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Mr. Jeff DeRouen Louisville Gas and

Executive Director F@E el = AVl = @ Electric Company

Kentucky Public Service Commission (1L S 4 =) State Regulation and Rates

220 West Main Street

211 Sower Boulevard AR 15 2010 PO Box 32010

Frankfort, Kentucky 40601 ) ‘ ‘ Louisville, Kentucky 40232
PU%L;Q 35§EZ§¥’ICE www.eon-us.com

COMMISSION

Lonnie E. Bellar

Vice President

T 502-627-4830

F 502-217-2109
lonnie.bellar@eon-us.com

March 15, 2010

RE: Application of Louisville Gas and Electric Company for an Adjustment
of Its Electric and Gas Base Rates — Case No. 2009-00549

Dear Mr. DeRouen:

Please find enclosed and accept for filing the original and ten (10) copies of the
Response of Louisville Gas and Electric Company to the First Set of Data
Requests of Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc. dated March 1, 2010,
in the above-referenced matter.

Also enclosed are an original and ten (10) copies of a Petition for Confidential
Protection regarding certain information contained in the enclosed responses.

Should you have any questions regarding the enclosed, please contact me at
your convenience.

Sincerely,

E=my,

4 ol

Lonnie E. Bellar

cc: Parties of Record
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VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

The undersigned, Daniel K. Arbough, being duly sworn, deposes and says that
he is Treasurer for Louisville Gas and Electric Company and an employee of E.ON U.S.
Services, Inc., and that he has pefsonal knowledge of the matters set forth in the
responses for which he is identified as the witness, and the answers contained therein are
true and correct to the best of his information, knowledge and belief. o
j J
[ Wi

Daniel K. Atrboughl’

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

TR Vi !
and State, this /0" day of ___Mareh 2010.

Ul BSbromecs (SEAL)

Notary Public 4

My Commission Expires:

,&m‘ 20 ,J0/O



VERIFICATION

STATE OF TEXAS )
) SS:
COUNTY OF TRAVIS )

The undersigned, William E. Avera, being duly sworn, deposes and says he is
President of FINCAP, Inc., that he has personal knowledge of the matters set forth in the
responses for which he is identified as the witness, and the answers contained therein are

true and correct to the best of his information, knowledge and belief.

Q1AL o P

William E. Avera

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

and State, this _ \Q‘W day of M\ 2010.

in

O(\;ﬁf—\q\ . __(SEAL)
\.

tary Public

My Commission Expires:

ADRIEN MCKENZIE
Motary Public
STATE OF TEXAS
My Comm Exp Jan. 10,2011

'\/\D/LO[(




VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

The undersigned, Lonnie E. Bellar, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is
Vice President, State Regulation and Rates for Louisville Gas and Electric Company and
an employee of E.ON U.S. Services, Inc., and that he has personal knowledge of the
matters set forth in the responses for which he is identified as the witness, and the
answers contained therein are true and correct to the best of his information, knowledge

and belief,

2 e
q
by /A

Lonnie E. Bella

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

and State, this /A" day of ' ///QL/’/ T 2010.

[ ST [ Alevpe>  (SEAL)
Notary Public ’

My Commission Expires:

/@/) F 0, D0/6




VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON ; >

The undersigned, Shannon L. Charnas, being duly sworn, deposes and says that
she is Director — Utility Accounting and Reporting for E.ON U.S. Services, Inc., and that
she has personal knowledge of the matters set forth in the responses for which she is
identified as the witness, and the answers contained therein are true and correct to the
best of her information, knowledge and belief.

&Juw/) / MW’W/\@(/

Shannon L. Charnas

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

and State, this / 02 " day of ‘ /Z/Q/a/f /« 2010.

V/%m e /*zéu/gdd (SEAL)

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

5,@/@} 20 2000



VERIFICATION
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )
The undersigned, Robert M. Conroy, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he
is Director - Rates for E.ON U.S. Services, Inc., and that he has personal knowledge of

the matters set forth in the responses for which he is identified as the witness, and the

answers contained therein are true and correct to the best of his information, knowledge

ot 4

Robert M. Conroy

and belief.

