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COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In the Matter of: 

APPLICATION OF SALT RIVER ELECTRIC 
COOPERATIVE CORP. TO PASS-THROUGH AN ) CASENO. 
INCREASE OF ITS WHOLESALE POWER ) 2006-00486 

) 

) SUPPLIER PURSUANT TO KRS 278.455(2) 

RESPONSES TO COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST 
TO SALT RIVER ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE CORPORATION 

DATED MARCH 12,2007 



SALT RIVER ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE CORPORATION 

PSC CASE NO. 2006-00486 

COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST DATED 3/12/07 

Salt River Electric Cooperative Corporation (“Salt River”) hereby submits responses to 

the Commission Staffs First Data Request dated March 12,2007. Each response with its 

associated supportive reference materials is individually tabbed. 
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SALT RIVER ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE CORPORATION 

PSC CASE NO. 2006-00486 

FIRST DATA REQUEST RESPONSE 

COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST DATED 3/12/07 

REQUEST 1 

RESPONSIBLE PERSON: William A. Bosta 

COMPANY: Salt River Electric Cooperative Corporation 

Request 1. Refer to the Application, Exhibits I1 and 111. 

Resuest la .  

documentation used to determine the proposed rates and the billing analysis. 

Provide all workpapers, calculations, assumptions, and other 

Response la. 

sliows the present and proposed rates and revenues by wholesale customer class for 

service to Salt River. 

Attached is information from EKPC’s Exhibit I, Pages 3-5, which 

As indicated in Mr. Bosta’s testimony, the demand charges for retail industrial rates 

mirror EKPC’s proposed rates for Schedules B and C, as applicable. 

The increase applicable to all other classes was based on taking the total increase to the 

member system, subtracting the retail industrial class increase and then dividing that 

amount by the kWh for all other classes. This resulted in a per unit (centskWh) energy 

cost increase that was applied to all other classes. The only exception is Electric Thermal 

Storage (ETS) Rate R-1, which was designed based on a charge of 60 percent of the 

energy rate of the related rate class. 
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See the response to Request lb  for the calculations to determine the proposed rates. 

Request Ib. 

determilie the proposed rates and billing analysis, with all formulas intact. 

Provide in electronic formal the Excel spreadsheets used to 

Response lb .  

2007, attached are two (2) copies o€ the requested information on CD-ROM. 

Based on discussion with the Commission Staff on March 19, 
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Salt River Electric 
Billing Analysis 

for the 12 months ended September 30,2006 

Schedule A-5 Farm & Home 
Schedule A-5T F & H Taxable 

Schedule A - Off-peak Marketing Rate R1 
Sch LLP-2 Lg Power 500 Under 3000 kWh 

Sch 8-2 Comm & Small Power Svce 
Sch LLP-I Large Power Rate 9 

Sch OL-I Street Lighting Svce Rate 3 
Sch LLP-3 Lg Power 500-3000 kW 

Sch LLP-4-B1 Lg Power 1000-2999 kW 
Sch LPR-2 Lg Power 3000 kW & Over 

Sch LPR-3 3000 & Over Rate 36 
Sch LPR-l-B2 5000-9999 kW Rate 25 

Lighting Schedule OL 

Total $ Existing 
Rate 

45,915,769 
3,784,679 

195,952 
1,825,505 
5,036,410 
4,985,910 

23,618 
3,448,686 
2,590,202 

180,158 
948,110 

2,041,726 
I ,028,102 

Total $ Proposed 
Rate 

48,244,928 
3,955,784 

205,763 
1,924,320 
5,275,479 
5,248,936 

24,616 
3,649,278 
2,748,749 

190,866 
1,008,697 
2,181,902 
1,061,688 

$ Increase 
2,329,159 

171,105 
9,812 

98,815 
239,069 
263,026 

998 
200,592 
158,547 

10,708 
60,587 

140,176 
33,586 

% Increase 
5.07% 
4.52% 
5.01% 
5.41% 
4.75% 
5.28% 
4.22% 
5.82% 
6.12% 
5.94% 
6.39% 
6.87% 
3.27% 

72,004,827 75.721,007 3,716,180 5.16% 





263.026 
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Mercury Vapor (MV) 175W - 75 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) IOOW - 48 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 250W - 104 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 400W - 165 kWh 
Decorative Undergr (HPS) 100 W - 48 kWh 
Underground MV wlo pole 175W - 75 kWh 
Underground MV w pole 175W - 75 kWh 
Overhead Duraslar (MV) 175W - 75 kWh 

