea1e a__|omarGallegos EPE on a full-time basis; No
(0) the number y P
541 cLea19 b Omar Gallegos basis: No
() the meter
542 clea1e ¢ |omarGatiegos No
(d)the number 2
543 clea1e d_|omar Gatiegos L No
(e) the roles, If any played, by meter readers as EPE was transitioning
544 clea1e e |omarGatiegos t0AMS meter use. e..in education No
Referring o the Direct T F. Gonzalez at page 53 2.1, pages
7through 10 and 0.2.2, pages 1
your answers, and supporting documents:
tooptoutof. q
© ase pap:
545 cLea20 a___|Rene Gonzalez 0.22,page 30192 No
1
546 cLe320 b |Rene Gonzalez Workpaper 0.2.1. pages 8.9. and 10? No
(c) Or s EPE projecting, as indicated by Workpaper 0.2.1, page 7 (8,124 + 12), that
fAMS
547 cLea20 ¢ |Rene Gonzalez No
(d) Please refer to Workpaper 0.2.2, page 109, atline 6. Why has EPE stated as the
“Test Year Count” for Monthly Fee for Opt-Out Metering Service the base period
total of 1,917 wh the
number of M
548 cleaz d_|ReneGonzalez October Explain your answer in detail. No
(e) Please refer to Workpaper 0.2.1, page 10f 9, column (), lines 7, 8, and 9 and pages
2and 3019, line 6. Expl g of p
opt-out e 2024
549 cleaz e |ReneGonzalez 57 No
() Please refer to Workpaper 0.2.2, page 1, column (c), at ines 6 and 37 and to your
response to Interrogatory and Request for Production of Documents GLG 1-10(d) (CLC 3-10(c))
Test Year” revenue for monthly
opt-out service fees only $12,882.24 based on 1,917 billings of that fee when tis
550 cLe320 1 |Rene Gonzalez nbers of opt- No
© changed or
551 cLc320 2 |Rene Gonzalez growith or decline inthe usage of such special service: No
cost calcutations
for monthly opt-out service charges shown on page 7 of Workpaper 0.2.1 and for
e " opt-out servi
100f
552 cleaz h_|ReneGonzalez charges and overhead costs and the “Fixed Costs.” No
Please refer to EPE andz-
after the
No.21-
100269-UT allows for torecover
553 cleaan pital M No
P 10 EPE" 277and2-
No.21-
00269-UT r torecover
the 2025 or, alternatively, after
554 cleaz he No
P 10 EPE" 277a0d2-
°s testimony, exhibits, schedules, and
workpapers, how much O&M exp tothe
555 clea2s base rates to be setin tis rate proceeding No
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PAGE 410F 69
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8)
For each quest for Ad (eLe gh CLE1-5) (CLC ¢h CLC 3-5) response is
your response;
, exhibit
No. 25-00038-UT that support your explanation; and provide copies of any other analyses or
556 clc32e explanation. No
Please refer to: EPE's response to Dofi /s (“DAC”) roduction of Documents 1-1,
specifically 01:01_Attachment 11 ¥ 3
nd provi
3
i, OTHER
REGULATORY ASSETS, ADMIN & GEN SALARIES, OFFICE SUPPLIES & EXP, OUTSIDE SVS EMPLOYED, INJURIES AND DAMAGES,
EMPLOYEE PENSIONS & BEN, MAINT OF STATION EQUIP, TAXES OTH INC-TX - OPER, METER READING EXPENSES, etc
557 cleat a No
(o)itentity on amonthi EP: under the FERC Uniform
Systemof. r . like
558 cleat b |wm allother discovery obligated to timely update your responses. No
i EP: under the
559 cleat c that this, like all other discovery ated to timely update your responses. No
a
. like all
560 cleat d obligatedto timely update vour responses No
a
jtn a
. like all
561 cleat e obligated o timely update vour responses No
(fiBrovide the total for under
for or allocated to its 2020-21 IPRC Case No. 20-00104-UT, through the time that the
rates approved by the NMPRC in June 2021 took effectin July 2021. If EPE is unable to provide this information as of the date in
c-July 2021 when th
562 clca 1 |wa June 2021, "
that
it52020-21 Mexicorate
case, NMPRC Case No. 20-00104-UT, through the time that the rates approved by the NMPRC in June 2021 took effectin July
2021 P y 2021 when ifect, provid
. clcat | thatinformation through the end of June 2021. o
a i
of. r rate case, 2000104-UT,
effectin July 2021 E's appeal of that tothe
Court. P y 2021 when ffect, provid
564 clca h July 2021 No
()identify on a monthly basis all d
witnesses, that EPE under r
21 Mexico rate case, NMPRC Case No. 20-00104-UT, after the rates i that case took effect i July 2021, including EPE's appeal
of that P y
565 cleat i |wm 202t Juy 2021 No
Please refer to EPE’ rationale for spliting the
d purposes of
the “personal metric or fthe three-year period
n by EPE for llas
566 clca2 for No
Please refer to EPE’ 1-6and 17
Requ roduction of (Part 4 of EPE" "5 Second Setof and
provide th
pages, ‘Workpaper K (STAFF 01-03 Supplemental_Atachment 1) in which
tand amount a 1, tax expense, other
v both ona Total New Mexico
jurisdictional basis. If you refer toa figure on Workpaper K thatis not exclusively related to the AMS project, provide the Total
567 cica3 a allocation or breakdown of kpaper K Yes
(bJProvide, ] detailed
Uisting ofth tminimum,
aB No.
568 cica3 b 21-00269-UT No
(cJProvide, on 2025) the costs and
Atminimum,
569 cica3 c a8 21-00269-UT. No
the costs of the entire AM:
dtothe T tem. If hats not the and quanity
570 cica3 d No
Please refer to EPE’ 1-7and DAC
1 clcaa toWorkpaper A-3, Adjustment No 3, page 9, A consists of pag o
P v pon: 17 and provi
hibits, schedlules, work; discovery respe
$873,108 of EPE b 1$3,608,671 5 developed
572 clcas a No
1947% of (
bor t, EPE' factorsanda
573 clcas b EPE's loads, ener No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Rene F. Gonzalez at
Authorityto obt ? eligibilty NAP or LI ?
574 clcas a__|Rene Gonzalez No
(o)What
Authority o ob b *eligibily N
575 clcas b |Rene Gonzalez LIHEAP benefits? No




Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () (d) (e) U]
Doesthis need tobe
Supplemented based on the.
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/ et Subpart Sponsor nsors) Question
? eligibilty o inelgibilty LIHEAP
benefits, how il EPE notfy the change in v related tothe
576 clcas ¢ [Rene Gonzatez arge? No
(d)a: EPE has or wilh najor
? eligibilty o inelgibilty LIHEAP
benefits,when will EPE notify the change in v related tothe
577 clcas d arge? No
ploy learm of their
for a inwhich the customer wil
578 cLcas e Rene Gonzalez make? No
ploy low-
tof igible for
579 clcas 1| Rene Gonzatez on a potentially monthly basis? No
® it credit
thatisin 21t de EPE d state the amount of
such costs
and
580 clcas & [Rene Gonzater No
(h)H EPE has not estimated it
creditfor s curent programin T tarl
581 clcas h___|Rene Gonzalez fthe start-u No
Direct Testimony at  as well as Workpaper . that
2 the impactof $
creditfor 12 months of the yea, P dih
582 cicas i |Mannycarrasco porentiattor No
Explain and, a n
583 clcas i term: bt and fewer customer service shut d No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Cynthia S and provid
information and supporting documents:
dditional thiscase
584 clcaz a__|cindyPrieto No
a th s
case, describing the nature of the costs, th new EPE
585 clcaz b |cindyPrieto I No
heir
586 clcaz ¢ |cindyPrieto 2024, No
onamonthly d
587 clcaz a__|cindyPrieto other is effort No
in the Internal and external
588 clcaz e |cindyPrieto Production CLC 2-7(b) through 2-7(d). No
(o or
Ehas I\
589 clcaz 1 |cindyprieto IfEPS t No
(g)ReferringtoMs. page 66, ines 11 through 16, state whether EPE has adopted a permanent policy
yearit, 3
ifyour
59 cleaz 2 |cindyPrieto nowerisyes. {hyouranswerisno. No
(e " dentifyall
591 cicar n_|cinayPrieto e fothe No
(i) EPE has not made any l itof
592 cleaz i |cinoyrieto why not. No
[ " dentity all
593 cleaz i |cinoyrieto £re fothe No
y ol lection
594 cleaz «__|cinayrieto practi not No
Please refer to EPE's resp d
documents:
how the data about | Carne, and Santa Teresa BESS
vice stu
tabs, pages, i .
595 clcas a Victor Martinez hedul selt-evident. No
the Peak for each of s
59 clcas b |Victor Martinez lculat i No
Please refer to EPE’s Response to Staff Iterrog P
copies of the | “LTIP")
for each of U
597 clesa through No
pany' for Schedule K-
598 cles2 5. Yes
Provide EPE ]
January 1,2020
0 Exhibit CSP-1 ofthe Direct Testimony of Cynthia
599 cles3 5. Prieto, No
Please refer to EPE qu roduction CLC o
P y imil udy
facil 20-00104-UT),includi a
600 clesa Omar Gallegos revisions, No
2 & s Appl
Company e, including
project:
project nam tocation,  total ost, mount, and
601 STAFFS-1 a_ | 440 flng or No
ball v 3
feeder or ap
602 STAFFS-1 b N workpapers; No
3 NERC/TPL 1
603 STAFFS-1 c widfi ther undertake the project; No
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Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () d) (e) )
Does this need tobe
Supplemented based on the
‘Amended Rate Case Fillng
Uine Package?
No | intewenor/set | subpart Sponsor nsorts) Question )
d.any : oading,voltage, reliably, sifno
504 STaFFs1 a v el tate that fact No
m lower-cost, operational,or icable, andthe
505 STaFFs1 e v No
. final scope, cos estimate, actual cost, chan customer or
606 STaFFs1 + |wa i upport No
507 StarFs-2 Manny Carrasco s proposal i his case or each ate class for a rane of Yes
Does EPE billimpacts for dential t
Rider proposalin
Ifthe answier
EPE's proposal ntis case for arange of P No.26-
o000093-UT ider into he FPP
proposal in the RPS Rider nto
o08 STAFFS.3 Manny Carrasco base rates. No
owincome
Rider? 1 this rumber S best estima What percent of EPE's
509 STAFFS.4 Rene Gonzalez P No
Feferto Direct Testimony of Cynthia . Pricto, Exhbit CSP-3,please provide the following:
2) Breakdown of FER
610 STAFFSS a_|cinayprieto No
o1 STAFFSS b |cinayprieto b No
612 STAFFSS ¢ [Cinayprieto BIT No
613 STAFFSS 4 [Cindy Prieto ) Provide Staff OVID costs. No
Please reer o Direct Testimony of ExNDON with the following:
a . Legal
614 STAFFS6 a Services, Outside Consulting, Other. No
615 STAFF5 6 b o) No
o1 STAFF56 c “Other”inthe 800, No
617 STAFF56 a ) No
Please refer to Direct Testimony of Cynthia . Picto, Page 78, the
relationtothe $1 historical . fthis amount
o1 STAFFS7 Cindy Preto details. No
619 STAFFSS a2 |cindyPrieto a)h tasttenyear No
20 STAFF5 8 b [Cindy Prieto b) What No
et STAFFS 8 ¢ [Cindy Prieto o) Hol unit No
B the $5,244 A
o2 STAFFSS Cindy Prieto Testimony (585, nes 1-2). No
3| starFs10 E m Yes
Please rfer o the Dirct Testmony of Enedina Soto at Q22 through Q26 on pages 11 through 13
and the Direct Testimony of through 31.and
provide the o
( Ms.Sot
basis” inthe contextof New
Mexico toad or theallocation andM-
o tothe time ofthe annual
62 cicet a peak? No
measured atNew Mexico
substations, at the Texas-NewMexico meters,or are
dally, hour, mormentary, o the
625 cice1 b 01,402, P-1(a). P-11b). P-1(c), and Workoaper M-1 No
(c)Identfy which pages of the M-01 Schedles, some of which are labeled M-01.05 and some
of which are abeled M-01.01, ar for the “Base Year” and which arefor the “Test Vear,”
justed “Base
62 cicet c Vear" data and adjusted “Test Year"data. No
0] Provide copies of EPE's workpapers o Tana P
&7 cieea a format Yes
(e) Referrng ot Ms. Soto at .
, how, where, s
assignedor T toMs.Soto's
examples of Te
23 cieet e o New Mexico. No
23 cicet ' . to No
&30 cicet I reftct the temporarydedication r llocation ofall production of the Milao Project to No
es1 cieet n reflct he temp No
(1) Referring o your respy LCo1e,
2 cice1 i explain and quantity how EPE madie adiustments from the base period o the test pelod to No
R e et RSy P Es o e ST B
633 cicet i EPE in developing the adjustments discussed above intis Inerrogatory and Request for No
1K) Produce, mative forma, lldocuments, workpapers, and ather calcuations uilzed by
3 cicet K total No
0 prod e format .,
o35 cicet L based allocaton factor. No
extbit, schedul fled by Ms. Nelson
% |  clopacia Jennifer Nelson Yes
67| clopaci2 Jennifer Nelson Please identity m cited by No
o3 | clcpacts Jennifer Nelson imony fited by M. Nelson over the past two vears. No
9 | cloacis Jonnifer Nelson b lstofall No
E lstof all et e
0|  clcpacts Jennifer Nelson refu No
1| cloacis Richard Gonzalez Plea e No
2| clopaciy Richard Gonzalez P ofall resent No
o 2 tabl
u n . s wellas thetime p nd the source of
643 | cle-oacis a 2ol toad No
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64 | clc-DAC1E b b Total custom No
845 CLC-DAC1-8 c Richard Gonzalez No
646 | cLc-AC1E d___|Richard Gonzalez et incom No
647 CLC-DAC1-8 e Richard Gonzalez e.Rate base No
for the past 10 years and the source of such information:
648 CLC-DAC 1-9 a atotalload No
649 CLC-DAC 1-9 b b.fotal custome No
850 CLC-DAC 1-9 c No
651  cLc-DAC1e d No
652 | cLc-DAC1o e No
653 CLC-DAC 1-9 1 Cindy Prieto f. Rate base No
o forthe Company for
654 CLC-DAC 1-10 a aBarnings before interest and taxes No
655 | clepaci10 b b. No
65 | clepaci10 c c. Amount of ook deb capital No
657 | clepaci10 d d. Amount of book eauity capital No
658 CLC-DAC 1-10 e e. Cost of debt No
659 CLC-DAC 1-11 a N/A [of structur No
660 CLC-DAC 1-11 b N/A b. Cost of debt No
Nelson page 4, please p P claim that the
661 CLC-DAC 1-12 Jennifer Nelson No
U property data 115-1), including, but not imited to, additions,
retirements, transfers, sales, adjustments, cost ofremoval, and salvage data
62| clepacis a__[1omnspanos placement, ience year since the date of inception No
663 CLC-DAC1-13 b John Spanos b.Ple: ly date. No
664 CLC-DAC1-13 c John Spanos No
665 CLC-DAC1-13 d John Spanos d Pl Il ide a description of any roup / location codes if applicable. No
666 CLC-DAC1-13 e John Spanos e.Blease provide a description or legend for each int number. No
67| clepacis t|sonnspanos L.8his data should allow he anal No
668 CLC-DAC1-13 £ John Spanos 2.Ple: with formulae intact where applicable No
hedules, ables,
669 CLC-DAC1-14. John Spanos licabl No
670 | clepacias John Spanos Wiinal h accountn Excel format No
671 clcpacite John Spanos n No
672 CLC-DAC 1-17 John Spanos Please provide the aver: f the study date for No
673 CLC-DAC1-18 John Spanos Cindy Prieto Please provide the book balances for each unt as of the No
o reserve (aka “calculated )
mountof the
674 ciepacie John Spanos lance. No
675 |  clepacizo John Spanos andt e No
netsalvage rat
676 | clepacta John Spanos rat ! No
copyof dprobabi
67| clepacize Gindy Prieto No
Copy of the Comp: 150 provid of the most
678 | clepacizs recel n No
o
679 |  clo-paci2a a__[1omnspanos astentity those in attend: titles and job descriptions No
680 CLC-DAC1-24. b John Spanos ide all ing the tour. No
681 | cLo-DAC124 ©_[sonnSpanos cPro, No
662 | cLo-DAC124 d__[sonnSpanos o ring the tour No
any planttour, field tip,
personnel, n
683 CLC-DAC 1-25 John Spanos Comp: plant data. No
Uextenal tatistcs, and
68| clepacize John Spanos reports. No
c
685 CLC-DAC 1-27 John Spanos plant 1S No
Tistorical the
1fs0,p @ for
686 CLC-DAC1-28 John Spanos the same. No
687 CLC-DAC 1-29 John Spanos nal nd if: il No
Please Identify any proposed changes In the probable retirement dates of any production units and provide justification and|
688 CLC-DAC 1-30 John Spanos support No
u upportofany d
689 CLC-DAC 1-31 John Spanos No
690 CCAE11 i not already in Yes
Please provide all of the Company’s responses to interrogatories and production requests received from any party in this|
691 CCAE12 d he close of No
Please refer to page 5 (o page 63 of Adrian Hernandez's Direct Testimony, which describes the Company’s costof service study|
and each of ts components, including the functional cost-of-service study (FOCOS”), the demand, energy, and customer,
components study (“DEC Study"), the jurisdictional cost-of-service study (JCOS”), and the class cost of service study|
(“CCOs”).
a. Please provide all executable work papers (e.g. Microsoft Excel Spreadsheets and similar fles) for the cost of service study
692 CCAE13 a and each of 0COS, DEC Study, JCO Yes
b. Please idenify tive or p to produce the cost of
693 CCAE13 b eachof \udingithe FOCOS, DEC Study., JCOS, and CCO: No
page 33, nes 161017 'S Direct Testimony, which states “[tlhe resulting on-peak energy price
, along with ] Workpaper 0.1.”
a ive orfunctional ndsimit
694 CCAE1-4 a Manny Carrasco files) of Workpaper O.1. Yes.
b. Please identiy other lve- M
695 CCAE1-4 b Manny Carrasco files) that the Ct Yes
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Please refer to page 96, lines 15 to 16 of Manuel Carrasco’s Direct Testimony, which states “Exhibit MC-12 is a workpaper that
includes all the cost of upport this section of ” topage
92, lines 1to 3and page 94, lines 14 to 16 of Manuel Carrasco's Direct Testi hich state that the source of
Rate 51 charges “isa rate class.”
a. . {ive or functional d
files) of Exhibit MC-12, al ith , workpapers, or other 1C-12.
6% CCAE1S a___|MannyCarrasco Yes
697 CCAE1-5 b Manny Carrasco . Please identity tive or i Yes
698 CCAE1S ¢ |MannyCarrasco © o Yes
d. ther files) that the
699 CCAE1-5 d Manny Carrasco Comy No.
Please refer tothe Direct Testimony of Enedina Soto at Q24 on page 12 and the Direct Testimony
of Q following
information, references, and supporting documents:
1" generation from EPE’ dto
: allocators?
Explain your answer in detail, the
generation other
identified to “remove” such
generation from ;
700 CLC7-1 a in this case. No
that explain, support, and Iculations, and factors
LC7-1(a)), as wellas al other
workpapers,calculations
701 CLC7-1 b allocator adjustments. No.
(c) dedicated or
q for Production CLE 4-1{a) (CLC 7-1(a)) and
702 CLC7-1 c (b). No.
filed
responses in this docket that explain, support, and quantify the measurements, calculations,
d +3a}(CLC 7-1(a)),
aswell as all other records, worky leulati d other data and analy that
703 CLC7-1 d L No
impact
or into service,
the Santa ject,
704 CLC7-1 e Project. No.
fi 3
responses in this docket that explain, support, and quantify the measurements, calculations,
d 4-1te) CLC 7-1(e),
aswell as all other records, workpapers, calculations, and other data and analyses that
705 CLC7-1 f L No
7 b
ergy ig
706 ez ® resource. No
( o its generation
707 ez h not No
P " P your s (EPE's) Respon:
16. pr pr able, 1L d di
708 NMDOJ 11 Richard Gonzalez Iculations. No
Please refer to Figure JEN-16, on page 47 of the Direct Testimony of Jennifer E. Nelson, filed with the Application in question.
a.Please confirm o deny that llof the companies i the p p,other than EPE,
utites, n ifyou
deny that any or all of ni
709 NMDOJ1-2 a___|JenniferNelson No
b. deny that the market. EPE listed in JEN-16 s that for EPE itself, as a subsidiary, rather than|
710 NMDOJ 12 b |sennifer Netson P un Jupler LLC's. fyou den v No
c. Please confirm or deny that the market capitalization of EPE's holding Company, Sun Jupiter LLC, is not available publicly. If|
you deny, please explain and state where the data is available publicly. If you confirm, please provide the data, under the
711 NMDOJ1-2. c Jennifer Nelson if necessary. No.
Please refer to page 82 of the Direct Testimony of Jennifer E. Nelson, concerning the effect of business risk relative to the proxy|
group on the recommended return on equity. In past utility rate cases in which Ms. Nelson has testified, in any jurisdiction, has|
she ever claimed that a utility's level of business risk was such that it should favor a lower recommended return on equity than|
the average of the relevant proxy group? If so, please
712 NMDOJ 1.3 Jennifer Netson No
Please refer to page 97 of the Direct Testimany of Jennife E. Nelson, concerning the effectof the mixof an electric utilty's
generation nuctear iy, Inpastelecri
. .
ould avor a lower ] Inadition,
percentage of nuclear generation employed
713 NMDOJ 1-4. Jennifer Nelson n whose behalf M testified, at the time of her testimony. No.
Please refer to page 22 of the Direct Testi f
froma toDebtor
from Operations leverage)
a
714 NMDOJ 1-5 a Richard Gonzalez d variables. No
b. P i of d
715 NMDOJ 1-5 b Richard Gonzalez coverage ratio (Funds fr 2021-2025. No
B o 1-5(b) for 20262030, based on the assumption
716 NMDOJ 1.5 ¢ |pichard Gonzatez thot EPE: tructure is approve No
d. Ple Proje 1-5(b) for 2026-2030, based on other scenarios
717 NMDOJ 1-5 d Richard Gonzalez in the past vear. No
e. ity ratio, change
718 NMDOJ 15 e |Richard Gonzatez format No
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Please refer tothe Direct Testimony of Ellen Lapson, filed in January, 2025, on behalf of EPE in support of Application of EL Paso
Electric Company to Change Rates, Pub. Util. Comm'n of Tex. Docket No. 57568, (Lapsontestimony) P. 20, line 12to P. 23, line
16.
a.Please provide the " a and cash flow
o MDOJ 1.6 R 20, lines 13-14 of Lapson Testimony. o
b the ratio of equity o deb, change Moody's atio of CFO
preferabl
720 NMDOJ 16 b [Richard Gonzalez o nExcetformat. No
inDAC 04-03 03, 21
are needed to connect wofil
721 DACE-1 Rene Gonzalez | electronic format. No
Shoutd for October v 7in
DAC 04.03./ W (meter) or kW (Source) for and
.03 2 not. It 3
722 DACE-2 plea n No
10 DAC 04-04 Base Year toTest
728 DACE3 Rene Gonzalez Year for 7Horal tegori No
Please refer to DAC 04-04 tion C. Total Biling 3was 436,558 kW for
the Base Year and 423,995 kW forthe Test Year for a decrease of 9 percent. Total Billng Rate 7vias|
231,042 W for the Base Year and 229,367 kW for the Test Year for a decrease of approximately 0.7 percent. Why was billing
724 DACG-4 Rene Gonzalez 7 rom Base Yearto Test Year? No
Refer to workpaper 0.3, p. 225 (Rate 11), ines 7-8 LEDis
equialenttoa that51w-100w L o 4
any other information or analysis you deern relevant:
725 STAFF6-1 a Omar Gallegos Rene Gonzalez L i No
all as most
726 STAFF6-1 b) | Omar Gattegos recenty nstalled No
Provide L 2
727 STAFF6-1 o |omar Gattegos Rene Gonzalez | above No
Given thata 50w L 231w LED uminalre, explainwhy
equivalenttoa o " 10250
728 STAFF6-1 a |omarGatiegos Rene Gonzalez | HPS No
. ifany, factors other z €D luminaire
