
August 20, 20 12 

HAND DELlVERED 

Jeff R. Deroueri 
Executive Director 
Public Service Coinmission 
21 1 Sower Boulevard 
P.O. Box 615 
Frankfort, KY 40602-061 5 

Mark R Overstreet 

(502) 223-4387 FAX 
moverstreet@stites coin 

(502) 209-1219 

RE: Case No. 20 12-00226 

Dear Mr. Derouen: 

Enclosed please find and accept for filing the original and ten copies of Kentucky Power 
Company's Supplemental Response to KPSC 2-5(d). 

By copy of this letter I am serving the Supplemental Response on counsel for Kentucky 
Industrial IJtility Customers, Inc. arid the Attorney General. 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions. 

- 

MRO 
cc: Michael L. Kurtz (By Overnight Delivery) 

Dennis G. Howard I1 
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VERIFICATION 

The uiidersigiied, Raiiie I<. Woldias, being duly sworn, deposes and says lic is tlnc 
Managing Director Regulatory aiid Filialice for I<entucky Power, that he has personal 
lanowledge of the iiiatters set forth in tlie forgoing responses for which he is the itientilieti 
jvitiness and that the information coiitaiiied therein is true and correct to the best 01 his 
inf'ormatioii, knowledge, aiid belief 

Rank I<. Wohnlias 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

COUNTY OF FRANKLIN 

1 
) CASE NO. 20 12-00226 

Subscribed aiid sworn to before me, a otary Public iii and before said County 
iP and State, by Raiiie I<. Woludias, this the&)' day of August 20 12. 

My Coiiiiiiissioii Expire 
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SuppPementall esponse filed August 20,2012 

Commission Stal‘Fs Second Set of 

KENTUCKY B ANY 

REQUEST 

On July 20, 2012, Air Liquide Large Industries U S .  LP (“Air Liquide”) Glecl with the 
Coiiiiiiissioii a Coiiiplaiiit aiid Petition against Ikiitucky Power Coiiipaiiy wliicli has been 
assigiiecl Case No. 2012-0035 1 . I  In its Complaint, at paragraph 12, Air Liquide alleges 
that Keiitucky Power iiifoi-iiied it that tlie existing tariff RTP was 110 loiiger available for 
additional custoiiiers as the experimeiital tariff had reached the limit of 1 0 customer 
participants. In its Julie 1, 2012 application, Keiitucky Power stated at paragraph 2,, 
“[sliiice June 1, 2008, I<.eiitucky Power has offered service uiider its experimental real- 
time pricing tariff Tariff RTP (Tariff Sheets 30-1, 30-2, 30-3, aiicl 30- 4). To date, no 
custoiiier has talteii service uiider Tariff RTP.” 

a. After tlie Julie 1, 20 12 filing of its application, explain whether there have been aiiy 
custoiiiers granted participation in Keiitucky Power’s Tariff RTP. 

b. If the answer to part a. is yes, identify the iiuinber of custoiiiers being served uicler 
Tariff RTP. 

c. Provide the iiame of the customers served under TariCf RTP, the associated load of 
each customer shifted to the Tarif€ RTP, aiid the associated estimated aiiiiual reveiiue 
loss of each customer served under TariCf RTP. 

cl. In reviewing the Tariff RTP customer usage patterns, explaiii whether those 
custoiiiers have sliified aiiy portion of tlieir load from higher-priced periods to lower- 
piiced periods or wlietlier those custoiiiers have adclecl aiiy iiew load iii low p ice  
perio cls 

’ Case No 20 1 2-003 5 1, Air Liqrride Large Irrdrrstries U. S. L,P v. IGmtucky Power 
Company, filed July 20, 20 12. 



KPSC Case No. 201 ~ N I 2 2 6  
~ o ~ n i ~ ~ ~ § s i Q ~  Staff's Second Set of Data Requests 

ated July 26,2012 
Item No. 5 

S ~ ~ i p ~ e ~ ~ i e ~ ~ a ~  espome filed August 20,2012 
Page 2 o f 3  

RESPONSE 

a-b. Tliere are currently ten participants using Tariff R .T.P., all of which enrolled 
effective J L ~ Y  1, 20 12. 

c. Estimated reveiiue losses caii be €o~~iid in the Company's respoiise to I<PSC 1-1 5 (d). 
Please see table below for a listing of custoiiiers and associated load moved to Tal iff 
R.T.P. Confidential trealiiieiit is being sought for this portion oftlie response. 

Customer 
Load moved to 

Tariff RTP 
(in kW) 

d There has not yet been a study per€oriiied to determine whether any custoiiieis have 
shifted any portioii of their load from higher-priced periods to lo~vei-piiced peiiods. 
Interval data is being captured but has not yct been analyzed. KPCo will piovide the 
analysis as soon as it is available for filing. 
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d. The J ~ l y  2012 data suggests tliat illat iioiie 01 tlie ten RTP customers shifted any 
portioii of their load froiii 1.liglier-priced periods to lower-priced periods. The oiie 
iiioiith of data, however, is not a sufficieiit basis for tlie Company to resolve the 
questioii coiiclusively. Keiitucky Power will continue to analyze ruttire usage data 
aiid supplement this response as appropriate. 

ICeiituclcy Power has coiicluded tliat iioiie of tlie RTP customers added new load in 
lower-priced periods. 

WITNESS: Raiiie I<. Woliidias 