Env Surcharge 

Average Invace 
Mercury Vapor (MV) 175W - 75 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) IOOW - 48 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 250W - 104 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 400W - 165 kWh 
Decorative Undergr (HPS) 100 W -48 kWh 
Underground MV wlo pole 175W - 75 kWh 
Underground MV w pole 175W - 75 kWh 
Overhead DuraStar (MV) 175W - 75 kWh 

Salt River Electric 
Billing Analysis 

for the 12 months ended September30, 2006 

Schedule OL 
Outdoor Lighting 

Existinp I /  Proposed 

68,287 806  550.393 68.287 $836 570,680 20,287 

6,261 10 10 63,236 6,261 $1051 65,815 2.579 
9,942 8 01 79,635 9,942 $820 81,526 1.890 

9,601 1311 125,869 9,601 $1376 132.144 6.275 

1,854 14 53 26.939 1,854 $1483 27,489 551 

844 8 6 8  7.326 844 $898 7,577 251 

3,912 8 9 6  35,052 3,912 $915 35,795 744 

3,400 1823 61.982 3,400 $1853 62,992 1,010 

950.432 
77,670 

1.028.102 

8.08 
8.01 

10.10 
13.11 
8.96 

14.53 
18.23 
8.68 

984,018 33,586 

1,061,688 33,586 
77,670 

$8 36 
$8 20 

$10 51 
$1376 
$9 15 

$14 83 
$18 53 

58 98 

$0.30 
$0.19 
$0.41 
$0.65 
$0.19 
$0.30 
$0.30 
$0.30 

3.69% 
2.37% 
4.08% 
4.99% 
2.12% 
2.04% 
1.63% 
3,42% 

3.53% 

3.27% 

3.89% 
2.37% 
4.08% 
4.99% 
2.12% 
2.04% 
1.83% 
3.42% 
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Allocate Environmental Surcharge 

Revenues from base rates 
A-5 37,959,152 
A-5T 3,144,159 
R-I 146,144 
LLP2 1,513,502 
8-2 4,196,832 
LLP-1 4,107,610 
OL-I 18,902 
LLP-3 2,813,464 
LLP-4-B1 2,063,476 
LPR2 147,227 
LPR3 763,696 
LPR-I-B2 1,568,788 
OL 950,432 

Env Surcharge 
3,102,052.92 

256,943.24 
11,943.01 

123,684.62 
342,968.54 
335.677.25 

1,544.69 
229,918.58 
168,628.94 
12,031.51 
62,409.86 

128,202.64 
77,670.08 

59,393,384 4,853,675.87 
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SALT RIVER ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE CORPORATION 

PSC CASE NO. 2006-00486 

FIRST DATA REQUEST RESPONSE 

COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST DATED 3/12/07 

REQUEST 2 

RESPONSIBLE PERSON: William A. Bosta 

COMPANY: Salt River Electric Cooperative Corporation 

Request 2. 

change its rates to reflect a change in the rate of its wholesale supplier if the effects of an 

increase or decrease are allocated to each class and within each tariff on a proportional 

basis that will result in no change in the rate design currently in effect. 807 KAR 5:007, 

Section 2(2), provides that the distribution cooperative shall file an analysis 

demonstrating that the rate change does not change the rate design currently in effect and 

the revenue change has been allocated to each class and within each tariff on a 

proportional basis. In the cover letter to its Application, Salt River states: 

KRS 278.455(2) provides that a distribution cooperative may 

In each instance, the retail rates for a particular class have been 
developed in a manner that is consistent with the method proposed by 
EIQC. The proposed rate design structure at retail does not change the 
rate design currently in effect and is consistent with the rate design 
methodology used at wholesale. 

Request 2a. 

Application, identify the corresponding wholesale Rate Schedule of East Kentucky 

Power Cooperative, Inc. 

For each retail Rate Schedule listed in Exhibit I1 of the 

Response 2a. Please see the attached information. 
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Request 2b. 

Section 2(2), require that increases or decreases in rates from the wholesale supplier must 

be allocated to each retail class and within each retail tariff on a proportional basis? 

Explain the response. 