729 STAFF6-1 e |omarGattegos model any given 150w or 250w HPS luminaire No
P
730 STAFF6-2 a) | omar Gattegos IESNARP-8-22 No
731 STAFF6-2 bl | Omar Galtegos Designl c No
732 STAFF6-2 © | Omar Galtegos Designl C Luna product No
733 STAFF6-2 @) |Omar Gallegos Dark Sky C: No
734 STAFF6-2 e | Omar Galtegos Any other serves. No
IESNA
Luminaire Distrbution Patterns I-V:
735 STAFF6-3 a_ o For L No
736 STAFF6-3 b [o No
iits ot the Company
737 STAFF6-4 Omar Gallegos i No
of comps Tranges:
738 STAFF6-5 a) | omar Gattegos Rene Gonzalez | Below 2750 CCT No
739 STAFF6-5 bl | Omar Galtegos Rene Gonzalez | 2750-3250 No
740 STAFF6-5 © | Omar Galtegos Rene Gonzalez__|3250-3750 No
741 STAFF6-5 @) |Omar Gallegos Rene Gonzalez | 37504250 No
742 STAFF6-5 e | Omar Galtegos Rene Gonzalez | Above 4250. No
Please state whether the CCT distrbution o L LED
it not, the Company
743 STAFF6.6 o No
andhowa o Wumen
utpur, cer &
744 STAFF6.7 Omar Gallegos Rene Gonzalez | customer cost No
745 STAFF6-8 Omar Gallegos Does the Company currentl install new HID luminaires? No
746 STAFF6-9 Omar Gallegos Does the Company currentl re-lamp HID luminaires? No
o HID oL P
747 STAFF6-10 a) | omar Gattegos Are HID-LE ustomer or the Company? No
HIDL .
748 STAFF6-10 b) | Omar Gattegos nuibution No
749 STAFF6-10 ) |Rene Gonzalez No
IEHID-L -LED
750 STAFF6-10 a |omarGatlegos i No
751 STAFF6-10 e |omarGaltegos Doesthe C . or No
2 datafor calendar
752 STAFF6-11 a) | omar Gattegos Number ut No
753 STAFF6-11 bl | Omar Galtegos Aver No
754 STAFF6-11 | Omar Galtegos Number No
Does the Comps 3
755 STAFF6-12 Omar Gallegos nswer, as well No
Does the Company adjust streetlight 2 Specificaly,
please address and describe:
756 STAFF6-13 ) |Rene Gonzalez Bilcredts No
757 STAFF6-13 b) | Rene Gonzalez No
arifs, internal guidelin her respy
758 STAFF6-14 Omar Gallegos Rene Gonzalez removing a sreetlight the customer's reauest No
tarifs, internal her resp:
759 STAFF6-15 Omar Gallegos Rene Gor streettghts. No
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arifs,internal guidelin et
760 STAFF6-16 Omar Gallegos Rene Gonzalez auisition of compa d upport arm, post, conductor, etc.). No
Please refer to EPE for Production of c21 a
information:
(a) Referring to CLC 02-01 Attachment 02 CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL, explain the allocation methodilogy or methodologies for
Palo “PUNGS”) operati “08M")
761 clest fa) e Hpport No
(b) To the extent that any monthiy allocation of PYNGS O&M does not match any participant’s ownership interest,
i limited to EPE's , explain why not and pr pies of other
62 clost ™ documents that support any allocation other than on a percentage of ownership basis. o
(c) Refering to CLC 02-01_Attachment 02 CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL, explain the nature of the categories used for the
763 cles1 () line item page of that document No
(d) Referring to CLC 02-01 Attachment 0 MATERIAL, sep: line item O&M expense amount
764 cles1 (@) into the appropriate FERC account or accounts. No
P tothe Direct T atQs1
documents:
(a) L h h PVGS.
Unit3wil * Among other types of “directly
265 clcsa @ related” and what types of costs would not be considered o be “directly” related o
(o) Provide pages, lines, EPE's rate ibits, schedules,
y consideredto be y 10 PUNGS Unit 3, feferences tothe
i , schedules, how the removal or exclusion of those costs from the proposed
66 clcsa o revenue requirement and/or rates for New Mexico retail customers vos
(c) To the extent that EPE's filed rate , schedules, donot
each and every cost directly related to PYNGS Unit 3 and how those costs were allocated in manner that does not
cause New payany t Lsupportin
d quantification of, the costs 10 PYNGS Unit 3 that EPE did not allocate to New
67 clcsa © Mexico for the purpose of determining ts proposed New Mexico revenue requirement and class rates. o
(d) Provide detailed the tabs, lines, EPE's cost of produced in
discovery as STAFF 01-03 Attachment 01 where EPE's intention not o allocate any costs directly related to PUNGS
Unit3 are shown. fthe figure in a particular cellof that spreadsheet encompasses costs other than the ones “directly
related” to PNGS Unit 3 that EPE i toallocate customers, provide a breakdown of the
68 clcsa @ costs “directly related” to PVNGS Unit 3 and the costs not directly related to PYNGS Unit 3 vos
(e) Provide copies of any ther than those provided i 01-03 Attachment 01 that explicate or
demonstrate EPE’s identification of costs related to PVNGS Unit 3 that were considered to be “directly related” to
60 clcsa @ PUNGS Unit 3 and therefore were excluded from allocation to New Mexico custommers. o
(1) Describe and quantify any costs related to PYNGS Unit 3 that EPE did not consider to be “directly related” to PVNGS
- clcsa o Unit 3 and therefore did not exclude from allocation to New Mexico retail customer rates. o
(g) Provide specific references to EPE's filed rate case exhibits, schedules, and workpapers, including pages, ines,
columns, or tabs, where the costs identified in response to Interfogatory and Request for Production GLG-5-2(f) (CLC &
2(7)) were allocated, in whole or in part, ratepayers. Ifany amount was partially to
New Mexico ratepayers, explain the basis for the partial allocation and provide supporting documentation, including
- clcsa @ but not imited to workpapers and calculations. o
(n) 1f any of EPE’s filed exhibits, schedules, workpapers, or discovery responses cited in your responses to this
1d Request for Production GLG5-2 (CLC 8-2) do not clearty and discretely identify each and every cost
y o PUNGS Unit those costs were allocated in manner that does not cause New
payany s, pi EPE’s proposed treatment of those costs, along
th additional
772 |eice2 n No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of. 1 ‘one-third of
Common and Water y il be handled in the sam nd will not be allocated to
New Mexico.” In particular, provide figures for PYNGS Unit 3 Common costs and PVNGS Unit 3 Water Resource
and explain why Mr. Herande; implies that two-thirds of PYNGS Unit 3 Common costs and
. cless two-thirds of PYNGS Unit 3 Water Resource be allocated to New o
Ifitwas notMr. Hernandez’s intention PUNGS Unit
thirdofall 3 ahird
o hedules, workpaper
being askedto bear and
774 clces No
P tothe Direct onpage 33, lines 11 through 15, and dentity precisely, by page,
tab, row, Uine and col s exhibis,
kpaper
775 clces sehedutes, “ No
P tothe Direct onpage 33, lines 11 through 15, and dentity precisely, by page,
tab, row, | f EPE's exhibits, schedules,
kpaper
Your but 1 costof servi
6 clcse sfirstsetof 03, vos
P . pon 6:6) and provid
other hedulesand
plain, Support, or pany’ New
" PUNGS Unit3, for deca
! Final Order in
sk clcs7 No..20-00104-UT. No
Please refer to Exhibit CSP-1 of the Direct Testimony of Cynthia S. Prieto and explain what is meant by “Gross Additions,” among
other daitions” Among
other thin e “Gross Additions” and )" include
(“CWIP"), 287 on page 6 of 11, which include amounts
. tothe City was not
e closs — completed or in operation during those periods. o
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Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the.
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenorsset Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question
P 10 the Direct T B andthe Direct Testimony of Adrian
Hernandez atQ m
g tabs, ling EPE 1
nd T
779 clcss STAFF 01-0: Yes
roduction CLC 5-9:and your respy h
ommon” costs of
a , like M. 3
N 19-00349-UT, have
280 PN e Hughes been allocated s proposalin No. 25-00082-UT. o
LC 8-9,8-10), explain EPE's
ts of “common’” costs of the
tabs, U 2
d I
STAFF 01.03 that reflect EPE treatment of
tegorized toNewman L “common”
781 clesn Jeff Hughes costsof No
e b6, 1C89,810,8-11),
p p cutations, o other reflect ts chosen
treatmentof o Your
answer should include capital costs, .., rate base, O&M costs, fuel costs, insurance, taxes of any type, regulatory fees, and any
782 clcs12 Cindy Prieto EPE without a New Mexico CCN since then. -
of
M te application inthi it e tabs, U
EPE ts Erat d
783 cLC8-13 Jeff Hughes to STAFF 01-03 / o
a
s
f . if appropriate,
. tabs, lin 3 tsE
TAFF 01-03,
784 cLce-14 Omar Gallegos No
3 3
faciltes, equipment,
2 f a,it
ppropriat . tabs, lin EPE
hedul 10 STAFFO1.
785 clce1s Jeft Hughes Omar Gallegos |0 No
Please refer to the Difect T 1 - @any oth
ustomers’
locators.”
jurisdiction, fwhether P
agreements(“PPAS") or g “ESAS") or
‘amounts of generation plicitly
786 cles16A . No
Provide g
ustomers” Uocators Direct
787 clcs168 Testimony of 024.0n page 12. No
Please refer to Exhibit CSP-1 attached 1o the Direct Testimony of CynthiaS. Prieto and provide
the following information:
; does noth . provide
the most Ifthe day or Lat
788 clco1 a__|cindyPrieto ar. No
(b} For i
Interrogatory and Request for Production GLE-6-1 (CLC 9-1),
789 clco1 b |cindyPrieto in-sevice date. No
(c) For i NMPRC Rule 17.5.440
NMAC, whether or not that report covered rinwhole,identify the
Company’s number for that report o reports, the date of ilig of that report or reports, and
790 clco1 c___|omarGallegos Jeft Hughes the date of iling of repor No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Adrian Hernandez at Q61 on page 33, the Direct Testimony
of Cynthia S. P of Exhibit CSP-1 lines, EPE econd set
of Requests for Production of Documents at CLC 02-02_Attachment 01, and EPE's responsesto
Interrogatories and Requests for Production GLE5-2and5-3 (CLC 8-2 and CLC 8-3), and provide the following
n hibis, schedules, work d
discovery requests:
No.25-00082-UT, the costs of the work
orderslisted on CLC 02-02 Attachment 01 (“PUNGS”)
Unit3? Ifyour answer is no, explain n detail why
not. Ifyour answer is yes, refer to EPE's fled testimony, exhibis, schedules and
that
791 clco a__|cindyPrieto te b No
y
retail customers n this Case No. 25-00082-UT, did EPE sum the amounts for work orders
Uisted on CLC 02:02.
c ¢ PUNG Water
sum by three? Ifyour answer
Ifyour answer is yes, refer to EPE bt pap:
792 clco2 b |cindyPrieto and No
(c) Tothe extent that EPE hedul clearly
and rate
quest for Production GLE &-2faj and {b) CLC 9-2(a) and (b), provide
dditional cost
amounts for work orders isted on CLC 02-02_Attachment 01 that do not match the figures
793 clce ¢ |cindyPrieto No
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Does this need to be
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Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenorsset Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8
P 10 the Direct T i ; EPE" ]
1-31; STAFF 01-31_Attachment 01;
and EPE's Requ roduction CLC 2-4, and provi ing
information and documents:
794 clcos a___|Victor Martinez fan older 90-1 No
795 clcos b___|Victor Martinez No
(c) Expl the costof
ig replacement
79 clcos ¢ |Victor Martinez of No
) Explain why respon: questfor
131(0), against
797 clcos | Victor Martinez > No
apacity for quest for proposals (“RFP”) for
capacity andor energy issued by EPE since 2017, when
798 clcos e |Victor Martinez EPE issued the RFP No
M. Martin
Interrogatory and Request for Production Staff 1-3-STAFF 0131 Attachment 01—the
B tine 15 of 21t
799 clcos 1 |victor Martinez vour answer testimony refers. No
) Mar
Energy Resources did to compare or evaluate the “Costs of Newman 3 upgrades against
five-year e
800 clces 2 |Victor Martinez extension. No
( ting o your resp: (CLC93(g), als0
o the costof
the “proxy price”
801 cee-3 h Victor Martinez why No
802 clces i Victor Martinez )5 ) 2 No
() dentity, describe, and
803 clces i |victor Martinez i energy. No
(k) Identiy, descrid quantity
804 clces k| Victor Martinez recovery inthis case. No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Victor
Request for 1-31; STAFF 0131 / Production CLC
2-4.and CLC-25; CLC 02-05_Attachment 01; and the Direct Testimony of Jeffery M. Hughes at QG0 through Q65 on pages 42-47
and Exhibits JMH-3 and JMH-4,
805 clcoa a_|seftHughes ! © 0205 prepared? No
806 clcoa b |JeffHughes (b] When was ExhibitMH-3 sent to EPE? No
(c) h
07 clcos ¢ Llettrugnes subject of ExhbitIMH-321f 50, o
timates for v
808 clcoa d_|seftHughes EPEor by No
C02.05
809 clcoa e |seftHughes Explain your answer n detail No
2.05. the
810 clcoa 1 |settHughes Estimate” of $ the topof No
] LC02.05 i d
! g avoidfing) t
approximately $160M for 100 MW of capacity,” including at minimum the
h f stich 100 MW of capacity, th W other terms for tion of 100
MW o dth
811 clcoa 2 |seftHughes locations or No
( T C02:05
Newman Unit 3 during the outage that lasted from June 28, 2023 untilatleast April 28, 2024, according to M. Hughes's
1H-4, EPE"
Newman Unit 3, identifying EPE's altered
use of EPE made Your
nswer the costs of an EPE's exsting
other both
812 clcoa b |seft Hughes hers on No
tothe 0 $7,500, por c
02:05_Attachment 01 and o the Direct Testimony of Jeffery M. budgetfor the
1 8millon of 000 of capital costs.
813 cicoa i seftHugnes $7:5004 costs No
0 tothe Estimate” of $ the topof c
02.05_Attachment 01 andto the Direct Testimony of Jeffery M. the original th
an Unit 3 Major d Capital gmil ,000 of capital costs.
14 cleod 1 et Hughes timates for a similar project. o
(k) Please refer to the LC 02.05_Attachment 01
the section of the
815 clcoa K |seft Hughes Value (NPV).” No
() Please refer LC02.05_Attachment 01 the heading “Describe
100MW. tall
EPE
816 clcoa U seftHughes testimony. No
10 Mr. Hughes' Direct , aswell hed to the Direct Testimony of
Cynthia S. Pret 2 he costs of 3
major
million. If hedul
b y
817 clcoa m_|Jeff Hughes made in EPE's rate case fling and the am No
Please refer to the Direct Testimony of Jeffery EPE’s respanse to Requestfor Production CLC 2-7,including CLC 02-
07_Attachment 01 CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL,
(a) Provide a copy of the request for proposals (*RFP") x
818 clcos a_|sefHughes CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL. No
6-4(a) (CLC 9-4(a)
the work Explain your
819 clcos b |seftHughes answer in detail No
820 clcos c|leffHughes © subsequently issued REP: No
RFP, ifany, RFP, allof the work
821 clees d_ |seftHughes o @ No
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(a) (b) () (d) (e) U]
Doesthis need tobe
Supplemented based onthe
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set | Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8
822 cices e |setHugnes 2 Exolain vour answer in detal No
(f)In light 4 s CLC 02-07_/
MATERIAL nat i
823 cices 1 |sefiHughes work? Explain vour answer in detall. No
() Provide copies of al invoices, work orders, the work done
824 clces & |eftHugnes d paic No
ting o, EPE labor, EPE dEpE-
825 cices b |seftHugnes No
826 cices i |JeiiHughes for the “ife extension” of Newman Unit & No
(i) Inight o the terms of 25 CLC 02.07_ Attachment 01 CONFIDENTIAL
MATERIAL xternal it
827 clces i seftHugnes No
Please refer to EPE's Schedule A-03; EPE's Workpaper A-03 paper A3, 10an0 22; EPE"
Requ roduction CLC 2-17.
paper A3,
StevenSierra on the total Regulatory
s28 clces a_|wiissarera No
(0) Referring A that
among other that 3 customer
classes towhich each such rate rider
829 clces b |wtssarera s, and the annual and No
© 3ot A3atiine 28, Footnote ()
830 cicos ¢ |wtssarera No
(d) Referring A
831 cicos d_ |itssarera £rE inwhole No
() Referring to page 3 of 3 of Adjustment No. 10 to Workpaper A-3 a line 6, explain why the “New Mexico Black Mountain Line
L be allocated the fact that EPE's applicat
Case No. 26-0000077 for a 300-foot righ 100-MW solar PV.
) cieos e |legal No
(1) Referring 03 Total G o7,
lines 167 and 168 95017, line 137, torecover in this rate
096, Account
833 cieos ' N Yes
® roduction CLC 6-6(1) andyour resp ,explainin
iLwhy the surm of th located to
Total )
$2.43millon, . page 5of 7 line 137 and Workpaper A-03 New Mexico, pages 13, 14, 15 and16
atline 137 096,93 i “To Reflect Rate
Rellef” of $231,562. Amon other things, your answier a
b ERC account
834 clcos 2 Julissa Reza appearin column (), Yes
(h)For each line item in column (¢) of pae 3 of 3 of Workpaper No. 3 for which any costs are allocated to New Mexico
