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1 Hinchee - direct 

2 BY MR- NORRIS: 

3 Q Mr- Hinchee, did Muny Light ever offer to assist CEI 

4 with a sale or exchange of power during the period of 

5 CEI's power shortage? 

6 

7 

8 

9 
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A Yes-

MR. NORRIS: 

read Stipulation No- 111-

THE COURT: 

reads as follows: 

Would the Court 

Stipulation 111 

"In 1973, when CEI was experiencing power 

shortages, CEI made public appeal to its 

customers to conserve electric power, stating 

that an increase in CEI's load of even 5 megawatts 

could contribute to a brown-out or a black-out in 

the Cleveland area. 

"At this time Muny Light informed CEI that 

Muny Light had•excess power and Muny Light 

offered to sell 5 megawatts of power to CEI on 

a short-term basis to assist CEI in the period of 

its power shortage. 

"This offer was made in July, 1973, during 

which month CEI sold more than 1,500,000 

kilowatt hours of electricity to Muny Light on 

emergency basis-
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Hinchee -direct 

"In August, 1973, more than 3,500,000 

kilowatts of electric energy were sold by CEI 

to Muny Light on a similar energy basis. This 

offer was not accepted by CEI." 

MR. NORRIS: Thank you, your 

7 Honor. 

8 BY Ml. NORRIS: 

9 Q Mr. Hinchee, after March of 1972, when maintenance 

power was no longer available to Muny Light from 

CEI, did the load transfer service change in any 

way? 

A Yes, it did. 

I 

Q Would you explain how it changed after March of 

1972-

. A Well, it became increasingly difficult to obtain 

load transfer service when it was needed. 

MR. LANSDALE: 6a�jec;).f your 

Honor please. 

THE COURT: Approach the bench-

{Thereupon bench conference ensued on the 

record as follows:} 

MR. LANSDALE: "It became increasingly 

difficult" -- he is not stating what happened. 
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Hinchee - direct 

THE COURT: Yes. 

the objection to the form of the 

"Difficulty" is conclusory. 

He can state what happened. 

1099 

I wil8 

question. 

MR. NORRIS: Okay. 

THE COURT: What might be 

difficult for one may not be difficult for another. 

{Thereupon bench conference came to a close.} 

THE COURT: I will sustain the 

objection as to the form- You may proceed and 

rephrase the question, and the witness will listen 

to the question. 

Mr. Hinchee, try to avoid any con�lusory 

statements in your answers-

THE WITNESS: Yes . 

THE COURT:, Just testify as to the 

9 facts. 

0 Please proceed. 

1 BY MR. NORRIS: 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Q 

A 

Mr. Hinchee, after maintenance power was no longer 

available to Muny Light from CEI, did that have any 

effect upon the operation of the Muny Light plant? 

Yes, it did. 

I 
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