Would Salt River agree that KRS 278.455(2) and 807 KAR5:007, 

Resaonse 2b. 

requirements and have developed proposed rates that meet the intent of KRS 278.455(2) 

and 807 KAR5:007. As explained in Mr. Basta’s testimony, EKPC began the rate design 

process at wholesale by allocating the proposed rate increase to each rate class on a 

proportional basis. The proportional increase to each rate class was then applied to the 

most appropriate rate mechanism for each rate class. 

Yes. EKPC and each Member System understands these 

The proposed increase at retail is strictly a pass-through of EKPC’s increased wholesale 

costs and each Member System must recover the dollar increase from new wholesale 

rates. As a result, EKPC and each Member System recognized that it was important to 

implement retail rates that mirror the change at wholesale, while meeting the 

proportionality and rate design requirements. 

EKPC and its Member Systems understand that a ‘‘pure” proportional increase at retail, as 

discussed in Item 3 herein, would result in increases at retail to customer, demand and 

energy charges. However, EKPC and its Member Systems came to the conclusion that, 

for example, an increase in the customer charge at retail made no sense because the 

wholesale increase had no relationship to customer cost. EIU’C has not proposed an 

increase in its substation charges or metering point charges in this proceeding. 

Consequently, EKPC and its Member Systems could not justify increasing the retail 

customer charge when the wholesale increase has no relationship to that cost. 
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Therefore, EJSPC believes that its proposed wholesale increase using a proportional basis, 

coupled with the use of the wholesale rate design methodology at retail, is a reasonable 

approach to meeting the intent of the requirements. 

Request 2c. 

Section 2(2), require that the retail rate change does not change the retail rate design 

currently in effect? Explain the response. 

Would Salt River agree that KRS 278.455(2) and 807 KAR 5:007, 

Resaonse 2c. 

set forth in KRS 278.455(2) and 807 K k  5:007 and believe that the proposed rates do 

not alter the existing rate design structure at retail. 

Yes. EKPC and its Member Systems understand the requirements 

As indicated in the response to Item 2h, the rate design used for the pass-through increase 

at retail was intended to meet these requirements, while also maintaining the existing 

wholesale/retail rate design relationship and recognizing cost causation principles. 

Industrial customers at retail, for example, will pay the same demand charge as the 

Member System pays to EKPC. This maintains the rate design relationship from 

wholesale to retail that has existed for a number of years. Likewise, the proposed 

increase in the “E” wholesale rate, which is only applied to the energy charge, is being 

passed through only to the energy charge at retail. This process allows the rate design 

relationship from wholesale to retail to remain in place. 

Fundamentally, for every retail rate class, there has been no change in the rate design 

structure. The demand, energy, and customer components for industrial rates remains 

intact and the residential and commercial rate design structure remains as is through a 

continuation of the customer and energy charge structure. This adherence to the rate 



PSC Request 2 

Page 4 of 4 

design structure, coupled with a retention of the wholesale to retail rate design 

relationship, is a reasonable approach and meets the legal requirements. 
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The present and proposed rates structures of Salt River Electric Cooperative Corporation are listed below: 

Schedule 
A-5 

A-5 T 

A-5 

A-5 

A-5 

A-5 

R- 1 

OL 

OL-1 

CL 

B-2 

LLP-1 

LLP-2 

Rate Class 
Farm & Home Service 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Farm & Home Taxable 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Energy Charge / kWh 
Farm & Home TOD A 
Customer Charge / Ma 
On-Peak Energy Charge / kWh 
Off-peak Energy Charge I kWh 
Farm & Home TOD B 
Customer Charge I Mo 
Energy Charge - Wintei- On-Peak / kWh 
Energy Charge - Winter Off-peak / kwh 
Energy Charge Summer Season / kwh 
Farm & Home Taxable TOD A 
Customer Charge / Mo 
On-Peak Energy Charge 7 kWh 
Off-peak Energy Charge J kWh 
Farm & Rome Taxable TOD B 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Energy Charge - Winter On-Peak / kWh 
Energy Charge - Winter Off-peak I kWh 
Energy Charge Summer Season / kwh 
Residential Marketing Rate - Off-peak 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Outdoor Lighting 
Mercury Vapor 175 Watt 
Sodium Vapor (€IPS) 100 Watt 
Sodium Vapor (NPS) 250 Watt 
SodiumVapor (IiPS) 400 Watt 
Decorative Underground (HPS) 100 Watt 
Underground Mercury Vapor w/o pole 175 
Watt 
Underground Mei-cury Vapor w/ Pole 175 Watt 
Overhead Dnrastar (MV) 175 Watt 
Street Lighting Service 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Energy Charge / kwh 
Commercial Lighting Service 
High Pressure Sodium 400 Watt 
Commercial & Small Power Svce 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Energy Charge / kWh 