customers, state the amount of , describe it
EPE's e elsewhere, the actual,
submitted to EPE for  matter wellas
evidence of Ifth al , rovided
835 clces h Julissa Reza Yes
(i) Referring o EPE Production CL 7 and to EPE i
County's Interrogatory and Request for Production of Documents 1-35, DAC-01-35_Suppmental_Attachment 01, as wellasto
{ExhibitC 167and 168,
5 pense, 100G d
or (“EUERF"), which has a
836 clcee i No
P . ponse o Requ roduction CLC 2-16:and GLG 02-16_Attachment 01 and GLC 02-16_Attachment
02 paperA3,
(@) For each page of CLC 02-16, paper A 10, page 3
StevenSierra 0f3andCLC 0216 towhich the summary of o
837 clce7 a_|wiissarera correspond. Yes
2 urrespon: questfor Production GLC 674 (CLC 9-7(a)), inany instance inwhich
the invoice and/or provider statement does not paper A3, 10,
CLC 0216 Attachment 01, billing
838 clee7 b |uiissarera No
© that for recovery of
839 clce7 ¢ |uiissarera Regulatory C in No
Please refer to EPE' for at
January 1, “PYNGS”) and EPE's abilty to deliver
energy from toits retail Texas or EPE it
your answer is yes, identify:
(a) which
840 clces a_ o i Mar recovery in toPYNGS: No
841 clcos b [OmarGaltegos (b) the costof each PV No
(c)the NMPRC Rule 175, b ddition, improvemert,
842 clces ¢ |omarGattegos orreplacement No
For the test perod,
@ fthe 1,180; nnual !
843 NMDOI2-1 a_[MannyCarrasco No
®) fthe 393,408 total ustomer y
844 NMDOI2-1 b [MannyCarrasco No
(c) f the cus monthl
845 NMDOI2-1 ¢ [MamnyCarrasco No
846 NMDOJ2-2 a (2) Please summarize t st No
(B)If Pl Pl
847 NMDOJ2:2 b No
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(a) (b) () (d) (e) U]
Does this need tobe
Supplemented based on the
‘Amended Rate Case Fillng
Uine Package?
No | intewenor/set | subpart Sponsor nsorts) Question
EPE Bxhibt MC-01 (page 1.0f) shows Rate 01-R L !
t0521,095.924 521,095,924 include , 1020)
2ot
aas NMDOJ2:3 ot Yes
ful-cost b locati basedonthe
full ostis needed.”
a10 NMDOJ2.4 a No
however, that
a rate design” ncluding
that . sa).
10 EPE's past \
850 NMDOI 24 b practice of No
provide the costbasi for g under Rate Nos. 50 and 51, incud
as1 NMDOI2:5 a2 |Manny Carrasco Omar Ga @ the Facilt Charge: No
as2 NMDOJ2:5 b |Manny Carrasco cost ™ 1o base ra No
©th a a ol
amounts,both for andfor 100MW high-
853 NMDOI2:5 ¢ |Manny Carrasco customer P No
854 NMDOJ2:5 4| Manny Carrasco () the cost-recovery term and any true-up provison. No
Please provide, In natie electionic format with formulas Inact, the class cost-of-service study and rate-design model
underying 100 MW, -actor Rate No. 50 cust
a5 NMDOJ2:6 Manny Carrasco 230 MW custor Rate No.50 threshold No
For each large-load-drven capital project (dedicated substation, Interconnection or network upgrades, and incremental
generation), please identiy the total cost and state the dollar amount and percentage that EPE recovers from the large-toad
customer (through direct charge, contributon In aid of constructon, the Facilly Charge, or minimum-demand biling) as|
mount
ase NMDOJ2.7 Manny Cartasco opposedto No
Please state whether any large-load-driven generation, transmission, substation, or distribution cost s allacated to the
] andifso, !
857 NMDOJ2.8 Manny Carrasco that serves other customers. No
s buttor” applied tolarg
under Rate Nos. 50 and 51, d General
Nos. 50 and 51 n the class cost.of-service stucy, that s, whether a hgh-demand, low-labor customer bears s cost-causalive
a8 NMDOI2 Manny Carrasco share of those overheads. No
Sttarit
- i sheets and the exampl
a9 | NMDOIZ10 Manny Carrasco No
0|  NMpoiz11 a_|mannyCarrasco inPhase 1 booke No
e $1.02 Tand Phase 2and, it
1| NMpoizn b |manny Carrasco does not the bast Yes
862 NMDOJ2-11 c © Workpaper 0.1 No
52);
3|  NMDOIZ12 a2 |Manny Carrasco natvtical basisfor th oilot design. n rebate levelandith No
Juding the metr e a
4|  NMpOIZ12 b |manny Carrasco No
865 NMDO)2.12 ¢ [MannyCarrasco © rother ofthe plot No
makeany
ustomer respy prop ypr proofof revenue
produce any pr Y 2
6| NMpOIZ13 Manny Carrasco No
0.1 produced as EPE's response to Do ]
adderto the F o
87 | nMposz14 Manny Cartasco eachet or eakls No
m detault
5| NMDOIZ1S Manny Carrasco oLoutunder the modifed Time-of-Day rates. No
dannual ” Figures
9|  NMpoIz16 Manny Carrasco MC-1 and MC-2 and Exhibit MC. 06 No
efecton class of moving the
c ta Teresa, ista 1 Rider into base
tes, showing the change from the rder's per-Ki o a
a0 | nMpo2ay Manny Carrasco No
the Phase 1 n
a71|  nMpoi2a8 Manny Carrasco n Yes
Please reer o the DirectTestimony of g proposal
adda 42/orloads of 15 kW or mor
a72 cic101 a2 |Manny Carrasco Omar Gallegos -3located atp. 83 No
(6) For each “Max k" fure MC- the date and tme of
a7 cic101 b |Manny Carrasco demand. No
© hedule No. 42 pay for
74 cic101 ¢ |Manny Carrasco No
the Company
a75 cic101 4 |Manny Carrasco exceptor the new EVioad didnot pay for? No
o 'sstatement at . 83 lines 2-3 “EPE's
- cloton R uay No. 1810 and 37 W during the Base Period. "
tem demands’ atp.83ne 2. For
i the kW demands, th
a7 cic101 t|Mamny Carrasco demand per No. 42 customer, o some other meic No
Please refer 82lines2-11 narges for Schedule No. 42
- tomer Charge wil reading, which
arethe a toavoid
Charge wilnclude al i
Charge for $13.03for to$17.03f0r
reflectthe customer .
42customer charge of & it
Compan for o reading
a7 cic102 a2 |manny carmasco No
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Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set | subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question
alot the Company’ the customer
. ate
879 cle02 b |Manny carrasco ® Ne- caseand No
(c) 4 3%
" 42.1fyour response
850 cle102 ¢ |Manny Garrasco getall No
plain the Company No. 42 metering, service drop, and meter reading costs as
g of EVcharging
881 cle102 4| Manny Garrasco 10ad o of-peaktime period No
Please refe tothe Direct Testimony of T at
M cl d factorforp or feeder
onthe Company's forthe 2024 and 20
calendaryears.
882 clc03 a2 |omarGaliegos (a) The date and fth No
883 clc10s b |OmarGallegos o) No
i
884 clc103 ¢ |omarGaliegos © demand, in kW, feeder i No
2 v .57 lines 20-21 statin 902- Meter
AMS meter-related allocation factor...”
885 cLC10-4 a hd No
P tothe Company's resp 103, Attachment 1, mpany’s costof servi
study, inthe tab labeled Alloc NM RC - 0p Exp
plainthe cost 2 for the Company ying rate pi
a8 cle0s a (55818:NM TVR) No
the Company’: Project
WRE11: PANDEMIC - NEW MEXICO. Your resp
ondirect assignment nether
887 cle10s b thod ( wasused No
© tstha (Customer Installation
& d classified as Cust 58
a8 cle10s c No
P tothe Company's resp 103, Attachment 1, mpany’s costof serv
study, inthe tab (abeled Total Co- Op Exp.
e aci ifany. its Test Vear meter
un deployment of (“AMS") at
i plea
889 clc0s a didnot No
" reading
8% clc0s b |OmarGaliegos its A, No
(©P he Company
891 clc0s ¢ |omarGatiegos relative No
Please refer to EPE's d hedule M-1,pp. 2and 4, specifically Line 22, CUSTLAB-
502: Customer Related Labor-902 Meter Reaing; Line 26, ISTLAB. INSTALL: Distribution Related Labor Installon Cust
2 ine 47, EXP_
ose functi e
% ofthe Company fcustomers.
a9 cle107 a No
ither s or toreflect the fact that EPE'
89 cle107 b operation ofts AMS in base period No
(c) the thi
804 cle107 c documents. for the No
er n MS costs
i production of documents,for
895 cle107 d No
() dentiy, quantry, s Schedule A3 and s
8% cle107 e hedule A3, No
Please refer to EPE's and that i
NMPRC Gase No. 20-00104-UT, I load (on th
peak day of the year) could have ncreased by 40.8% from 20190 2025, while the Texas urisdiction system peak load only
897 cle108 increased by 12.6% No
Please referto Workpaper M-1. EPE on April 1 rrata and June 23,
2 +10_Attachment 15, PM-01"
and“WP M-01. .
() Referting to STAFF 05-10_Attachment 15, WP M-01 for M ten pages|
not 10,
898 clc09 a npdformat, Yes
(b)State the purpose of STAFF 05-10_Attachment 15, WP M-01 Additional Support and explain why it was not presented by EPE
899 clc09 b as partof ts NMPRC rate case 15, 2026 Yes
() Referring to Workpaper M-1, state whether pages 1 2 your answer
( s actual base
upport 3
P 2 roduction of .
900 cle109 c P of documents. No
a0 co0s | (d) Referring to Workpaper M-1, state whether o
() Referting to your 7-9(d) (CLC 10-9(d),
adjustment made by EPE to the data used on pages 1 through 10 of Workpaper M-1; quantiy each adjustment mad by EPE; and
describe the effectof each n EPE
02 cle109 e No
(1) Roferring to STAFF 05-10_Attachment 15, WP M-01 the
diusted dat nd quantity the .
o0 co0s . unadjusted for a chanes. o
() Referring 10 STAFF 05-10_Attachment 15, WP M-01 Additional Support, Gataanaany
manyof the pages
Resources. £PE: explain
P EPE used as el 2 »
04 clc09 & the figures on the spreadsheet. Yes
() Referting to STAFF 05-10_Attachment 15, WP M-01 foreach page or Sormand,
’ a
tn the numerical
%05 clc09 h issue. Yes
%06 clc09 i PE in this case. Yes
() Referring o STAFF 05-10_Attachment 15, WP M-01 foreach page Teresa
Solar & BESS or the Carne Solar & BE:
507 clc109 i ing No
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(a) (b) () d) (e) )
Doesthis need tobe.
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Uine Package?
No | intewenor/set | subpart Sponsor nsorts) Question
Production CLC 1-10, your ASTAFF 05-
10_Attachment 15, WP M-01
time of ighestlevel,
basis and on the basis of “Other” ursdict \
08 cLe10-10 - No
Please refer to Table JMH-1on Page 7 of Direct Testimony,
islarger third-party renewable resources as of the end of TestYear Period. or all he generating stationslisted in Table JMH-1,
are
n period ending
September 30, 2025:
a foralis, st d,where
%09 coa21 a2 |seftHughes licable, unt No
910 coaE21 b [seifHughes b No
911 coAE21 ¢ [Cindy Prieto No
12 coaE21 d[seifHughes a No
913 coAE21 e [Tammy Henderson No
914 coAE21 ' ' No
915 coAE21 & [Juissareza 5 End-ol ble. uni. No
B +t0page 12,lines 110 17 of ghes DirectTestimony, 2
EIM. Please provide ina lve, a
local Table IMH.1 .
where applicable:
916 coaE22 a2 |Victor Martinez a.tHo ; No
017 cCAE22 b |Victor Martinez b No
o18 coAE22 ¢ |Victor Martine It avaitable, provi No
Please refer o page 5, nes 610 10 of Enecina Soto's Direct Testimony, n
o page 8, lines 410 120f Testimony,
y. Final Please
provide th tormu
a6 coneas . 2. For . provide he e testyear 2025, o
b For provid ol a
920 coaE23 b orepare Jass-level hourly No
Please refe to page 11, line 710 page 13, ne 3 of Enedina Soto's Direct Testmony, which discusses the jurisdictional energy|
and demand allocators. Please provide all workpapers used to prepare jurisdictional energy and demand allocators in e,
921 coaEz4 Wformut No
Please refer o page 29, nes 210 3 of Adrian Hernandez'sDirect Testimony, which sates “Refer to Schedule M- for EPE'sull
lst o jursdictonal allocation factors” Please also refer to Schedule M-01.05. Please provide, in ive, unlocked Excel
al formul u develop the 1,lines 110
o2 coaE25 27 0f Schedule M-01.05. No
c located o assigned o EPE dur
year, mployees o EPE. For
a ofthe indiidual, a ription of thelr otal cach
93|  clepacza a person nthe test year. No
b.For (a1 o ot
92|  clepacza b o other No
o For indicate otal ong-
bonu
925 CLC-DAC2:1 c - No
4. For each
96| clepacza a tis case. No
e.For each for ratemating
97| ciepacza e purposes n thiscase. No
c - Tabove, 1) the amountof located
g the testyear, and (2) the portion of
98|  clcpacz2 inthis case. No
c . Tabove, 1) the amountof
alocated or assigned to EPE during thetest year, and (2 the portion of
99|  clepaces No
c Laix provide (1) the amount of a
v assigned 0 EPE during the nd (2) the por
90| clcpaczs No
I STP"
31| clepaces Station (*PVGS" No
I STIP" located 0 PVGS
o2 | clcpacze No
o ol goalsand goals for
93|  clepaczy No
ythe
9|  clcpaczs numberof plantor No
provide the total dollar amount for
amountsof ded
" trolof capial or fety, andfor other
%5 | clcpacze metrics. No
o the revenue
% | clepaczo t No
o the tree years
2025, and t fiate or operating
97| clepaczm No
o mountof e testyear
ded ntrol of capial or expense
e her metr
9 | clcpac212 oSt customer v No
g-term (“LTIP") PVGS")
99| clepaczas jrement No
all eE
90| clepaczs revenve requirement No
o PYGS LTIP pl ndthe veg &
s | clepaczas No
a2 | cloocats number of the plan or .
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Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set | subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question )
mountsof ded
andallocated based on company earmings,controlof capital orexpense costs, customer saisfacton, safety, and/or ther
o3| cleoaczar metrcs, No
o dollarvalue e
944 | clepac2s requirement, No
o mountof Torthe
a5 | clepacze No
1 ofP dusted
o946 | clepac220 ° orP No
Project EPE's resi EPE s not yeq . financial
stake,or vole in Project Jupte . Sun Jupiter Holdings LLC, or P. Morgan
Chase & Co.” and Attachment 1, Project upiter tter (12121/2025) igned be A.Does
97|  cleoaczan Jim Schichtl PE's response to DAC 472 No
Project response {0 DAC 4., of EPE'slatest
o8 | cleoaczze Richard Gonzalez No
Project ny
o9 | clepaczz with Project upiter, No
Project Jupiter: Please refer o the Direct Testi 0-HighLoad
ate 50°) Rate No. 51- Large L (“Rate 51") (collectvely, “Large Load")
o | clopacaze tarif schedules. Does EPE propose to serve Project Jupiter under the new Large Load tariff? .
Project Jupiter: Please refer o the Direct Testi 0-HighLoad
Rate No. 51-Large L (“Rate 51") (collectvely, “Large Load")
1| clopacazs J— tarit in £ consider the service o Project Jupiter an afiiate transaction? If not,why? o
Project Direct z 50-HighLoad
F “Rate 50" Rate No.51- Large L (“Rate 51) (collectively, “Large Load")
tarif scheduls Lherein
the Large Load arff schedules, would aLarge Load tarf anaifilate
92| clepac226 Jim Schichtt ansacton? i not, why? No
Project EPE'sresp EPEisnot yeq . financial
stake,or vole in Project upte . Sun Jupiter Holdings LLC, or P. Morgan
Chase & Co.” and Atachment 1, ProjectJupter tter (12/21/2025) signed be
o953 | cleoaczar Jim Schichtl i No
Please provide . lnesto 14of DirectTest pich stat
E rge Load trif Mr.C tesecut
e I ustbe therate. |
EXhBHLON- I note Section 10.fthe samp t for
" ot mandatory
954 A3 a foreachofthe & No
b Ifthe answer to subpart (a) isyes, ont
955 A3 b No
<. the ection 10
956 CCAE31 e of No
Please provide lnesato7of DirectTest ich states “EPE
c 1 for
Eshs. EPEwil p
ofrecord .
awit P Rate N 1 e
957 coaEs2 a d the publicl? No
b.Does the C
o8 coAE32 b dockets? No
950 CoAE32 c . the answier to subpart b1 the Eshs. No
Please provide line 2110 page 94, Testimony,
which states “[the Rate 51 threshold of
greater v Rate 09. The
are aware of nei needs.”
a. riskfor
%60 coAE33 a2 |Manny Carrasco Rate 09" No
b “exra the service * aside romthe 10 MW
961 coAE33 b |Manny Carrasco miimum. No
o . lnes 1410 16.f Testimony, which tates
| the Rate 51 az25m
Al raining center that operates at a 45%load factor.”
a theC rate class for
o2 CCAE3-4 a2 |Manny Garrasco No
b. ec Tactorin
963 CCAE3-4 b |Manny Garrasco No
Please refer topage 8 ine 20f Omar Gallegos' Direct Testi ich states “{olne or more EPE
- eup
to their regular main Primary Voltage faciles.” the “folne or
na backupto
964 CCAE3S Omar Gatlegos their regular main Prim: " No
o in mar Gallegos' Direct Testimony, which sates “[ihe
c willenterintoa the costrecovery as th
apacity Ch tme paid. Ifthe customer .
jththeir project, EPE willallowa un .
a the Company othervise) egarding the refund of any unused
965 coAE3s a2 |omarGallegos fundsifthe customer 1 with thei ol No
.11 the answer to subpart a) the retundof
o6 coaE36 b |OmarGallegos the customer rd ith their prolect No
Please refer o the Direct Testimony of Omar A. Gallegos, Page 89, Line 5, the Direct Testimony of Enedina Soto, Page 26, Lines
1720, andithe Direct Testimony of Manuel Carrasco, Page 87, Lines 12-21, and provide Staffwith the following nformation:
%7 STAFF7.1 a2 |Manny Carrasco a) Are there /s Costo Service? No
o) Are there other ,that s Costof
968 STAFF7.1 b |Manny Carrasco Service? No
99 STAFF7.1 e No
it for y fng
970 STAFF7.1 4 these costs? No
071 STAFF7.1 e e) Has EPE issued any o e No