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

and State, this / 07% day of /({ ach 2010.

//Ag/m e /e/a%J (SEAL)

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

Bept 0,900



VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

The undersigned, Chris Hermann, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is
Senior Vice President, Energy Delivery for Louisville Gas and Electric Company and an
employee of E.ON U.S. Services, Inc., and that he has personal knowledge of the matters
set forth in the responses for which he is identified as the witness, and the answers

contained therein are true and correct to the best of his information, knowledge and

(AL

Chris H'extmann

belief.

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

and State, this Zo[ +h day of /6/ QLA 2010.

//a@ZaM) [ %/cq;@u (SEAL)

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

]
Aﬂln + 20, 90/6



VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

The undersigned, Ronald L. Miller, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he
is Director — Corporate Tax for E.ON U.S. Services, Inc., and that he has personal
knowledge of the matters set forth in the responses for which he is identified as the
witness, and the answers contained therein are true and correct to the best of his

information, knowledge and belief.

oyt

Ronald L. Miller

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

and State, this / A i day of /é(Gt/LC/k 2010.

J '
Miz/&/m,) /A facgel  (SEAL)
Notary Public !

My Commission Expires:

/&ﬁ%ﬂ.j_ NO, 2¢/C



VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON ; o

The undersigned, S. Bradford Rives, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he
is Chief Financial Officer for Louisville Gas and Electric Company and an employee of
E.ON U.S. Services, Inc., and that he has personal knowledge of the matters set forth in
the responses for which he is identified as the witness, and the answers contained therein
are true and correct to the best of his information, knowledge and belief.

=P

S. Bradford Rives

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

and State, this /{7 day o Mowcth 2010.

//Mm /A /‘*@mu (SEAL)

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

(2«49 I/Q/% O, JC /O



VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

The undersigned, Charles R. Schram, being duly sworn, deposes and says that
he is Director — Energy Planning, Analysis and Forecasting for E.ON U.S. Services, Inc.,
and that he has personal knowledge of the matters set forth in the responses for which he
is identified as the witness, and the answers contained therein are true and correct to the
best of his information, knowledge and belief.

Chilo o i

Charles R. Schram

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

~
and State, this (ozjh day of /Mlﬂ/w"//ﬂ 2009.

Wil 9. Hoenel  (SEAL)

Notary Public /

My Commission Expires:

/X Ol/))L cQO’, LC/O



VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

The undersigned, Valerie L. Scott, being duly sworn, deposes and says that she is
Controller for Louisville Gas and Electric Company and an employee of E.ON U.S.
Services, Inc., and that she has personal knowledge of the matters set forth in the
responses for which she is identified as the witness, and the answers contained therein are

true and correct to the best of her information, knowledge and belief.

Vi . ol

Valerie L. Scott

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

and State, this _/ 2{, # day of /(//Q/\/&//) 2010.

/ZZ(ZZLD /7 /@%MJ (SEAL)

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:

gﬂ/{ﬁ KO, 20/0



VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

The undersigned, William Steven Seelye, being duly sworn, deposes and states
that he is a Principal and Senior Analyst with The Prime Group, LLC, and that he has
personal knowledge of the matters set forth in the responses for which he is identified as

the witness, and the answers contained therein are true and correct to the best of his

RN

AN
William s>ven A@ﬂyv

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

information, knowledge and belief.

and State, this /7 day of __UMarnh 2010.

/
Vel /3 Ao (sEAL)
Notary Public 4

My Commission Expires:




VERIFICATION

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY )
) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

The undersigned, Paul W. Thompson, being duly sworn, deposes and says that
he is Senior Vice President, Energy Services for Louisville Gas and Electric Company
and an employee of E.ON U.S. Services, Inc., and that he has personal knowledge of the
matters set forth in the responses for which he is identified as the witness, and the
answers contained therein are true and correct to the best of his information, knowledge

and belief.