Large Power Service - 37.5 - 499 kW 
Demand / kW 
Energy Charge / kwh 
Large Power - 500 kW - 2999 kW Secondary 
Voltage 
Demand / kW 
Energy Charge I kWh 

EKPC Rate 
E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

E2 

&y& ProDoscd 

$7.70 $7.70 
$0.05915 $0.06312 

$7.70 $7.70 
$0.05915 $0.06312 

$10.10 $10.10 
$0.07799 $0.08195 
$0.03895 $0.04291 

$10.10 $10.10 
$0.07799 $0.08195 
$0.03895 $0.04291 
$0.05915 $0.06311 

$10.10 $10.10 
$0.07799 $0.08195 
$0.03895 $0.04291 

$10.10 $10.10 
$0.07799 $0.08195 
$0.03895 $0.04291 
$0.05915 $0.06311 

$0.03549 $0.03787 

$8.06 $8.36 
$8.01 $8.20 

$10.10 $10.51 
$13.11 $13.76 

$8.96 $9.15 
$14.53 $14.83 

$18.23 $18.53 
$8.68 $8.98 

$10.30 $10.30 
$0.06319 $0.06715 

$25.80 $26.45 

$10.36 $10.36 
$0.06489 $0.06885 

$5.83 $5.83 
$0.04686 $0.05082 

$5.83 $5.83 
$0.04355 $0.04751 



LLP-3-Bl 

LLP-3-Cl 

LLP-3 

LLP-4-Bl 

LLP-4-CI 

LPR- 1 

LPR-2 

LPR-3 

LPR-1-B1 

LPR- 1 -C1 

LPR-l-B2 

LPR-l-C2 

Large Power 500-999 kW 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Demand Charge - Contract Demand 
Demand Charge -Excess Demand 
Energy Charge / kWh 
Large Power 500-999 kW 
Customer Charge I Mo 
Demand / kW 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Large Power 500-3000 kW Primary Voltage 
Demand I kW 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Large Power 1000-2999 kW 
Customer Charge I Mo 
Contract Demand Charge 
Excess Demand Charge 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Large Power 1000-2999 kW 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Demand I kW 
Energy Charge / kWh 
Large Power - 3000 kW and Over - Dedicated 
Substation 
Demand I kW 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Large Power - 3000 kW and Over - Dedicated 
Substation 
Demand / kW 
Euergy Charge I kWh 
Large Power - 3000 kW and Over - Dedicated 
Substation 
Consumer Charge 500 kW - 999 kW 
Consumer Charge 1,000 kW - 2,999 kW 
Consumer Charge 3,000 kW - 9,999 kW 
Consumer Charge 10,000 kW and Over 
Demand IkW 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Large Power - 3000-4999 kW 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Contract Demand Charge 
Excess Demand Charge 
Energy Charge / kWh 
Large Power - 3000-4999 kW 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Demand IkW 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Large Power 5000 - 9999 kW 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Contract Demand Charge 
Excess Demand Charge 
Energy Charge / kWh 
Large Power 5000 - 9999 kW 
Customer Charge / Mo 
Demand / kW 
Energy Charge / kWh 

E2 

E2 

E2 

B 

C 

E2 

E2 

E2 

B 

C 

B 

C 
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$838.75 $838.75 
$5.39 $7.29 
$7.82 $9.72 