EXHIBITA
PAGE 54 OF 69



Amended Filing.

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY
(a) (b) () d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question 8)
ither ?
972 STAFF7-1 t i M Rate o1 No
973 STAFF7-1 2 customers. No
resp
) Adetalled, step-by: 2023
umption including:
1.the escalation of base-year TLG costs;
974 STAFF7:2 a1 |Ri No
975 STAFF7-2 a2 R No
76 STAFF7-2 a3 R . the No
577 STAFF7-2 a4 |Ri 4. the use of No
78 STAFF7-2 a5 R the application of inve d No
79 STAFF7-2 a6 R 6. any iterative, goal-seek. or other the No
b) Allmode
980 STAFF7:2 b___|Richard Gonzalez 0. i No
TLG Study, including all
981 STAFF7-2 ¢ |Richard Gonzalez escalation No
d) AL thed, d
982 STAFF7:2 d___|Richard Gonzalez any sensitvity or No
R ludi
983 STAFF7-2 e |Richard Gonzalez tributi s No
o) b the fund,
meetthe full This
tribut
984 STAFF7-2 1___|Richard Gonzalez d No
B Reg “FERC") t, for
985 NMSU 11 John Spanos u. No
P -Spanos, or relatedto: 30, 20:
986 NMSU1-2 John Spanos Study”) filed as Exhibit JS-1 No
P Glander, or
987 NMSU1-3 Lori Glander Exhibit LAG-2,in 0 No
mat, ith allformu
988 NMSU1-4 John Spanos S ATables,incl outof o No
Regarding pages 16 and 17 of Mr. Spanos’
and all source files or
989 NMSU1-5 John Spanos No
090 NMSU 16 John Spanas mat, ith allformu Exhibit JJS-1 Table 2. No
01 NMSU17 John Spanas mat, ith allformu Exhibit JJS-1 Table 3. No
to conduct
992 NMSU1-8 John Spanos c: No
"
levels of Table 1, of Exhibit JS-1. Additionalt
he values are k Reserve for ifthe Book to
993 NMSU1-9 John Spanos No
parameters, licable), rate for each
994 NMSU1-10 John Spanos ExhibitJs-1. No
995 NMSU1-11 John Spanos Exhibit J5-1. No
E Unotes, d t toMr. Spanos’or e
99 NMSU1-12 John Spanos No
For each . Spanos’ final
997 NMSU1-13 John Spanos No
terminal,and
998 NMSU1-14 John Spanos No
P and curve for each account
ot Exhibit JS-1. the sum of the proposed
999 NMSU1.15 John Spanos d the actual dat o
i formatwith forth Exhibit
1000 NMSU1-16 John Spanos 51, No
1001 NMSU1-17 Omar Gallegos No
1002 NMSU1-18 Omar Gallegos Please p No
JIS-1andthose listed in pany
1t
1003 NMSU1-19 Omar Gallegos John Spanos of why utiize. No
14, orallof
per 1y P
1004 NMSU1-20 Jeff Hughes nversions. f o, please provide a detail No
N 3 14, rather than
plant plants
1005 NMsU1-21 Jeff Hughes while No
Regarding Table 1 of EXNIDILIS-1, p 10-1
1006 NMsU1-22 John Spanos No
Regarding Table 1 of EXNIbitJS-1, p
1007 NMsU1-23 John Spanos dates of 2041, 2058, and 2065, Please pre No
Regarding Table 1 of EXhibit JS-1, p hy the sur v
1008 NMSU1-24 John Spanos 20,338.40, and .338.70 ifer ol No
Please confirm the Felina Solar Plant i estimated o have a 30-year lfe. If confitmed, please provide information regarding how
1009 NMSU1-25 Omar Gallegos the 30-year No
1010 NMSU1-26 Omar Gallegos r lar panel the lfe of the Felina Solar Farm. No
1011 NMsU1-27 Omar Gallegos elina Solar Farm No
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Does this need tobe.
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Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set | subpart Sponsor nsor(s) Question )
w012|  wMsuizs Omar Gallegos siteof Farm No
[ the siteof m. I leased, identfy the ength of the
03| nMsuize Omar Gallegos lease agreemen. No
unt Clarity the ollowing:
1014  nMsu130 a2 |cingyPrieto a.Wnat nts? No
1055 NMSU1-30 b [Cindy Prieto b.Are ! e locations? No
1016 NMsu10 ¢ |cinayprieto cithe brovide alisofthe loc cation No
" notthe Company wil epi Lar pane the lfe ofthe Small Scale Sol
1017]  wmsurs Omar Gallegos assets. No
1018 NMSU1.32 Omar Gallegos ’ assets No
1019 NMSU1.33 Omar Gallegos " the site(s)of assets No
hec the ste (or sies) of fleased,identiy the
1020|  wMsuia Omar Gallegos tength of the No
1021 NMSU1.35 Omar Gallegos tar Ifth pactthe e of the plant. No
1022]  NMsUL36 John Spanos alo Verde Nucle usL No
E e Company's me formatasTable
1023 wMsuia John Spanos 10 EXNBILS 1. M No
copyofal .
1024 NMsU21 copiesof all new data requests as they become avallabl. No
copyofal allpartes
1025 NMSUZ:2 No
E extibis, tables, figures
for
102 NMSUZ:3 Yes
w pies of all publ
withesses Ms. Nelson and M. Gonzalez. This s an ongoing request for al subsequent
1027 NMSU2-4 Richard Gonzalez e witnesses. No
" charts, tables,
supportof y Nelson and Mr.
Gonzalez.Thi
1028 NMSU25 Richard Gonzalez witnesses. No
a & Poor's(*S&P"),
Mood dover the last oyears
1020 NMSU2 Richard Gonzalez No
- Moody's
creditutiook of
1030 NMSU27 Richard Gonzalez No
ot Moody's dentl
it 156%, itwillresultin credit downgrade. I ot
o the Moody's report
M. t the histoical
1031 NMSUZ8 Richard Gonzalez No
o
fEPE's covera itcoud resutin credit
downgrade. o
Fitch report M. y the istorical
1032 NMSU2:9 Richard Gonzalez No
1003|  wMsuz10 Richard Gonzalez 0.20.00104-12UT)? No
dall EPE
v a the last two year:
1008]  wMsuzn Richard Gonzalez No
amountof net d
1035|  nMsuzaz Richard Gonzalez Company over the last five No
*camed and
u
10|  wMsuzs Richard Gonzalez No
capital structure, cost of equity, costof debt, and ate ofreturn n EPE' ast three regulatory
1037  nMsuze Richard Gonzalez lease d wbers. No
Tothe bestof EPE’ knowledge, al else equal
rate on EPE' deb ssuances chang i texperlenced:
1038|  nMsuzas a__|Richard Gonzatez a.h No
103 NMsuz1s b__[Richard Gonzalez A No
1000]  NMsu21s [ Richard Gonzalez Aone-notch 2 No
1041 NMsu21s [ Richard Gonzalez A No
i, for any reason,
adiional foryout
1042  NMsuzas e |Richard Gonzatez d No
Since itsast rate case iing, has EPE ever found fself unabls to access sufficient debt
captal from w21t
1043 nMsuz1e Richard Gonzalez in detail No
Since tsast Has EPE or s parent ever Toaccess
04|  nMsuzaz Richard Gonzalez detail No
E ER next five years, and
markets, external retained
rming Please aso
1005|  nMsuzas Richard Gonzalez e time period No
v forthe most recent 13-month and th
base period 2025, y the amount of
1046|  nMsuz1e Richard Gonzalez Cindy Prieto irany No
"
firmat
1047]  nMsuz20 Richard Gonzalez the Company's equity balance No
amountor mated
08| nmsuzz1 Richard Gonzalez related 2 No
nelect
d and ive-year for EPE. abreakdown of
a .
10|  wmsuzz2 Richard Gonzalez and debt capital etc. No
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pita. If the Company i
redit agreement, v
1050 NMSU2:23 Richard Gonzalez nd No
e provide the d
, Moody's and Fitch. Al EPE’
financial risk profis medial or low)
1051 NMSU2:24 Richard Gonzalez used by S&P. Finally,identify the Moody's risk grid used to e f No
Uformulas
intact, EPE’ forthe st five years
andthree-year projections if available. Please include all financial statements used to
I
1052 NMSU 225 | Richard Gonzalez rangesfor No
EPE’ uch
Ifthe yes,” provide the
amountof nce nd
1053 NMSU2:26 Cindly Prieto BHEA No
Doany of EPE’ the answer s
“yes,” please p
b) 3 ) annual interest expense,
1054 NMSU 2:27 Richard Gonzalez and ) call price f par). No
issues?
Ifthe answer s “yes,” please provide the following:
1055 NMsU2:28 a___|Richard Gonzatez No
b. v results
1056 NMsU2:28 b |Richard Gonzatez of the study. No
u
1057 NMSU 2-28 3 Richard Gonzalez intact No
copy of all parties othis
1058 NMSU3-1 become available. No
P Py parties’
1059 NMSU3-2 lab No
P modelof EPE's udies,
1060 NMsU3-3 jth all forma d Yes
i rate/rider charges, that
class. The proofof unless
f demand, energy and
1061 NMSU3-4 Manny Carrasco Yes
1062 NMSU3-5 testimony format, with protected. Yes
1063 NMSU3-6 Manny Carrasco testimony format, with protected. Yes
ith allformulas and link;
1064 NMSU3-7 d 1 through K-08, Yes
ith allformulas and link;
1065 NMSU3-8 d Yes
P format, with
1066 NMSU3-9 d 01 through M-03, No
th all dlink:
1067 NMSU3-10 d 1. Yes
of Service (“CCOS") study is STAFF 01-03 Supplemental_Attachment 01, If ot
confirmed,
1068 DOD1-1 CCOS study. including all hedules, links, et Yes
whether revisions, correction:
ponses,
Ifnot,please pr
. together with al hedul
1069 DoD1-2 formulas,link iiles. Yes
U Excel fil Jurisdictional
c 0s) of
 demand, —th
1070 DOD1-3 were filed by the Comp: Case No. C-20-00104-UT Yes
and revenue proof (e.g., Workpaper O), as well as all Excel exhibits and workpapers
r Company’s
1071 DOD 14 Manny Carrasco Hernandez? last rate case. Gase No. C-20-00104-UT. Yes
P of
Service ("CCOS") study, including all hedules, link:
etc., applying al of the following alternative assumptions:
1 y the CCOS
the D1PROD - 4CP Average & Excess (4CP A&E) allocator. Do not allocate
1072 DOD 15 1 No
2. Production O L
L D
tallocate ~12CP-ARE o
1073 DOD1-5 2 D2PROD - 4CP; No
3.
tsand ERC
Account 561 - Load Dispatching, are allocated using a 4CP ABE
transmission plant or
12CP . or I
maintain P ABETrans,
locator, locator,
1074 DOD 15 3 lout No
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the Company's Class Cost of
Service ("CCOS" including all h Uik
tc., applyingall
1 y the CCO
the DIPROD - 4CP Average & Excess (4CP A&E) allocator. Do not allocate
1075 DOD1:6 1 A No
2. Production O&M: demand-ret
L D
tallocate ~12CP-ARE o
1076 DOD1-6 2 D2PROD - 4CP; No
3.
tsand ERC
Account 561 - Load Dispatching, are allocated using D2TRAN - 4CP. Do
1077 DOD1:6 3 DIRANI2- 12CP. No
on equity, authorized cost of debt, and
overall rate of return for €| Paso Electric Company (“EPE or “Company*) in each
f EPE's last four Texas retail Please
identify case number, order date of each order,
effective date of the rates, and provide copies of the final orders or decisions
1078 DOD1-7 Richard Gonzalez No
h quarter for the p
five year P i
pasis. u djustments and
1079 DOD1-8 Nelson U formulas and cel No
b EPE's capital struct bt, short-term
debt, Trust gs,term loans,
dividend: tructure. For d
the net outstanding balance, effective cost rate, maturity dat f funds forinclus
the requested capital structure and cost of capital.
1080 DOD 1-9 | Richard Gonzalez No
allcredit report
issuer commentaries, and outlook reports for EPE, Sun Jupiter Holdings LLC, IIF
P  and
afiliate,from Moody's, S&, Fitch, or any other credit ating agency, published
1081 DOD1-10 Richard Gonzalez over the past ive vears. No
For the period January 1, 2020 through the date of the response, please list al credit
EPE, Sun Jupiter Lc, 3
58P, Fich, or any other or, ffirmation, outlook
change, upgrade, downgrade, watch placement, or withdrawal, provide the date,
rating agency, rating action, eportor press release, and all supporting
1082 DoD 111 | Richard Gonzalez 1 recelved from the agency. No
@ s, term sheets, indent
debt
fi ,termloan, Trust
financin r other g by EPE, Rio
Trust, Holdings LLC, or any, or
affliate over the last five years, including the $173 million 6.41% Senior
1083 DOD1-12 Richard Gonzalez 0 No
Over the past five years, please provide the dollar amount, date, source, purpose,
d ment of all equity
parent dividends, distributions, or other
transfers between EPE and Sun Jupiter Holdings LLC, IF US Holding 2LP,
3 Include the
October 2025 $170 million equity infusion, the October 2025 $101.6 milion
dividend, and all
1084 DoD 113 | Richard Gonzalez mil since the 2020 Rate Case. No
Commission, FERC Form 1 reports, SEC filings or reports, audited financial
tatement: d he past five years. If any
v than EPE, please
1085 DOD1-14 identiy’ No
Please provide:
a) quarter rate base EPE for each quar
from January 1,2020 through andTest
1086 DOD 115 a___|CindyPprieto for andN No
b th balances of sh debt, |
1087 DOD 115 b___|Richard Gonzalez ind any other No
cal apital struct fuel
Trust,
1088 DOD 115 ¢ |cindyPrieto No
4, the dat th all data and formu
1089 DOD 115 d__|cindyPrieto intact No
Please provide:
a) h debt facili
borrowings, term loan: EPEfor
1090 DOD1-16 a__|Richard Gonzalez the period January 1. 2 forthe Test Year Period:; No
b) pread,
1091 DOD1-16 b |Richard Gonzatez No
c.) the purpos excluded
1092 DOD1-16 ¢ |Richard Gonzatez No
d.)the data in Microsoft Excel format with all data and
1093 DOD1-16 d_|Richard Gonzatez the worksheet. No
Reference Nelson Direct at 41-45
) Please provide the master listof all electric
1094 DOD 117 a_|Jennifer Nelson util No
b pl P
nalyst coverage, EPS
creditratings, vertical integration,
percent ortransaction
1005 DOD 117 b |senniter Netson vy, No
1096 DOD 117 c___|Jennifer Netson c)d ‘meet her criteria for inclusion; No
1097 DOD 117 d___|Jennifer Nelson dia iteria; No
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e.)f the response 1o subparts (c.) or (d.) 15. Nelson
1098 DOD 117 e |Jenniter Nelson u ony todav. No
15178 and Exhibi JEN-6.
a p models, source data, an Netson's
Constant Growth DCF, Quarterly Growth DCF, CAPM, Empirical CAPM, and
1099 DoD 118 a___|senniter Netson Bond No
b.) provide the daily dividend: yyields, beta
coefficient thorized ROE dat;
1100 DoD 118 b |senniter Netson No
1101 DOD 118 c___|Jennifer Netson c No
1102 DOD 118 d___|Jennifer Nelson ) identity every diustment, exc date used: No
1103 DOD 118 e |Jennifer Nelson f the date of the response No
111 10911
th al formut of
rkpapers, models, and q
of debt,and
apital.
data from EPE's books,trial bal dividend
records, totra
44 10.70%
1104 DOD1-19 Richard Gonzalez cost of debt, and 8.364 L rate of return to the filing. No
X 1211 110and
13115, o structure
Provide all P
tructure, including
jurisdictional
q fusing a New
tructur
endof 3 the Test
1105 DOD 120 | Richard Gonzalez Year Period, No
Reference the Application's description of the Base Period and Test Year Period
and Gonzalez Direct at 12-13. Please provide all support for EPE's capital structure
month
averages, thirteen-month averages, Base Period balances, Test Year balances,
postaBase P
1106 DOD1-21 a__|Richard Gonzatez ajath h No
1107 DOD 1-21 b Richard Gonzalez bla structure over the Base Period: No
1108 DOD1-21 ¢ [Richard Gonzalez . the actual the end of the Base Period: No
1109 DOD1-21 d__[Richard Gonzalez ) the atthe end of the Test Year Period: No
1110 DOD1-21 e [Richard Gonzalez et tructur No
14 X provide the complete
costof debt, including each debt series, issue date, maturity date, principal amount
d tated yield, t discount
hedges,
andall
111 DoD1-22 | Richard Gonzalez No
P
reatment of the October 2025 $173 million
the October 2025 $1 .
andthe October tructure
andcostof Reconcile th ts, date Lent
L EPE's
general ledger, and
the , Test Year P
112 DOD1-23 Richard Gonzalez truct tof debt, or No
t12-13an021
capacity contract, Rio
terml
X equity Lor
other tructure but
it lenders,
quallty. For each tem, provide the amount, term, cost rate, counterparty, reason for
tructure, any rating
or nd
1113 DoD1-24 | Richard Gonzalez the capital structure o cost of deb No
15,16-22, at113-115. Please
policie: plans,
tal
and
Include alt
minimum rating-agent debttargets, cash-fl 3
debt-to-EBITDA targets, interest
d parent
1114 DOD1-25 Richard Gonzalez No
1622.P i
rating-ag
provided to, received from, o discussed with Moody's, Fitch, S&P, or any other
January 1,2021. Include all versions of any
schedules or
dall FFO/debt,
cF i Udeb, debt/EBITDA, EBIT retained
1115 DOD 126 | Richard Gonzalez andany other No
" includin
gulatory
framework assessments 3 projected
testyears in
Tuel renewabl
o batteryriders, grid modernization riders, other trackers or surcharges, and any
1116 0D 127 Jenniter Nelson K Nelson o EPE. No
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106109, i
d t
|  Duft
& Phelps, Bloomberg, Value Line, S&, Moody's, Fitch, or
Q
117 DOD1-28 Jennifer Nelson anysi L No
Reference the Application, Gonzalez Direct at 12-15, Nelson Direct at 108-109,
distribution,
renewable, reliabilty,
investments. P EPE
in enditures, net plant, gross plant,
P plant ratios,
supports the
1118 DOD1-29 Jenniter Nelson Richard ity or equiy ratio. No
112-114and Exhibit JEN-10. provide the
Nelson's
prory udi
bsici \dentity all adjustment
made h deb
soodwil, ther
the
1119 DOD 1-30 Jennifer Nelson No
11 10911
) Has EPE, Trust, Sun Jupiter LC,orany.
. equity, notes, bond:
120 DOD1-31 a___|Richard Gonzatez Base Period or Test Year Period used in this iling; No
bifyes,
o principal amounts ssued, offering price, coupon, yield, underwriting discount,
121 DOD1-31 b |Richard Gonzatez issuance maturity, use of proceed: approvals; No
.) does EPE, Rio Grande Resources Trust, Sun Jupiter Holdings LLC, or any relevant
parentor p  debt, equity, h
122 DOD1-31 ¢ |Richard Gonzatez five years; No
4.)ifyes, provide the expected ming, amount, instrument, cost
rate, use of proceeds, underwiting discount, issuance expense, and effect on EPE's
123 DOD1-31 d_|Richard Gonzaez capital No
Provide 7 trackers, id
urcharge: deferrals, or other
pes t Include, ata
minimum, the Fuel and Purchased Power Cost Adjustment Clause, AMS Rider or
surcharge, tRider, P
BE d
or dentify the
I bal
deferred for
1124 DOD1-32 c rders in No
iagram
Trust, Sun Jupiter
Holdings LLC, IF US Holding 2 LP, nfrastructure lnvestments Fund, allother
nd any parent company. P
fficers and
directors, role infinancing or ..
125 DOD1-33 Jim Schichit 3 No
Has EPE pursued, received, or uilized any federal, state, local, or other
grants, tax credits tives, rebat similar
licat partially or fully it
the following detailsfor each project:
126 DOD134 a Tammy Henderson_| a.)the date the ded, d d, or used; No
127 DOD134 b Tammy Henderson_|b.)a Lok the No
1128 DOD134 c Tammy Henderson | c. the source of funding; No
129 DOD134 d Tammy Henderson_|d.) received; No
1130 DOD134 e Tammy Henderson_| e.) the total anticipated No
1131 DOD134 t Tammy Henderson_| . the any rider or tracker; No
132 DOD1-34 ] Tammy Henderson | ) whether the this case; No
133 DOD134 h Tammy Henderson_| h.) No
Whatls the revenue requirement impact of a  basis-point, 5 basis-point, 10 basisipoint, 25 basis-point, 50 basis-point, 75 basis|
point, and 100 basis:
deb,
tructur fdebr, al [ q
impacts assuming:
a 44, ratio, 10, 3 debt,
1134 DOD1-35 a and 8.354% overall rate of rewrn; No
1135 DOD1-35 . b.) 2 50.00% common equity and 50.00% No
1136 DOD1-35 ¢ . EPE's actual Base Period tructure; No
1137 DOD1-35 d 0. EPE's actual Test Year No
) 1
i ith P ifuel
g L ortracker proposed
1138 DOD135 e in thi clas No
Please refer to page 24, ines 8to 9 of Omar Gallegos' Direct Testimony, which states “[the
utput of annual Ten-year Plan.”
1139 CCAE4-1 Omar Gallegos Company’s current Ten-Year No