7
A

Patl W. Thompson

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and before said County

4 /
and State, this /o7 7 day of 4l (240/7 2010.

//MZ@ ot /%L%,(]u) (SEAL)

Notary Public

My Commission Expires:




COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the Matter of:
APPLICATION OF LOUISVILLE GAS AND ) CASE NO.
ELECTRIC COMPANY FOR AN ADJUSTMENT ) 2009-00549
OF ITS ELECTRIC AND GAS BASE RATES )
RESPONSE OF
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
TO THE

FIRST SET OF DATA REQUESTS OF
KENTUCKY INDUSTRIAL UTILITY CUSTOMERS, INC.
DATED MARCH 1, 2010

FILED: March 15,2010






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 1

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar/William Steven Seelye/Counsel

Referring to the proposed Curtailable Service Rider CSR:

a.

Please provide all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents supporting
and/or underlying the development of the proposed rider.

Provide all studies and/or analyses that LG&E conducted concerning expected
customer acceptance of and willingness to receive service under the proposed
rider.

Identify and provide all documents provided to and correspondence with
existing and potential interruptible customers related to the development,
implementation, and operation of the proposed CSR rider.

Identify and provide all alternatives to Rider CSR as proposed that LG&E
considered but rejected.

No studies were performed. The new CSR is the result of internal discussion
to simplify the process for all existing participating industrials. Please see the
response to AG-1 Question No. 239.

See response to (a.) above.
See the response to KPSC-2 Question No. 97.

All decisions regarding which adjustments to include in the application in this
proceeding were made in consultation with legal counsel. Any response to
this question necessarily requires the Company to reveal the contents of
communications with counsel and the mental impressions of counsel, which
information is protected from disclosure by the attorney-client privilege and
the work product doctrine.






A-2.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 2

Responding Witness: Robert M. Conroy

Referring to existing Riders CSR1, CSR2, and CSR3:

a.

For each customer (identified only by reference number) served under one of
these riders, identify the applicable rider and the total MW of
curtailable/interruptible load under contract.

State the number of months in which each customer in subpart (a) above has
been continuously served under the existing rider or its predecessor.

For each customer identified in the subpart (a) above, provide the customer’s
firm contract demand.

Please see the response to AG-1 Question No. 236, AG-1 Question No. 237
and AG-1 Question No. 238.

The customer (reference number 2) served under CSR1 at primary voltage has
been a customer under that rider since June 1985. The customer (reference
number 1) served under CSR1 at transmission voltage has been a customer
under that rider since May 1994.

See response to (a.) above.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 3

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar/William Steven Seelye

Referring to existing Riders CSR1, CSR2, and CSR3:

a.

For each customer (identified only by reference number) served under one of
these riders, identify the date, time, and duration of each curtailment called by
L.G&E in the past 60 months?

For each curtailment referenced in the response to subpart (a) above, specify
whether the curtailment was an emergency or a buy-through event, identify
the MW of load curtailment requested, and identify the MW of load that failed
to comply with the curtailment request.

For each buy-through curtailment identified in the response to subpart (b)
above, specify whether the customer bought through the curtailment, the
amount of buy-through energy purchased, the price paid for such buy-through
energy, and the source (system supply or market) of the buy-through price.

See attachment for details of curtailments for the past 5 years for both LG&E
and KU.

“Emergency” does not apply to the CSRs. See attached. There were no
failures to comply during the test year.

See attached. It is the operational practice to use the market as the source of
buy through pricing.