$0.03725 $0.03725 

$838.75 $838.75 
$5.39 $7.29 

$0.03725 $0.03725 

$5.82 $5.82 
$0.04348 $0.04744 

$1,552.50 $1,552.50 
$5.39 $7.29 
$7.82 $9.72 

$0.03433 $0.03433 

$1,552.50 $1,552.50 
$5.39 $7.29 

$0.03433 0.03433 

$8.23 $8.23 
$0.03198 $0.03594 

$8.23 $8.23 
$0.03198 $0.03594 

$838.75 $838.75 
$1,552.50 $1,552.50 
$2,980.00 $2,980.00 
$4,730.00 $4,730.00 

$8.23 $8.23 
$0.03198 $0.03594 

$2,980.00 $2,980.00 
$5.39 $7.29 
$7.82 $9.72 

$0.02937 $0.02937 

$2,980.00 $2,980.00 
$5.39 $7.29 

$0.02937 $0.02937 

$2,980.00 $2,980.00 
$5.39 $7.29 
$7.82 $9.72 

$0.02918 $0.02918 

$2,980.00 $2,980.00 
$5.39 $7.29 

$0.02918 $0.02918 



LPR-1-B3 Large Power - 10,000 kW and Over 
Customer Charge I Mo 
Coneact Demand IkW 
Excess Demand i kW 
Energy Charge I kWh 
Large Power - 10,000 kW and Over 
Customer Charge I Mo 
Demand I kW 
Energy Charge I kWh 

LPR-l-C3 
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B 
$4,730.00 $4,730.00/ 

$5.39 $7.29 
$7.82 $9.72 

$0.02888 $0.02888 

$4,730.00 $4,730.00 
$5.39 $7.29 

$0.02888 $0.02888 

C 
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SALT RIVER ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE CORPORATION 

PSC CASE NO. 2006-00486 

FIRST DATA REQUEST RESPONSE 

COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST DATED 3/12/07 

REQUEST 3 

RESPONSIBLE PERSON: William A. Bosta 

COMPANY: Salt River Electric Cooperative Corporation 

Request 3. Refer to Exhibit 111 of the Application. 

Request 3a. 

and proposed revenues: 

Prepare the following comparative analyses of Salt River’s present 

(1) Calculate the percentage that each rate schedule or class 

represents of the total revenues for both the present revenues and proposed revenues. 

Percentages should be expressed to 2 decimal places. 

(2) Calculate the percentage that each component of the base rates 

within each rate schedule or class represents of the total base rate revenues for both the 

present revenues and proposed revenues. Do not include fuel adjustment revenues, 

environmental surcharge revenues, or green power revenues. Percentages should be 

expressed to 2 decimal places. 

Response 3a. (1) Please see the attached information. 

(2) Please see the attached information. 
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Request 3b. 

explain in detail how Salt River’s proposed pass-through rates are in compliance with the 

retail rate requirements of KRS 278.455(2) and SO7 KAR 5:007, Section 2(2). 

Based upon the results of the analyses prepared in part (a) above, 

Response 3b. 

above assumes that the proportionality requirement would follow strict adherence to the 

existing proportion of revenues at retail, by rate mechanism component (i.e. customer, 

energy and demand). EKPC and the Member Systems believe that the proportionality 

requirement is not so narrow and that the pass-through at retail has followed the proposed 

wholesale rate design process in a proportional manner. At retail, for example, there is 

no increase in the customer charge because EKPC did not increase the metering point 

charge or substation charge at wholesale. Moreover, the “B’ and “C” type retail 

industrial classes will have the same demand rate as the proposed demand rate for 

industrial customers at wholesale. It lollows the matching concept upon which these 

rates were originally created. 

Maintaining the existing revenue proportion as shown in part (a) 

See also the response to Item 2(b) and 2(c) herein. KRS 278.455(2) explicitly recognizes 

“proportional” allocation without recognizing a specific method, whether KWh, revenue, 

or other means of proportionality. EKPC has chosen the proportional method of applying 

wholesale to retail, with the intended matching concept of costs vs. revenue. The retail 

rates reflect this top-down approach to proportionality. Please see the attached analysis 

which illustrates this approach. 
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Schedule A-5 Farm & Home 
Schedule A-5T F & H Taxable 

Schedule A - Off-peak Marketing Rate R1 
Sch LLP-2 Lg Power 500 Under 3000 kWh 

Sch 8-2 Comm & Small Power Svce 
Sch LLP-1 Large Power Rate 9 

Sch OL-I Street Lighting Svce Rate 3 
Sch LLP-3 Lg Power 500-3000 kW 

Sch LLP-4-61 Lg Power 1000-2999 kW 
Sch LPR-2 Lg Power 3000 kW &Over 

Sch LPR-3 3000 & Over Rate 36 
Sch LPR-1-B2 5000-9999 kW Rate 25 

Lighting Schedule OL 

Salt River Electric 
Billing Analysis 

for the 12 months ended September 30, 2006 

Total $ Existing 
Rate 

45,915,769 
3,784,679 

195,952 
1,825,505 
5,036,410 
4,985,910 

23.618 
3,448,686 
2,590,202 

160,158 
948,110 

2,041,726 
1,028,102 

72,004,827 

% of Total 
63.77% 
5.26% 
0.27% 
2.54% 
6.99% 
6.92% 
0.03% 
4.79% 
3.60% 
0.25% 
1.32% 
2.84% 
1.43% 