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P , lines 6 to 14 s
Direct Testimony and Exhibit ES-6
a demand to
EPE's New Mexico service territory, not to EPE's service teritory in Texas or
1140 ceaE42 a other jurisdictions. No
to Exhibit E5-6 for the
1141 cCaE42 b EPE'S rvice jurisdictions. No
1142 CCAE4:3 Please identify -1 No
Please provide "Load Requests at
2 reater -7 (“Company's Line
Extension Policies and Construction Charges”).
a facilities that
the " *and
 For eachfacility type, please state and expl
hether both
1143 CCAE4-4 a__|omarGallegos No
b, 2
end un 2 specific
plain the Company’s I EPE's
ype g on:
ustomer foreach
1144 CCAE4-4 b |OmarGallegos facilty type. No
. Does proposed Section 3(E)(5) apply o shared transmission facilites, hatis,
required, accelerated, o expanded due to a large load service request? Ifyes,
1145 CCAE4-4 ¢ |omarGatlegos customers. It o, nose costs. No
d cost
3(E)! . that
large load
o,
1146 CCAE4-4 d___|omarGallegos them. No
Please refer "Load Request: Voltage for 30 MW o
Greater) on page 23 of Exhibit OAG-7 (“Company’s Line Extension Policies and Construction
Charges”), g
“unplanned substation upgrades.” Specifically:
plan prior to receipt of
147 CCAE4S a__|omarGallegos but timing due to that reauest? No
b “ o
1148 CCAE4S b |OmarGallegos were pacity du No
<. For purp whatot PPl
1149 CCAE4S ¢ |omarGatlegos whether “unplanned™? No
Please refer "Load R Voltage for 30 MW or
Greater") on page 23 of Exhibit OAG-7 (“Company
Charges”), which describes the Infrastructure Capacity Charge.
a 1o calculate the
apacity Charge for, including all
it 3
1150 CCAE4S a___|OmarGallegos Capacity Ch No
the customer
contribute to recovery of the same facilites? If no, please explain why not and
1151 CCAE4S b |OmarGallegos whether No
2 L
Than 740 kVA") on pages 2210 23 of Exhibit OAG-7 (“Company's Line Extension Policies and
c dand
Reservation Charge
a oad
evidence EPE
152 CCAE4T a__|omarGallegos No
b. igger
Y 1010
1153 CCAE4T b |omarGallegos 120f Exhibit 0AG-72 No
<. I customer falizes,
,itany, bear beyon
1154 CCAE4T ¢ |omarGatlegos one-time Distribution Capacity Reservation Charge already paid? No
d.
rather than annual. Specifically:
i h
1155 CcCAE4T i |OmarGallegos is sufficient t No
i
1156 CCAE47 dii__|omar Gallegos charge. No
P : ExhibitMC-9 (“Orig 50, HighLL r
Service Rate”) “Orig] 51, Large Load P "
“[iffinancial bove,
Customer will agree
{t The Initial
incremental
o , Customer': d Forecast, Customer's cash
ities, and "
a iy
Amount, including:
1157 CCAE4-8 Jim Schichtt LAl tation; No
[ = Toad forecast,
ind customer
1158 CCAE4-8 Jim Schichit hted; and No
il Whether a hether
1159 CCAE4-8 Jim Schichit No
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@ ) ) @ (@ It}
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Line Package?
No | intervenor/Set | subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8
b1t v n y .
the niial
1160 CoAE4-8 b |imschient oversigh (if any) applle No
Please refer to page 5 of Exhibit MC-9 (*Oriinal Rate No. 50, High Load Factor Power Service
Rate”), ngagingin
any, t e terms of this
tothe end of the Intial Term or any renewal thereof may be subject to
» fees s .
a exitfees and/or
1161 CCAE4-9 a_|simSchichtt damag tothe end of the contract term. No
b.PI s, formu; useto
1162 CCAE4-9 b |simSchichtt prior to the end of the contractterm. No
fnotalready ting Ms. Glander's
1163 NMSU4-1 LoriGlander No
For each of the past five years and for EPE's 12 months ending September 30, 2025 test
epe “08M") expense
1164 NMSU4-2 by n-tabor. No
proof of revenue
1165 NMSU43 Rene Gonzalez 1 No
1165 NMSU4-4 Rene Gonzalez ! y No
COVID, etc
1167 NMSU4-5 Rene Gonzalez month for the last No
1168 NMSU4-6 o st No
Directors’and Officers’
1160 NMSU 47 it the Company No
allDirectors' and Offcers L
170 NMSU 48 No
o
epE e last five years and Foreach
payment, t date, date of inciden, and
un NMSU 49 the incident. No
o donation 3
172  wMsua0 and Please listeach due, donation, “
T proposed
1173 nmsuann No
1174 nmsuanz Cindy Prieto Does neir third party? No
Please detal thect billng (ag, and
175|  NMsuass Joe Weiss No
Have clectronic oronline
ustomers. If Ustudies. f not,
1176|  NMsuaa Joe Weiss been done. No
pe topayth it I
17|  NMsuas Joe Weiss dwhe No
1178]  NMsus1e Joe Weiss Please provide the results of EPE's ast No
For each pay period lsted (both active and fnal) in Mr. Weiss's exhibts, please indicate
i 90+ Days, etc.)
1179|  nMsuanz Joe Weiss No
Please also provid pen
it the testyear Inaddit
1180|  nMsua1s positions. No
) by empl
retirements, eaving EPE, etc) by monthfor the ast five years for EPE, so that the net
impactof ofactive
1181 NMSU4-19 for eachyear or the past s years. No
For each monthof the past five calendar years and for EPE's test yea revenue requiremen, please indicate the total amount of
18|  nMsuaz0 U typ No
For each of the past tevelof for
1183 nmsua21 separately. No
For each of the past tabor Please outby union
1184  nmsuazz versus non-union, No
tevel, ffany,of revenue
. the date of for thatwas
1185  NMsuazs severed. No
Please provide EPE's overtime hours and pay for each ofthe last five years. Please also
i capitalized. Finally,please
118  NMsua2s nd pay. No
STIPY tamimmu,
1187  nMsuazs t, d elghily. No
amountof STIP included in EPE's test
1188  NMsua26 ar tof STIP No
with alformulas intact, and the folowing for each:
1189|  NMsua27 a_|wiissarera No
1190 nMsuazr b |ulissaRera b.Ba No.
1191 NMSU-27 ¢ |ulissaRera <. Historical Test Year expense; No
1192]  NMsuaz7 4 |ulissaReza . Ba: No
1103]  NMsua27 e |ulissaRera e. Historical Test Year No
Refer to EPE's "VER-LLTC Large Load Transmission Assessment, Phase I” dated
September 202 13and
“VER-LLTC Assessment”)
toservethe
VER-LLTC load above 80 M 140 MW and at 400 MW, includin f¢
1194 NMDOJ3-1 a_ |imschicnt . capacityin MW, and EPE's most recent estimate of capita cost No
ERILLTC 150, please
produce it If not, please state the anticpated completion
1195 NMDOJ3-1 b |imsehient date No
© s estimate of the otal capial cost the VER-LLTC load,
transmission, substation, teachof 80
119 NMDOJ3-1 ¢ |imsenient MW, 140 MW, and 400 MW, and the ™ No
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Forthe VER-LLT v any customer th
proposed Rate No. 50 of Rate No. 51:
costof
(]
b d (i) the 10ad’s share of d
1197 NMDOJ 32 a_|Jimschicht No
” the Rate N tarift
the load's share of onlythe
1198 NMDOJ3-2 b |Manny Carrasco costof No
(c) i any portion of from
class or
1199 NMDOJ 32 ¢ |simschicht No
require of the VER-LLTC customer or of any customer under Rate No. 50 or Rate No. 51, and
state, for each, whether it secures (i) th
lties and (i) the load t Please
1200 NMD0)3-3 Jim Schichit ide th a tractor No
referredto as "VERILLTC" are ite,or projectas,
“BorderPlex Digital-Verde, LLC," whose
cot-01 r
project. If different, so state g prospectfor
1201 NMDOJ 34 Jim Schichtt prepared a Large Load compar No
centers, that has requested electric service or an
from EPE, state  the location,
he any), date, and the current status (for example,
1202 NMD0)3-5 Omar Gallegos preliminary assessment, Phase |, Phase Il No
EPE d the cost of serving, or
mer. he 30 MW Rate N or an
400 MW. If 50, please produce the analysis. If not,please explain
why the Rate No.
T £ example, 80 MW to 400
1203 NMDOJ3-6 Manny Carrasco MWin the VER-LLTC No
Referto the VER-LLTC -
(a) Please describe how EPE wouldtreat, for ratemaking, the cost of generation capacity that
e customer
1204 NMD0)3-7 a_|Jimschicht Manny Carrasco No
1205 NMD0)3-7 b |Manny carrasco the interim. and if so. in what No
Please state the capital cost EPE assumes, per Kilowatt and per MW, for the
q under Rate No. 50 or
Rate No. 51, including /ER-LLTC load above 80 MW. Identity
year (vintage) of that cost assumption,
workpaper. EPE
pr for exampl the 202810
2030 period. If s 1
£0) It capital cost, identify 3 y
urrent P . Provide any
1208 NMD0J3-8 Manny Carrasco estimates. No
Forthe VER-LLTC customer and for 1
customer, ’s estimate of the annual
depreciati andincome taxes)for transmission,
ubstation, the load, MW of contract
1207 NMD0)3-9 Manny Carrasco Jim Schichtt i No
o ponse to CL
Respon: LAttachment
Regarding Supplemental_Attachment 15 p. 20f 17, for invoice dated 12/12/2024 n the amount of
$127,327:
a P
1208|  cLcDAC3 a “Fee-In Lieu of Commission.” No
b. for ratemaking
purposesin allocated
1209 cLc-DAC3 b urisdiction. No
1210 clcDAC3 < c. Pl utility service. No
o LAttachment 15, p. 3of
17,for 8, for carrier policy period 7/1/2025 -
7/1/2026 and:
1211|  clc-DAC32 a a.p! his invoice: No
her p Program
1212|  clc-DAC32 b (Primary) No
B P
1213|  CLC-DAC32 c allocated No
d P m
1214|  clc-DAC32 d in this case and No
B P
1215|  CLC-DAC32 e costof service, No
. " prior
1216|  CLC-DAC32 1 vice. fee o policy No
1217]  CLC-DAC32 P 2Pl wilt service. No
s Direct
Testimony and Exhibits of Omar A. Gallegos, EXibit OAG-4, p. 5 of 1, dentifying the AIP 345 kV.
“torepl tructures t
avold failure,” and Exhibit OAG-S, p. 10f 3, including the TL283 and TL282 project descriptions
structures, and:
a. Please identify the number of, duration of, and the number of customers affected by all
1218|  CLC-DAC33 a___|OmarGallegos wilgfi last ten (10) years. No
b. P proposed
1219|  CLC-DAC33 b |OmarGallegos No
c. Please identify EPE'S
1220]  ciepacas ¢ |cindyPrieto No
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(a) (b) () (@) (e) [0}
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question
s Direct Testimony
OmarA. Gall P50 11,
failure,” and Exhibit OAG-S, p. 10f 3, including the TL283 and TL282 project descriptions
structures, and:
a performed, or had
performed, for D
1221 clcDAC34 a___|OmarGallegos Macho Springs-Springer No
b. ned, or had
performed,
1222 clcDAC34 b |OmarGallegos on the Macho Springs I No
1223 clcDAC34 c___|OmarGallegos c.itE No
4. State i tis EPE's intention, ultimately, to replace all of the wood structures on the
1224 clcDAC34 d___|omarGallegos Macho Springs-Springervil tructures? No
e.lfso, reasons for it ted
budget, all lectrical, and
1225  cLcDAC34 e |omarGallegos No
. Explain, in detail, the Company's anticipated usage of the Macho Springs-Springerville
agreement (‘PPA”) for
1226 cLcDAC34 1 |omarGallegos solar expires. No
& the steelstructures
1227 clcpAc34 2 |OmarGallegos Macho Springs-S: I No
h.ifso, for Proposals (‘RFP") the bids and
1228]  cLcDAC34 h___|OmarGallegos responses. No
1229 clcDAC34 i Omar Gallegos iLIfnot. Pl No
1 ’s Direct Testimony
Omar A. Gallegos, Extibit OAG-4, p.5.0f 11,
failure,” . .10t 3,including the TL283 and TL
truct o
a.Tothe benefit
performed, or d fsome
123%]  clcpac3s a__|omar Gallegos orallof Springs-Springervil No
Please refer s response to CLC 01-02, which
P Team.
a andthe P
to, Harvey m)
1231 CCAES-1 a__|imschichtt No
b.P 1 and the P
garding
1232 CCAES-1 b |imSchichtt either of No
regarding the connection of “Project Nucleus,” “Project Jupiter,” or any other
1233 CCAES-1 ¢ |imschichtt potential t0 EPE's system. No
, response o
cLe 102, Team.
/s esponse 1o CLC 1:01, ucasa
. /s response to
DAC 47, which discusses EPE's financial interests i “Project Jupiter.”
P " , LLC," and “Project Jupiter”
referto the same ite, facilty, project. I * “BorderPlex
Digtal-Verde, LLC,” and “Project Jupiter” refer to different customers, sies, facilites, or
1234 CCAES2 Jim Schichtt projects explain No
P : ER-LLTC 2
r day EPEand
ure ik together - P
1235 CCAES-3 Jim Schichtl and LLTC's work No
24-0123-UT on Aprit
23,2026, EPE" EPE
shifted from 3:00 p.m. 10 4:00 p.m. 10 5:00 p.m. 0 6:00 p.m.
123 cie11 Admit:___Denv: No
24-0123-UT on Apit
23,2026, EPE" 1 of Energy EPE's p moving
toward the hour ending at6:00 p.m.
1237 cLe11-2 Admit: Denv: No
24-0123-UT on Aprit
23,2026, EPE" ur inter, EPE's system
oad peaks n the evening.
1238 cie11:3 Admit:___Denv: No
24-0123-UT on Apit
23, 2026, EPE dur inter,
onits gas peaking units to meet the daily peak [oads.
1239 cic114 Admit:___Denv: No
24-0123-UT on Aprit
23, 2026, EPE ELCC
capacity]is used for planning purposes.
1240 cie11s Admit:___Denv: No
24-0123-UT on Aprit
23, 2026, EPE EPE does not using
Newman Unit 1 during the summer of 2026
1241 cie116 Admit:___Denv: No
24-0123-UT on Aprit
23,2026, EPE" 1 of Energy EPE"
the SPP's Markets+, the Company's planning feserve margin would increase by 70 MW t0 80 MW/
on a Total System basis
1242 cle1 Admit:___Deny: No
P 24-0123-UT on April 23, 2026, EPE
Vice P t
as of the time of that presentation.
1243 cleig Admit:___Deny: No
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(a) (b) () (d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question
24-0123-UT on Aprit
026, Manager of Y
and accurate as of the time of that presentation.
1244 cie119 Admit:___Denv: No
24-0123-UT on Aprit
026, M ¥
and accurate as of the time of that presentation.
1245 cle1110 Admit:___Denv: No
For each q C 8-1 through CLC 8-10) for which your resp
d pon:
identify any hibi
No. 25-00038-UT' : P analyses or
1246 cleit explanation. No
For each and every Request for Admissions (CLC 8-1 through CLC 8-11) above, dentity any
at
the present 3
d it
1247 cle1r12 poropriate No
Please refer to EPE's supplemental response to Request for Production CLC 2-18 and CLC 2-18
hment p
c218
1248 cLe1113 a ttachment 07. No
EPE" m
1249 cLe1113 b No
(c) Explain why CL ttachment,
1250 cLe1113 c Cfor No
(d) Explain the nature of EPE’s contractual relationship with Dyopath, LLC during the
1251 cLe1113 d remainder of No
EPE" LG, if
1252 cLe1113 e any. No
() If EPE currently LLC, provid
1253 cLe1113 t of: agreements No
(@ LLC that appear to be
hibits, schedules, work
L it
1254 clc1113 2 No
y [
testimony, exhibits, schedules,
rkpaper Your answer
tines, columns, yopath LLC
1255 cle1113 h__|cindyPrieto ts are reflected as well as th No
(i) tany of path, LLC
EPE' Texas),
the st andin
the " it
K in
1256 clc1113 i Cindy Prieto No
(i) fany of path, LLC
the costsof
Costaider are not through th
1257 cle1113 i Manny Carrasco | AMS Cost Rider. No
P : Lotof z X number of
cust in the Base P ine 31for the Test Year. Explain
why these customer numbers differ significantly from the annual customer bill amounts usedto
toRate No. 46, as shown
FEPE's
Compl 315,
Rider, EPE" 21
1258 clc111a 100269-UT on January 30, 2026 No
Please refer 0103, Attachment 1
/s costot tudy, in th the following
information:
identiier (Column| of the spreadsheet) that refers to Generation or Transmission
should use a Customer-related DEC Component Allocator. For instance the BUD -
o
1259 cle1i1s a custL No
(o) Ifthe BUD functional character
of it
the identifer function, why are
1260 cle1i1s b exclusively No
P : pany's resp: 1-03, Attachment 1,
s cost of service stud
following information:
(a) h
demand, energy, or
nature of the activiy, or hod such allocator? Pleas
1261 clc1116 a olain ddress all of No
the amount, if any, of expenses for the Company
Component listed below.
« Customer - 369 Services
« Customer - 370 Meters
« Customer - 371 Install on Customer Premise
« Customer - 902 Meter Reading
« Customer - 903 Customer Rec & Collections
1262 cle1116 b « Customer - Other No
stimony of
allocators, 4CP -ARE, 4CP and 12CP-ASE
a demand in
by the amount of the solar and
the CP hours
1263 NMSU5-1 a o No
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(a) (b) () d) (e) )
Does this need to be
Supplemented based on the
Amended Rate Case Filing
Line Package?
No | intervenor/set Subpart Sponsor Co-Sponsor(s) Question 8)
b. I the full
fact ofthe
1264 NMSU5-1 b E's rate base? No
c.Similarly, did EPE u gy usag h
Rate 26 class, or was t by the amount of
8
1265 NMSU5-1 c 2 No
1266 NMSU5-1 d d.Ifthe full eneray usage exolain why. No
: “Orig| 0 High L 1 Service Rate”) “Original Rate
No.51Large Load Power Service Rate”), attached to Manuel Carrasco’s Direct Testimony.
a. Please listall hider Pl
0 customers taking service under Rate No. 50 or Rate No. 51. For any ridef that does not apply to Rate No. 50 or Rate No. 51
1267 CCAEE-1 a_|MannyCarrasco customer No
b. B (EUERF) the
dL Rider (LIR),
apply Rate No. 50 or Rate
1268 CCAEE-1 b |MannyCarrasco No. 51?1 no, No
o 1) (*Dual Feeders") of Exhibit
OAG-7 (“Company'sL_i )
Gallegos’ Direct Testimony.
a acustomer makes a “Customer
the amount of f
substation faciltes)” or “enterls] into a written agreement to pay a monthly
1269 CCAEG2 a__|omarGallegos Plea No
b, the monthly
Please
1270 CCAEG2 b |omar Gallegos brovi mole of th n No
c prop
Ifthe term lengt
1271 CCAEG2 ¢ |omarGatlegos varies by 3 the term length, No
 an exitfee for
customers utilzing a Section 3(E)(1) faciliies charge. If EPE does not propose
collateral or exitfees for 1) custc
acustomer utilizing g
1272 CCAEE-2 d___|omarGallegos No
Please provide "Load Requests at
Distribution Voltage for 30 MW or Greater") of Exhibit OAG-7 (“Company’s Line Extension
Policies and Construction Charges”), attached to Omar Gallegos’ Direct Testimony.
a. Has EPE that th
do not trigger substation or transmission-level impacts? Please explain why or
1273 CCAEE3 a__|omarGallegos why not. No
b, h
apacity Charge. P use
1274 CCAEE3 b |OmarGallegos those criteria are appropriate. No
c prop: or an exitfee for
apacity Char n
1275 CCAEE3 Omar Gallegos L Ifves. how will EPE calculate the collateral o exitfee? No
il EPE does not collateral or exit
customers,
inthe
1276 CCAEE-3 cil__|Omar Gallegos customer. No
For each Valuation of t , for
on July 29, provide the
used i or reported from the process
AP levered
1277 sF11 A discount No
8. Prod del her
intermediate results to include:
1278 SF11 Ba Capital weights No
1279 SF11 Bb B.b. Costof debt No|
1280 SF11 B B.c.Risk free rate No
1281 SF11 Bd a1 No
1282 SF11 Be B.e.Eauity Risk Premium No
1283 SF11 B 1. Where the cost o eat unl n asset basi No|
1284 SF11 B Be mu No|
1285 SF11 c C. 1o each input No
D. ¥
1286 SF11 [ flows. No
E
it lied to EPE s toaclass of
it that
1287 SF11 € rate and No
Produce the note to the audited financial statements of I, o of the IIF master
3 hfiscalyear since th
the present, EPE
1288 SF12 alue. together with the statement of the basis on which No
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Order Description

