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REDACTED Rebuttal Attachment $LC-2

Operating Revenues by State

All Companies

December 31 2016

In Thousands

State Total FRP

A Abami —
c; Cal forna

Co Cotuiado —
Cr Connectc.ut -

FL orida

GA Geord —
IA owa -

D Idaho -

iL Illinois —
IN indana -

KS Kansas —
MA Massachusetts

MF Mane

MN Minnesota I
MD Missouri

NC North Carolina -

NE Nebraska -

NH New Hampshire

N’Y New Yark

OH Oho —
OK Okianorna —
OR Oregon -

R ROtle island —
p PennsyIvna —
SD Soutn Dakoti

r Texas

Utar I
VA Vrina —
VI Vermont

WA Washington

WI Wisconsin -

WV West Vigina -

YTD Totals

Total Consolidated 2016 (proforma for E1S sale 12/5/16)

VMT

NH

Mane

NNE

Farpont ¾ Protorma 2016
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