100.00% 

Total $ Proposed 
Rate 
48,244,928 

3,955,784 
205,763 

1,924,320 
5,275,479 
5,248,936 

24,616 
3,649,278 
2.748.749 

190,866 
1,008,697 
2,181,902 
1,061,688 

75,721,007 

% of Total 
63.71% 
5.22% 
0.27% 
2.54% 
6.97% 
6.93% 
0.03% 
4.82% 
3.63% 
0.25% 
1.33% 
2.88% 
1.40% 

100.00% 

$ Increase 
2,329,159 

171,105 
9,812 

98,815 
239,069 
263,026 

998 
200,592 
158,547 
10,708 
60,587 

140,176 
33,586 

3,716,180 

% Increase 
5.07% 
4.52% 
5.01% 
5.41% 
4.75% 
5.28% 
4.22% 
5.82% 
6.12% 
5.94% 
6.39% 
8.87% 
3.27% 

5.16% 
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Billing Current Annuaiiied %of Billing 
Determinants Rate Revenues Total Determinants 

Sail River EiecVlc 
Billing Analysis 

forthe 12monlhsendedSeptambei30,2006 

Proposed Annualized %of 
Rate Revenues Total 

Customer Charge 

Energy charge per kWh 

Total from base rate5 

Fuel adjustment 
Environmental surrharge 

Towi revenues 

Aveiage Bill 

Billing Current Annualized %of Biiling 
Determinanls Rate Revenues Total Determinants 

Customer C h a m  

Energy charge per kWh 

Total from base rates 

F 'iu~menl 
i mental Swchilige 

Total revenues 

Average Bili 

Proposed Annualized %of 
Rate Revenues Total 

Customer Charge 

Existing Proposed 1 51nciease I % inc,eass I 

$ 3,784,679 

$48.92 

Billing Cui~eot Annualized %of Billing Pmpossd Annualized 
Delsmlnants Rale Revenue5 Total Determinants Rale Rwenue~  

$ 3,955,784 5 171,105 4.52% 

$51.14 52.21 4.52% 

% O f  
Total 

Energy charge per ETS kWh 4.117.772 $0.035490 146,140 TOO.OO% 4,117,772 $0.03787 155,052 100.00% 0.812 6.71% 

Total From Base Rates $146.140 100.00% $155.952 100.00% 

Fuel adjusiment 37,869 37.869 0 0.00% 
Environmental surcharge 11.943 11.943 0 0.00% 

Total revenues 5 195,952 $ 205.783 5 9,512 5.01% - 
Average Biil 5 271.03 5 284.60 $ 13.57 5.01% 
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Proposed Annualized %of  
Rate Revenues Told 

Biiiing Anaiysis 
forme 12 monmsended September30.2006 

Billing current AOnuaiiZea %Of  
Determinants Rate Reven~es Tola1 

Customer Charge 

kW Demand 

Energy charge Pep kWh 

Total from base mle5 

Determinants Rate Revenues Told 

Fuel adjustment 
Environmental surcharge 

Existing 

CuSlomei Charge 

Enww c h a w  per kWh 

TOW from base rates 

Fuei adjustment 
Environmental SUrCharQe 

Totai revenues 

Avemge Bill 

Proposed f $i"cieasa I %inCreaSe 1 

Schedule LLF-2 
large Power 500 kW under 30.000 XW 

Rate 7 

Existing FmpoSea 1 5 Increase 1 %Increase ] I /  

k3iihg Current Annualized %Of  

Deteninan$ Rate Revenues Tole1 
Biiiing F~oposed Annualized % o f  

Dsterminants Rate Revenues Total 

273 273 

73.251 5.63 427,053 28.22% 73.251 5.83 427.063 28.49% 0.00% 

24,946,606 0,043550 1,066,425 71.78% 24,946,606 0.04751 1.185.23e 73.51% 96,815 9.10,?& 

