
ST KENTUCKY POWER COOPEkATIVE --- 

June 23, 2008 

Ms. Stephanie L. Stumbo 
Executive Director 
Public Service Commission 
Post Office Box 6 15 
21 1 Sower Boulevard 
Frankfort, ICY 40602 

R.e: Case No. 2008-00 1 15 

Dear Ms. Stuinbo: 

Please find enclosed for filing with tlie Coinmission in tlie above-referenced case an 
original and six copies of the supplemental responses of East ICentucky Power 
Cooperative, Tiic. (“EKPC”), to Requests 1 , 16 and 17 of the Kentucky Iiidustiial TJtility 
Custoiiiers, Inc. (“T<IUC7’), second data requests, dated May 29, 2008. These 
supplemental responses are filed by EKPC to provide additional infoiiiiatioii requested by 
KlIJC. Please substitute tliese pages in tlie responses to tliose data requests, which were 
filed with the Coinmission on June 12, 2008. 

Very truly yours, 

Charles A. L,ile 
Corporate Counsel 

Enclosures 

Cc: Michael L,. Kurtz, Esq. 
Kurt J. Boelun, Esq. 
L,ane IColleii 

4775 Lexington Road 40391 
RO. Box 707, Winchester, 
I(entucky 40392 -0707 http://www.ekpc.coop 

Tel. (859) 744-4812 
Fax: (859) 744-6008 

A X d i s t o n e  Energy Cooperative - 

http://www.ekpc.coop
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Revised 

EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC. 

PSC CASE NO. 2008-00115 

RESPONSES TO ICIlJC SECOND SET OF DATA REQUESTS 

KIUC’S SECOND SET OF DATA W,QUESTS DATED 05/29/08 

REQUEST 1 

RESPONSIBLE PERSON: 

COMPANY: 

Ann F. Wood/James C. Lamb, Jr. 

East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc. 

Request 1. 

Coop, nioiitlily, for 2007: 

Please provide the followiiig infoi-riiatioii for each EIQC member 

a. MWh purchased froni EKPC at wholesale 

b. inoiitlily Coop peak MW deiiiaiids coiiicideiit with the EKPC 

monthly systein peak, associated with purchases from EKPC. 

c. nioiitlily eiiergy related reveiiues associated with Coop 

purchases froiii EKPC. 

d. inoiitlily capacity or deinaiid related reveiiues associated with 

Coop purchases from EKPC. 

e. total inoiitlily reveiiues associated with Coop purchases froin 

EKPC, as used in tlie cuii-eiit developineiit of tlie allocation of the eiiviroivneiital 

surcharge. 

Response 1 (Revised). Tlie respoiises to Request 1 a-d are included oii pages 1-7 of the 

Attachment to this response. Tlie respoiise to Request l e  is included oii page 8 of the 

Attachment. 
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC. 

PSC CASE NO. 2008-00115 

RESPONSES TO KIIJC SECOND SET OF DATA REQUESTS 

KIUC’S SECOND SET OF DATA REQUESTS DATED 05/29/08 

REQUEST 16 

RESPONSIBLE PERSON: Craig M. Johnson 

COMPANY: East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc. 

Request 16. 

as tlie result of each new eiiviroiiineiital proj ect for which tlie Company seeks approval. 

Provide and use the twelve months eliding September 30, 2006 as the base amount for 

computing savings. Provide all assuiiiptions, data, and computations, iiicludiiig 

electronic spreadsheets with cell fonnulas intact. 

Please identify, describe, and quantify each O&M expense savings 

Response 16 (Revised). EKPC will not have any O&M expense savings as a result of 

each new eiiviroimental project, as these are all new projects. As indicated in Responses 

1 and 2 of Commission Staffs First Data Request, project Nos. 5 ,  7, 8, and 10 are new 

projects required by the tenns of the Consent Decrees. As indicated in MI-. Jolmson’s 

testimony, project Nos. 3, 4, and 6 are new projects that, although not required by tlie 

Consent Decrees, will enable EKPC to comply with tlie tenns of the Consent Decrees. 

Project No. 9 is also a new project. 

Based upon EKPC’s emissions budget (completed iii June 2008), Spurlock 1 will emit 

approximately 1,642 tons of SO2 in 201 0. For the twelve iiiontlis eliding Septeinber 30, 

2006, Spurlock 1 emitted 17,647 tons of S02. Assuming tlie average cost of SO2 in 

201 0 is equal to the test year ended September 30, 2006, tlie average price per ton would 
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be $394.36. This would coiivert to a tons aiid dollar savings of 16,005 aiid $6.3 million, 

respectively. 

Response 14, Page 10 of 10, to K N C ’  Second Data Request shows the Eiiergy Venture 

Aialysis, Inc. long-tem forecast of SO2 prices. This forecast shows SO2 prices 

projected to be $6 13 per ton in 201 0. Based on this projection, savings would convert to 

approximately $9.8 million. 
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC. 

PSC CASE NO. 2008-00115 

RESPONSES TO KIUC SECOND SET OF DATA REQUESTS 

KIUC’S SECOND SET OF DATA REQUESTS DATED 05/29/08 

REQUEST 17 

RESPONSIBLE PERSON: Craig M. Johnson 

COMPANY: East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc. 

Request 17. 

Exhibit DGE- 1. For these two NOX reduction projects, please provide tlie projected 

savings in NOX allowances compared to tlie twelve months ending September 30, 2006. 

Provide both tlie number of allowances and tlie dollar amount of savings. Provide and 

use tlie twelve montlis ending September 30, 2006 as tlie base amount for computing tlie 

savings in the number of allowances aiid the dollar amount. 

Refer to NOX reduction projects 5 (Dale) and 6 (Spurlock 1) on 

Response 17 (Revised). The Consent Decree mandated that Dale Units 1 and 2 meet the 

emission standards specified under the Clean Air Act. The low NOx burners were added 

in tlie fall of 2007 in order to comply with an annual emission rate of 0.46 lbs./MMBtu. 

This is a reduction of approximately 40% fioin tlie actual emissions rate incurred during 

the 2006 Ozone season. Tlie quantity and dollars relating to NOx emissions on Dale 1 

and 2 for the twelve iiiontlis ending September 30, 2006 were approxiniately 544 tons 

and $422,000, respectively. A 40% reduction due to tlie addition of the low NOx 

buiiiers would have equated to savings of approximately 2 1 8 tons of NOx and $1 70,000. 

As indicated in tlie Responses l b  aiid 2a of Coininissioii Staffs First Data Request, tlie 

new low NOX buniers (Project 6) at Spurlock Station are estimated to reduce emissions 
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out of the boiler by 20 percent. For tlie twelve inoiiths eiidiiig Septeiiiber 30, 2006, tlie 

quantity and dollars relating to NOX einissions oii Spurlock 1 are estimated to be 507.5 

tons and $393,490, respectively. A 20 percent emissioiis saviiigs would equate to dollar 

saviiigs of approximately $75,000. 