Reference #
1
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Start Date/Time
1/8/2005 9:45 AM
1/10/2005 7:00 AM
1/11/2005 7:30 AM
1/14/2005 7:30 AM
1/14/2005 7:30 AM
1/14/2005 8,00 AM
1/14/2005 11:00 AM
1/17/2005 8:00 AM
1/17/2005 9:00 AM
1/17/2005 1100 AM
1/17/2005 1:00 PM
1/18/2005 9:00 AM
1/18/2005 1100 AM
1/18/2005 12:00 PM
1/18/2005 1:00 PM
1/19/2005 12:15 PM
1/19/2005 12:20 PM
1/20/2005 7:35 AM
1/20/2005 9:00 AM
1/20/2005 10:00 AM
1/21/2005 7:30 AM
1/22/2005 11:05 AM
1/22/2005 6:30 PM
1/23/2005 6:53 PM
1/24/2005 9:00 AM
1/24/2005 10:00 AM
1/24/2005 1:00 PM
1/27/2005 9:00 AM
1/27/2005 11:00 AM
1/27/2005 6:41 PM
1/27/2005 6:50 PM
1/28/2005 7:13 AM
1/28/2005 8:06 AM
1/28/2005 3:20 PM
2/2/2005 7:15 AM
2/10/2005 7:30 AM
2/10/2005 9:00 AM
2/10/2005 9:00 AM
2/10/2005 10:00 AM
2/10/2005 10:00 AM
2/10/2005 10:30 AM
2/10/2005 10:35 AM
2/10/2005 12:00 PM
2/11/2005 8:00 AM
2/11/2005 9:00 AM
2/14/2005 9:35 AM
2/15/2005 7:30 PM
2/17/2005 6:30 PM
2/17/2005 7:15 PM
2/18/2005 7:00 AM
2/18/2005 §:00 AM
2/18/2005 8:00 AM
2/18/2005 9:00 AM
2/18/2005 7:30 PM
2/21/2005 11:00 AM
2/23/2005 8:00 AM
2/23/2005 8:00 AM
2/2312005 9:00 AM
2/24/2005 7:00 AM
2/24/2005 7:30 AM
2/24/2005 9:00 AM
2/24/2005 2:00 PM
2/25/2005 7:00 AM
2/25/2005 9:00 AM
2/25/2005 9:00 AM
2/25/2005 10:00 AM
2/25/2005 10:00 AM
2/25/2005 7:21 PM
3/1/2005 8:00 AM
3/1/2005 8:00 AM
3/2/2005 7:45 AM
3/2/12005 7:45 AM
3/2/2005 7:10 PM
3/3/2005 8:00 PM
3/4/2005 7:00 AM
3/4/2005 7:15 AM

Offer
Price
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
65.00
5500
N/A
95.00
85.00
7500
95.00
75.00
7000
60 00
N/A
N/A
N/A
7500
60 00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
100 00
8000
60 00
7500
55.00
N/A
N/A
12500
N/A
N/A
N/A
75.00
7000
70.00
5500
5500
NA
N/A
55.00
69.00
6900
N/A
5500
NA
75.00
8000
N/A
N/A
8000
N/A
N/A
5500
5500
55.00
70 00
70.00
70 00
70.00
80.00
60 00
60.00
55.00
55.00
N/A
7500
75.00
8000
80 00
N/A
N/A
8000
80 .00

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3

Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data

KW Hrs
Purchased

20,000.00
20,000 00

3,600 00
3,600 00
3,600.00
3,600 00
3,600 00
3,600 00
3,600 00

3,600 00
3,600 00

3,600 00
3,600 00
3,600 00
3,600 00
3,600 00

000

20,000.00
20,000.00
3,600 00
20,000 00
3,600 00

30,000.00
21,000.00
3,600 00

30,000 00

30,000 00
19,000 00

3,600 00

30,000 00
20,000.00
3,600 00
20,000 00
30,000 00
3,600 00
19,000 00
15,600 00
15,000 00
3,600.00
15,000 00
3,600 00