1,513,477 100.00% 1,612,292 100.00% 98,815 6.53% 

186.343 188.343 0 0.00% 
123.665 123.665 0 0.00% 

$ 1,625,505 $ 1,924,320 $ 98.815 5.41% 

$ 6.686.63 $ 7,048.79 $ 361.96 5.41% 

Schsduie 8-2 
C m i a l &  Small Power Sewice 

Rate 6 

4,196.771 100.00% 

496.670 
342,969 

S 5,036,410 

$ 166.12 

4,435,840 100.00% 23e .06~ 5.70% 

496.670 0.00% 
342.e69 0.00% 

$ 5275.479 $ 239.06e 4.75% 

5 194.95 $ 6.83 4.75% 

Fuei adjustment 542,889 542,669 0.00% 
Environmenbi surchaige 335.677 335,677 0.00% 

5 &.e85,e?o 

$ 2.776.12 

$ 5248.936 $ 263,026 5.28% 

$ 2.e22.57 $ 145.45 5.28% 



Sail River EI~cMc 
Billing Analysis 

h i t h e  IZmonlhsended Seplembei30. 2006 

E~isting 

Customer Charge 

Energy charge per kWh 

Tohi from base rates 

Fuei adjustment 
Environmental surchame 

Total revenues 

Average Bill 

Proposed L $7 Increase I % incmasc 1 

Metering C h a w  

Demand C h a w  

Eneigy charge per kWh 

T m basemtes 

Fuel adiustment 
Environmental surcharge 

Tola revenues 

Avenge Blll 

Billing Cummt Annualized %of Billing Proposed Annuaiized 
Delarminaots Rats Revenues Told Delerminanh Rate Revenues 

Customer ChaW 

Demand Charge: 
Contract demand 
EXBSS demand 

Ensrgy charge per kWh 

lob i  from base ntes 

Fuel adjustment 
Environmentai surcharge 

Total revenues 

Avenge Bili 

%of 
Told 

Biliiog Current Annuaiized %of Biiiing 
Deleminanls Rats Revenue8 Tola1 Determinants 

18.902 100.00% 

3,172 
1.545 

$ 23,618 

$ 81.44 

Proposed Annualized %of 
Rate  revenue^ Total 

Schedule LLP8 
Large Power Rate (500 KW to 3.000 KW) 

Rale 11 

Proposed 

19,899 100.00% 958 5.28% 

3.172 0.00% 
1.545 0.00% 

$ 24.616 $ 998 4.22% 

$ 84.66 5 3.44 4.22% 

$Increase %Increase 

Billing Cunenl 
Determinant$ Rate 

405,354 405,354 0.00% 
229,919 229.919 0.00% 

Annuaiized %of 
 revenue^ Tolal 

5 3,449,686 

$ 27.155 

Biiiing 
Determinants 

Pmposed Annuaiized % O f  
Rate Revenues Total 

Existing I 

5 3.649.278 5 200,692 5.82% 

5 28.734 5 1.579 6.02% 

45 $1,552.50 574,520 3.61% 

79.300 $5.39 427,427 20.72% 
4,146 $7.82 32,422 1.57% 

44,532,360 50.034330 1.528.795 74.10% 

2,063,164 100.00% 

358.409 
168,629 

B 2.590.202 

$ 53,963 
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Existing 

Salt River Electric 
Biliing Analysis 

forthe 12 monmsended September 30. 2006 

Proposed 1 $increase I %Increase J 

Consumer Charge 

Demand Charge 

Enerw Cmrgs 

Total from base ales 

Fuel adjustment 
Envlronmentai Sumhame 

Totai revenues 

Ave~age Biii 

Billing Current 
Detelminanls Rate 

Customer C h a w  

Demand Charoe 

F 3argepsr kWh 

Total itom base rates 

Fuel adiuSlmant 
Envsonmantal surchame 

Total revenues 

Average Biil 

Annualized %of  Billing 
Revenues T d d  DeiermiMntS Rate 

Customer Charge 

Demand Charge 
Excess Demand Charge 

Energy c h a w  per kWh 

Total from be58 rate$ 

Fuel adjustment 
Environmental Surcharge 

Totai revenues 

Average Bill 

Billing Cumnl Annualized %of  Biiling Proposed Annualized 
Determinants Rate Revenues TOW Determlnante. Rate RBVWBS 

