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The undersigned, Edgar J. Clayton, being duly sworn, deposes and says he is the 
Manager, Energy Efficiency & Consumer Programs for Kentucky Power, that he has 
personal knowledge of the matters set forth in the forgoing responses for which he is the 
identified witness and that the information contained therein is true and correct to the best 
of his information, knowledge, and belief 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY ) 
) CASE NO. 2012-00051 

COUNTY OF BOYD 1 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County 
and State, by Edgar J. Clayton, this the p % a y  of March 2012. 

My Commission Expires: 3/kj+0 j 7 



VERIFICATION 

Tlie undersigned, Lila P. Mtiiisey, being duly sworn, deposes aiid says she is the 
Manager, Regulatory Services for I<eiitucky Power, that she has personal knowledge of 
the matters set forth in tlie forgoing respoiises for whicli she is the ideiitified witness and 
that the information contained therein is true and correct to the best of lier iiiforiiiatioii, 
knowledge, and belief 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN 

L 

Lila P. Muiisey I 

1 

1 
) CASE NO. 2012-0005 1 

Subscribed aiid sworn to before le, a Notary Public in and before said County 
and State, by Lila P. Muiisey, this& f4 ay of March 2012. 

My Commission Expires 2s 





KPSC Case No. 2012-00051 

Dated March 9,2012 
Item No. 1 
Page 1 o f 2  

Attorney General’s Initial Set of 

entuclcy Power Company 

REQUE§T 

Refer to the Joint Application (“Application”) aiid related Tariffs provided. 

a. Please provide the flat cost per residential ratepayer sought to be recovered in this 
application. 

b. Please provide tlie cost iiicrease fro111 the curreiit year DSM sought to be recovered 
by the Application and brolteii down by each DSM program. 

RESPONSE 

a. Proposed inoiithly cost to custoiiiers: 
Resideiitial $1 I 17 
Commercial $2.12 

b. Kentucky Power Company is proposing a decrease to tlie Residential aiid 
Coiniiiercial DSM surcliarge factors a id  therefore there will be 110 cost iiicrease to 
custoiners. Please see page 2 of this response for tlie proposed cost decrease for each 
pro grain. 

WITNESS: E J Clayton 



Residential 
Program 

TEE 
I-IEHPMI--I 
MI-NC 
Modified Energy Fitness 
WEHP 
NEED 
CFL, 
Res Eff Products 
W A C  Diagnostic 
RLM 

Cominercial 
P rogra in 

Smart Audit 
Smart Financing 
Commercial A/C 62 WP 
W A C  Diagnostic 
CLM 
Commercial Incentive 

Monthly Decrease 
i 11 

Cost to Customer 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.19 
$0.10 
$0.10 
$3.73 

KPSC Case No. 2012-00051 
Attorney General's Initial Set of Data Requests 
Dated March 9. 20 12 
Item No 1 
Page 2 of 2 

Monthly Decrease 
i 11 

Cost to Customer 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.00 
$0.01 





KPSC Case NO. 2012-00051 
Attorney General’s Initial Set of Data Requests 

Dated March 9,2012 
Ttein No. 2 
Page 1 o f 1  

Kentucky Power Company 

RE Q tJE S T 

Please advise whether ISeiitucky Power offered public notice of the proposed iiicrease in 
the DSM surcharge? If the answer is yes, please provide a copy of the notice provided. If 
the answer is 110, please explain why public notice was not offered. 

RESPONSE 

No iiicrease is proposed. Nothing in ISRS 278.285 would require a notice. 

WITNESS: Lila P Muiisey 





KPSC Case No. 2012-00051 
Attorney General’s Initial Set of Data Requests 

Dated March 9,2012 
Item No. 3 
Page 1 of 1 

entueky Power glonipany 

REQlJEST 

Refer to page 2 of the cover letter to the Application, paragrapli 3, which states: “Tlie 
revised DSM Adjtustiiieiit clause factor for the residential sector lias been agreed upoii 
and is proposed by the DSM Collaborative.” 

a. Please explain how the proposed revision to the DSM Adjustment clause factor 
chaiiges tlie existiiig Adjustment clause factor in detail. 

RESPONSE 

The proposed revision to tlie DSM Adjustiiieiit clause factor will reduce the current 
adjustment clause factor by $0.000023, resulting iii a smaller nioiitlily DSM charge 011 

the resideiitial customers’ bills. 

WITNESS: Lila P Muiisey 





KPSC Case No. 2012-00051 
Attorney General’s Initial Set of Data Requests 

Dated March 9,2012 
Item No. 4 
Page 1 of 1 

entuelcy Power Company 

REQUEST 

Refer to page 8 of the Status Report part of the Application, relating to the Residential 
Modified Energy Fitness progra~ii. 

a. Please provide the sum a d o r  subtotal expended by the vendor €or the cost o€ 
proiiiotioii cuuxmtly included in the total Equipmeiit/Veiidor category. 

b. PIease provide the sum and/or subtotal retained by the veiidor for adiiiiiiistratioii 
costs currently included in the total Equipment/Vendor category. 

RESPONSE 

a. Proiiiotioii expense is $36,5 15 of the total vendor expense. 

b. Administration expense is $35,2 I7 of the total veiidor expense. 

WITNESS: E J Clayton 





ICPSC Case No. 2012-00051 
Attorney General's Initial Set of Data Requests 

Dated March 9,2012 
Item No. 5 
Page 1 of 1 

entuelay Power Company 

REQUEST 

Refer to page 11 of tlie Status Report part of the Application, relating to the Eiiergy 
Education for Students prograiii. 

a. Please coiifiriii that Kentucky Power is proposing to reduce its costs for this program 
fioiii $37,504 to $3 1,700 aimually. 

b. Please explain how this program can impact energy usage across ICeiitucky Power's 
rate base. Provide quantifications if they exist. 

c. As to tlie contract with the National Eiiergy Education Developmelit ("NEED"), did 
I< eiitucky Power consider expaiiding tlie program goals to include adult educatioii and 
facility energy saving plaimiiig for tlie schools? If not, would ICeiitucky Power 
coiisider such ai expansion of this program tlu-ough NEED? 

RESPONSE 

a) The approved budget for 201 1 for this program was $31,000. The proposed biidget for 
2012 is $3 1,700. The $.37,504 noted iii Ihe question is the 201 1 boolted expenses plus 
Lost Reveiiues and Efficieiicy Incentives. 

b) This program is designed to facilitate a change in coiisuiner energy usage. The 
program provides seveiitli grade teachers with training material related to energy aiid 
eiiergy conservation. The program provided many opportunities to learn dilf'erciit 
aspects OC conservation. Teacliers also use the material for C I U ~ S  and organizations 
tliey oversee (PRIDE clubs, ecology clubs, etc.) to reach out to otliers outside their 
class. The program is designed to encourage students aiid their paeiits to evaluate and 
iiiipleiiieiii eiiergy conservation opportuiiities at home. At the elid of the eiiergy 
lesson, the students are given Compact Fluorescelit Lights to take home to iinplemeiit 
what tliey have leariiect. The CFLs also serve as a reminder to tlie student and parent 
of their lesson. 

c) Kentucky Power is not aware that NEED provides adult education or facility eiiergy 
savings plaiiiiiiig services. If NEED did provide adult educatioii and facility eiiergy 
savings planning, Kentucky Power would consider such an expaiisioii tlirough NEED. 

WITNESS: E J Clayton 