The procedural schedule established by the Procedural Order issued on April 27, 2026,

including all testimony, prehearing, hearing, and related deadlines established by that Order or any
subsequent procedural order, is VACATED. Those deadlines shall be reset, as appropriate, by further
procedural order.

All pending deadlines for motions or responses to motions are TOLLED pending further
order of the Hearing Examiner.

The evidentiary hearing presently scheduled to commence on September 21, 2026, is
VACATED.

No party shall be required to file testimony or other merits-related submissions until a new
procedural schedule is issued. The vacatur and stay of procedural deadlines ordered herein do not
toll or extend the statutory suspension period applicable to Advice Notice No. 317.

Within twenty-one calendar days after issuance of this Order, EPE shall file an

Amended Application for Revision of Retail Electric Rates and a complete replacement filing package
( collectively "Amended Application"). EPE shall file one integrated and comprehensive Amended
Application that supersedes the original Application, the First Errata Notice, the Second Errata
Notice, and all prior replacement or supplemental versions of affected documents.

The Amended Application shall clearly state that it is the single operative version of
EPE's affirmative filing in this docket

EPE shall contemporaneously file a complete set of all testimony, exhibits, schedules,
workpapers, cost-of-service studies, models, proposed tariffs, rate calculations, and any other
supporting documents upon which it relies, regardless of whether particular

documents were previously filed and remain unchanged. EPE shall not incorporate

prior versions of affected documents by general reference where doing so would require Staff,
intervenors, or the Hearing Examiner to determine which prior version remains

operative.

Before filing the Amended Application, EPE shall conduct a comprehensive review
sufficient to ensure, to the extent it can be reasonably known at that time, that the filing
does not rely upon future rebuttal testimony, future errata, future replacement exhibits,
future workpapers, or anticipated discovery supplementation to establish any
foundational component of EPE's affirmative case. The Amended Application shall
contain no unresolved ambiguity as to which testimony, exhibit, schedule, workpaper,
model, tariff, calculation, or discovery response is operative

EPE shall file with the Amended Application a comprehensive correction and

reconciliation matrix. The matrix shall identify every error, omission, correction,

replacement, or supplementation disclosed in the First Errata Notice, the Second Errata Notice,
discovery responses, pending motions, party correspondence included in the

record, or EPE's further internal review.

EPE shall file a verification executed by an authorized officer of the Company stating
that EPE has undertaken a comprehensive review of the Amended Application and
supporting materials and that, to the best of the officer's knowledge after reasonable
inquiry, the Amended Application is complete, accurate, internally consistent, and not
known, at that time, to require further material correction or supplementation

EPE shall also file verifications from each sponsoring witness confirming that the
witness has reviewed the amended testimony, exhibits, schedules, and workpapers
sponsored by that witness and that those materials are complete, accurate, internally
consistent, and consistent with the Amended Application.
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7)

EPE shall provide all executable, native-format workpapers and models without
technical limitations that would prevent Staff and intervenors from reproducing EPE's
calculations.