%of 
m a l  

147.225 100.00% 

20,902 
12.032 

$ 160,158 

$ 15,013 

Billing Current Annualized % O f  
DeterminantS Rate Revenue8 Total 

Schedule LPR.3 
Large Power 3000 kWand Ovei 

Rate 36 

Billing Proposed 
Deteminanb Rate 

157.933 100.00% 10.706 7.27% 

20,902 0.00% 
12,032 0.00% 

$ 190.666 $ 10.706 5.94% 

$ 15,906 $ 892 5.94% 

122,019 
62.410 

$ 946.110 

122.019 0.00% 
62.410 0.00% 

$ 1,008,697 $ 60.567 6.39% 

1,595,161 100.00% 1.735.344 100.00% 140.176 8.79% 

318,356 318.356 0.00% 
126.203 128.203 0.00% 

$2,041,726 

5 170,144 

$2,181,902 140,176 6.61% 

$ 181,825 5 11.681 6.67% 

LiQhsng kwh Schedule OL 0.112090137 5 950,432 6479178 0.1160512 $ 964.016 $ 33.586 3.53% 
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Mercury Vapor (MV) 175W - 75 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 1OOW - 48 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 250W - 104 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 400W - 165 kWh 
Decorative Undergr (HPS) 100 W - 48 kWh 
Underground MV w/o pole 175W - 75 kWh 
Underground MV w poie 175W - 75 kWh 
Overhead Durastar (MV) 175W. 75 kWh 

Env Surcharge 

Average InVOiCe 

Mercury Vapor (MV) 175W - 75 kWh 
Sodium Vapor(HPS) IOOW-48 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 250W. 104 kWh 
Sodium Vapor fHPS) 400W. 165 kWh 
Decorative Unc gr (HPS) 100 W - 48 kWh 
Underground b wio pole 175W - 75 kWh 
Underground h w pole 175W - 75 kWh 
Overhead Durastar (MV) 175W - 75 kWh 

68.287 8.06 550,393 57.91% 68.287 $8.36 570,680 57.99% 
9.942 8.01 79.635 8.38% 9.942 $8.20 81.526 8.28% 
6:261 10.10 63;236 6.65% 61261 $10.51 6.69% 
9.601 13.11 125,869 13.24% 9,601 $13.76 132,144 13.43% 
3.912 8.96 35.052 3.69% 3,912 $9.15 35,795 3.64% 
1854 14 53 26 939 283% 1854 $14 83 27 489 2 79% 
3,400 1823 61,982 652% 3,400 $1853 62,992 640% 

844 6 6 8  7,326 077% 844 $898 7.577 0 77% 

950,432 100.00% 
77.670 

1.028.102 

8.06 
6.01 
10.10 
13.11 
8.96 
14.53 
18.23 
8.66 

984,018 100.00% 
77.670 

1,061,668 

$6 36 
$8 20 
$1051 
$13 76 
$9 15 

$14 83 
$18 53 
$8 96 

20.287 3.69% 
1.890 2.37% 
2,579 4.08% 
6,275 4.99% 

744 2.12% 
551 2.04% 

1,010 1.63% 
251 3.42% 

33,586 3 53% 

33,586 3 27% 

$0.30 3.69% 
$0.19 2.37% 
$0.41 4.06% 
$0.65 4.99% 
$0.19 2.12% 
$0.30 2.04% 
$0.30 1.63% 
$0.30 3.42% 
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SALT RIVER ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE CORPORATION 

PSC CASE NO. 2006-00486 

FIRST DATA REQUEST RESPONSE 

COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST DATED 3/12/07 

REQUEST 4 

RESPONSIBLE PERSON: William A. Bosta 

COMPANY: Salt River Electric Cooperative Corporation 

Request 4. 

andor outdoor light included in the billing analysis, provide the following information: 

Refer to Exhibit I11 of the Application. For each type of street light 

Request 4a. 

not separately metered. 

The assigned or estimated kWh usage per light for each light that is 

Request 4b. The number of lights 

ResRonse 4a-b. 

Light 
DescriDtion 

Mercury Vapor (MV) 175W - 75 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) l0OW - 48 kwh 
Sodium Vapor (IiPS) 250W - 104 kWh 
Sodium Vapor (HPS) 400W - 165 kWh 
Decorative Undergr (HPS) 100 W - 48 kWh 
Underground MV wio pole 175W - 75 kwh 
Underground MV w pole 175W - 75 kwh 
Overhead Durastar (MV)  175W - 75 kWh 

Total 

4 ( 4  40)) 
Number of 

Lights 
I<WH - Billed 

75 68,287 
48 9,942 

104 6,261 
165 9,601 
48 3,912 
75 1,854 
75 3,400 
75 844 

104,101 