8)

EPE shall contemporaneously supplement all discovery responses that are affected by
the Amended Application. No prior discovery response shall be treated as current
merely because EPE does not expressly withdraw it. EPE bears the responsibility to
determine which prior responses are no longer complete, accurate, or consistent with
the Amended Application.

Within seven calendar days after EPE files the Amended Application, Staff shall file a
Completeness Report. Staff's report shall state whether the Amended Application and supporting
materials are sufficiently complete, coherent, internally consistent, and technically usable to permit
the proceeding to continue.

In conducting its review, Staff shall consider, at minimum, whether:

1)

EPE filed all materials required by this Order;

2)

the Amended Application identifies one authoritative and operative version of EPE's case;

3)

the correction and reconciliation matrix is complete and usable;

4

all identified corrections appear to have been carried through affected materials;

5)

the amended cost-of-service study and associated models are complete and executable;

6)

the amended testimony, schedules, workpapers, proposed tariffs, and rate calculations are
internally consistent;

7)

Staff can trace material adjustments and requested amounts through the filing

8)

the Amended Application resolves the facial inconsistencies and omissions identified
in the pending motions and objections

9)

EPE has adequately supplemented affected discovery responses; and

10

additional foundational corrections or supplementation appear necessary before Staff
and intervenors can fairly prepare testimony

Staff's review shall be limited to procedural completeness, coherence, internal consistency, and
usability. Staff shall provide any advice or commentary on whether EPE 's substantive requests are
reasonable, lawful, or supported by the weight of the evidence

Staff may state that particular matters require additional discovery or substantive analysis without
treating those matters as completeness defects, provided the operative filing and supporting
information are sufficiently clear and complete to permit that discovery or analysis to proceed.

If Staff concludes that the Amended Application is complete, coherent, internally

consistent, and sufficiently usable, and the Hearing Examiner agrees, the Hearing Examiner will issue
a new procedural order establishing dates that are consistent with the then-applicable statutory
suspension period, unless the Commission separately extends that period pursuant to Section 62-8-
7(C) NMSA 1978

1)

The new procedural order will include deadlines and procedures for resolving the CLC
Motion to Dismiss, the CLC Motion to Compel, the Joint Objection, and any other
pending motions that remain applicable after review of the Amended Application

2)

All pending motions shall remain under advisement while the procedural deadlines are
stayed. No pending motion is denied, granted, or rendered moot by this Order except
to the extent expressly stated.

3)

The parties shall not be required to supplement or re-brief pending motions unless
directed by the Hearing Examiner.

4)

After reviewing the Amended Application, the parties may be required to identify
whether each pending motion remains applicable, has been narrowed, requires
supplementation, or has become moot.

5

Discovery already served and responses already provided shall remain part of the
record and shall be preserved.
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6)

Nothing in this Order requires a party to re-serve prior discovery solely because EPE
files an Amended Application. The Hearing Examiner may establish procedures in the
new procedural order for adopting, supplementing, revising, or renewing prior
discovery.

7)

No party shall be deemed to have waived any discovery objection, request for
supplementation, motion to compel, confidentiality claim, or other procedural position
by operation of this Order

8)

The vacatur and stay of procedural deadlines ordered herein do not relieve EPE of its
continuing obligation to respond completely and accurately to outstanding discovery
or to supplement prior responses as required by Commission rules.

This Order affords EPE one opportunity to provide a viable application in this docket. If

EPE fails to file the Amended Application within twenty-one days, fails to comply fully with the
requirements of this Order, or files an Amended Application and supporting materials that do not
provide a complete, coherent, internally consistent, and reviewable basis for further proceedings, the
Hearing Examiner will recommend that the Application be dismissed without prejudice, requiring EPE
to initiate any renewed request for rate relief in a new docket.

Nothing in this Order constitutes a finding concerning the substantive correctness,
reasonableness, or lawfulness of any request, calculation, allocation, expense, rate, tariff, or
accounting treatment proposed by EPE.

This Order is effective immediately.
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BEFORE THE NEW MEXICO PUBLIC REGULATION COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION )
OF EL PASO ELECTRIC COMPANY FOR )
REVISION OF ITS RETAIL ELECTRIC ) Case No. 25-00082-UT
RATES PURSUANT TO ADVICE NOTICE )
NO. 317 )

DECLARATION OF JAMES A. SCHICHTL
IN SUPPORT OF THE AMENDED APPLICATION

I, James A. Schichtl, pursuant to Rule 1-011 NMRA, state as follows:

1. I affirm in writing under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of
New Mexico that the following statements are true and correct.

2. I am over 18 years of age and have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein.
I am employed by El Paso Electric Company ("EPE" or “the Company”) as Vice President of
Revenue and Regulatory Strategy.

3. EPE has undertaken a comprehensive review of EPE’s Amended Application and
supporting materials, and I confirm, to the best of my knowledge after reasonable inquiry, that the
Amended Application and supporting materials, are complete, accurate, internally consistent, and
not known, at this time, to require further material correction or supplementation.

4. EPE complied with the requirements of the Sua Sponte Order Vacating Procedural
Schedule, Tolling Pending Deadlines, and Requiring the Filing of an Amended Application (issued
July 16, 2026) (“Sua Sponte Order”) as reflected in Section II of the Amended Application.

5. The changes required by the Sua Sponte Order resulted in very modest adjustments
as compared to the original Application. For example, the requested net revenue increase

changed from $70.4 million in the original Application to $70.5 million in the Amended
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Application. For perspective, the proposed New Mexico Jurisdictional base revenue
requirement changed from $210,732,936 in the original Application to $210,818,160 in the
Amended Application, or by $85,224. This amounts to 0.04% of the original revenue
requirement.

6. The foregoing Amended Application, together with all supporting materials
attached thereto, is true and accurate based on my knowledge and belief.

7. I submit this Declaration, based upon my personal knowledge and upon information
and belief, in support of EPE’s Amended Application for Revisions of Its Retail Electric Rates

Pursuant to Advice Notice No. 317.

FURTHER, DECLARANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.
Executed on August 6, 2026.

/s/ James A. Schichtl
JAMES A. SCHICHTL
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NEW MEXICO COMMISSIONERS
PUBLIC REGULATION CABIEL AGUILERA
COMMISSION PATRICK O’'CONNELL

NOTICE TO EPE CUSTOMERS

El Paso Electric Company (“EPE”) has filed an Application with the New Mexico Public
Regulation Commission, requesting approval of revised New Mexico retail electric base
rates. EPE states thatthe $70.6 million non-fuel base rate revenue deficiency shown in EPE’s
proposed cost of service demonstrates the need for a 50.4% base rate base increase, which
is offset by a $0.2 million reduction in miscellaneous service revenue, for a net operating
revenue increase of $70.4 million in these New Mexico revenues. EPE is requesting an 8.35%
weighted cost of capital, a return on equity of 10.7% and an equity to debt capital structure
of 55.5% and 45.5%. According to EPE, the increase is required to recover costs for EPE’s
$408.44 million investment since its 2020 rate case, including investments in distribution,
transmission, nuclear production, local generating plants and general plant. EPE is also
proposing to include in base rates its Commission approved advanced metering system
(“AMS”), and the annual capacity costs associated with Commission approved agreements

for three battery energy storage facilities.

NO ACTION IS REQUIRED ON YOUR PART UNLESS YOU WANT TO BECOME
A PARTY OR COMMENT ON THE APPLICATION
EPE’s proposed revised rates, set forth in Advice Notice No. 317, would, if approved, affect
all retail classifications. To moderate the rate impact on certain customer classes, EPE has
proposed to voluntarily phase in recovery through a two-part implementation process for
base rates for Rate Nos. 01 (Residential), 05 (Irrigation), 10B (Military), 12 (Private Lighting),
25 (Outdoor Lighting), and 26 (State University). EPE proposed that the first phase, expected
to take effect on January 1, 2027, represents a system average increase of 26.8% for these

rate classes; and the second phase, proposed to take effect on October 1, 2027, reflects an

additional 18.6% increase relative to Phase 1.
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EPE states that the bill impact of the proposed base rate changes will be offset by an
anticipated reduction in Renewable Portfolio Standard (“RPS”) costs. The proposed
increases will be to both the customer charge and the energy charge rates. Forexample, EPE
projects that a residential customer using an average of 750 kWh during a summer month,
would have a combined impact of a bill increase of 22.5% in Phase 1 followed by an
additionalincrease of 28.2% in Phase 2, effectively totaling 57.0%. EPE’s proposed increase
in non-fuel base rates represents an increase of $24.62 in Phase 1 followed by an additional
increase of $30.38 per summer month in Phase 2, totaling $55.00. The combined impact of
the proposed base rate changes and the RPS cost reduction for a residential customer using
an average of 500 kWh during a winter month will be a bill increase of 14.5% in Phase 1
followed by an additional increase of 28.6% in Phase 2, effectively totaling 47.3%. EPE’s
proposed increase in non-fuel base rates represents an increase of $10.83 in Phase 1

followed by an additional increase of $17.13 per winter month in Phase 2, totaling $27.96.

EPE is also proposing to implement customer rate options that include: (i) a new Low-
Income Rider to qualified households in the Residential Service Rate the credits the
customer charge dollar for dollar; (ii) experimental off-peak and time-of-day (“TOD”)
demand rates designed to further incentivize certain commercial customers to shift load
from peak hours; (iii) and a new two-year Peak Time Rebate Pilot Program intended to
incentivize Residential Service Rate customers to shift to off-peak usage times by providing
pilot participants the opportunity to receive a bill credit for reducing energy consumption
during peak periods following a notification from EPE. EPE has also proposed new Large

Load Tariff Schedules Rate No. 50 and 51.
Additionally, EPE asks the Commission to:

1. Authorize several design changes to (i) align recovery of demand energy and customer
costs with how those costs are incurred, thereby minimizing intra-class subsidization,
(ii) provide customers with accurate price signals that convey cost differences between
seasonal and non-seasonal time periods to encourage energy conservation and
potentially reduce customer contribution to EPE’s system pealk, (iii) promote stability,
and (iv) allow EPE the opportunity to recover the costs of providing safe and reliable
service.
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2. Authorize the proposed replacement of its Rule No. 8 Line Extension Policy and related
revisions to its Rule 13 Increase or Decrease of Connected Load.

3. Authorize the inclusion in base rates the capacity costs already incurred under the
Commission-approved Buena Vista 1 Power Purchase Agreement since that resource
came online in 2023.

Listed below is a comparison of present and proposed rates for the Residential customer
class under Advice Notice No. 317 proposed by EPE.

Current Phase 1 Phase 2

Rate No. Rate Description Rate Rate Rate
Rate No.1 RESIDENTIAL SERVICE RATE - STANDARD RATE
Customer Charge $7.00 $14.36 $18.89

Energy Charge ($/kWh) - First 600 kWh - Summer  $0.07035 $0.09649 $0.13045
Energy Charge ($/kWh) - All Other kWh - Summer  $0.10876 $0.14469 $0.18118
Energy Charge ($/kWh) — Non-Summer $0.05816  $0.07273 $0.09793

These rate comparisons are for informational purposes only and the final rate design may
vary the final rates ultimately charged to each class and for each consumption level.

EPE’s complete Application and supporting documents is accessible online on EPE’s
website, https://www.epelectric.com/company/public-notices and the Commission’s
PRCe360 Docketing  System https://e360.prc.nm.gov/portal/public/#/public/nm-
prc/en/home under Docket Number 25-00082-UT. The Application is also available at the
offices of El Paso Electric, 2820 Las Vegas Ct., Las Cruces, NM 88007, Contact Ricardo F.
Gonzales, Reg. VP — Government Affairs — NM.

The major events for public participation in this matter will occur as follows:

» Deadline to file motions to intervene to become a party: June 22, 2026
» Deadline tofile intervenors’ direct testimony: July 24, 2026

» Deadline to file rebuttal testimony: August 19, 2026

PUBLIC HEARING

A public hearing to hear and receive testimony, exhibits, and legal argument is set for
September 21 - October 2, 2026, commencing at 9:00 a.m. each day. The hearing will be


https://www.epelectric.com/company/public-notices
https://e360.prc.nm.gov/portal/public/#/public/nm-prc/en/home
https://e360.prc.nm.gov/portal/public/#/public/nm-prc/en/home
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conducted online and can be viewed via livestream on the Commission’s YouTube channel
and its website, https://www.prc.nm.gov/public-hearings/. Please contact the Commission

for confirmation of the hearing, because hearings are occasionally cancelled or
rescheduled.

PUBLIC COMMENT

People who are not associated with a party to this case may make written or oral comment
as allowed by Rule 1.2.2.23(F) NMAC. Written comments must refer to Docket Number 25-
00082-UT and be submitted before the Commission makes a final decision. Written
comments and any other filings should be submitted online through PRCe360 Docketing
System. Comments can also be sent via US mail to PRC Records P.O. Box 1269, Santa Fe,
NM 87504.

Alternatively, oral public comment is also welcome during Commission open meetings. The
open meeting schedule can be found at www.prc.nm.gov/nmprc-open-meeting-agenda/.
Email public.comment@prc.nm.gov or call (505) 490-7910 to sign up to comment online or
by phone at an open meeting. If the Commission determines a separate hearing should be

set for oral comments for this matter, the date, time, and location will be announced on the
Commission’s website, https://www.prc.nm.gov/.

Instructions to submit written public comment online, to file pleadings and other
documents, and to view Commission dockets are found at
https://e360.prc.nm.gov/portal/public/#/public/nm-prc/en/home. All filings subject to
deadlines must be submitted within regular business hours of the due date to be considered timely
filed.

TO BECOME A PARTY

If you wish to appear in this case as a party, you must file a motion for leave to intervene, pursuant
to 1.2.2.23 NMAC, on or before June 22, 2026. Intervenors must become familiar with the rules
regarding practicing before the Commission and all other applicable rules.

The Commission’s Rules of Procedure 1.2.2 NMAC apply except as modified by order of the
Commission or hearing examiners. These and other rules are available online at
https://srca.nm.gov/nmac-home/nmac-titles/.

THE DEADLINES GIVEN ABOVE ARE NOT ALL THE DEADLINES SET FORTH IN THIS MATTER, AND
PARTIES AND POTENTIAL INTERVENORS ARE ADVISED TO READ THE COMPLETE
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PROCEDURAL ORDER ISSUED ON APRIL 27, 2026, FOUND ON THE PRCe360 DOCKETING
SYSTEM.

This QR Code will direct you to the other customer class rate tables and other
information included in EPE’s Application

SCAN TO VIEW
https://www.prc.nm.gov

PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES WHO, IN ORDER TO ATTEND OR PARTICIPATE IN
THE HEARING, REQUIRE A READER, AMPLIFIER, QUALIFIED SIGN LANGUAGE
INTERPRETER, OR ANY OTHER FORM OF AUXILIARY AID OR SERVICE OR
OTHER TYPE OF ACCESSIBLE FORMAT OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, MUST
CONTACT THE DIRECTOR OF ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES OF THE
COMMISSION AT (505) 827-8019 AS SOON AS POSSIBLE PRIOR TO THE
HEARING.

Any person who desires more information about this case may contact
the Commission by phone at (505) 827-4084 or 1-888-427-5772 or by email
at Ryan.Jimenez@prc.nm.gov.
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