10,000 00

19,000 00

20,000 00

Offer Accepted
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
YES
YES

N/A
N/A

YES
N/A
N/A
YES
NO

Curtailment or Buy-
through

Hours
275 Curtailiment
3 00 Curtailment
150 Curtailment
150 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
3 00 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
083 Curtailment
200 Buy-through
200 Buy-through
400 Buy-through
200 Buy-through
1.00 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
100 Buy-through
133 Curtailment
217 Curtailment
1.42 Curtailment
1 00 Buy-through
200 Buy-through
133 Curtailment
108 Curtailment
4.33 Curtailment
395 Curtailment
100 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
2.00 Buy-through
2 00 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
1.00 Curtailment
0 50 Curtailment
4 45 Buy-through
323 Curtailment
067 Curtailment
2.00 Curtailment
1.50 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
100 Buy-through
3.00 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
3.53 Curtailment
1 42 Curtailment
100 Buy-through
200 Buy-through
1.00 Buy-through
5.08 Curtailment
1.50 Buy-through
425 Cuntailment
300 Buy-through
400 Buy-through
317 Curtailment
225 Curtailment
200 Buy-through
200 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
2.00 Buy-through
2 00 Buy-through
1.2 Buy-through
700 Buy-through

12.00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
6.00 Buy-through
2.00 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through

"1.00 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
1.00 Buy-through
1.00 Curtailment
2.00 Buy-through
200 Buy-through
125 Buy-through
1 25 Buy-through
1 67 Curtailment
1.00 Curtaitment
475 Buy-through
4 50 Buy-through

Amount Requested
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted smount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted smount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount

Non-

Page 1 of 9
Bellar/Seelye

Compliance
Amount (MW)



Reference #
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Start Date/Time
3/4/2005 9:00 AM
3/4/2005 10:05 AM
3/8/2005 6:40 PM
3/9/2005 7:15 AM
3/9/2005 7:15 AM
3/9/2005 9:00 AM
3/9/2005 6:40 PM
3/10/2005 7:20 AM
3/10/2005 2:55 PM
3/11/2005 8:55 AM
3/11/2005 8:01 PM
3/14/2005 7:15 AM
3/14/2005 7:15 AM
3/14/2005 10:00 AM
3/16/2005 8:10 AM
3/16/2005 10:30 AM
3/16/2005 10:30 AM
3/16/2005 6:05 PM
3/17/2005 2:10 PM
3/18/2005 8:15 AM
3/18/2005 8:15 AM
3/21/2005 7:15 AM
3/21/2005 7:15 AM
3/21/2005 2:30 PM
3/22/2005 10:40 AM
3/24/2005 8:00 AM
3/24/2005 8:15 AM
3/24/2005 10:00 AM
3/24/2005 10:00 AM
3/25/2005 8:30 AM
3/28/2005 7:20 PM
3/25/2005 7:20 PM
3/31/2005 9:45 AM
6/6/2005 10:00 AM
6/6/2005 11:00 AM
6/10/2005 11:00 AM
6/10/2005 12:00 PM
6/22/2005 12:00 PM
6/22/2005 12:00 PM
6/23/2005 12:00 PM
6/23/2005 12:00 PM
6/24/2005 12:00 PM
6/24/2005 12:00 PM
6/27/2005 11:00 AM
6/27/2005 12:00 PM
6/27/2005 12:00 PM
6/27/2005 2:00 PM
6/27/2005 4:30 PM
6/27/2005 4:30 PM
6/28/2005 12:00 PM
6/28/2005 1:00 PM
6/28/2005 1.00 PM
6/28/2005 2:45 PM
6/29/2005 12:00 PM
6/29/2005 12:00 PM
6/29/2005 12:00 PM
6/29/2005 3:00 PM
6/30/2005 12:00 PM
6/30/2005 12:00 PM
6/30/2005 12:00 PM
6/30/2005 2:00 PM
7/5/2005 12:00 PM
7/5/2005 1:00 PM
1/5/2005 1:00 PM
7/6/2005 12:00 PM
7/6/2005 1:00 PM
7/6/2005 1:00 PM
7472005 1:00 PM
7/7/2005 2:00 PM
7/7/2005 2:00 PM
7/11/2005 2:00 PM
7/11/2005 2:00 PM
7/15/2005 1:00 PM
711512005 1:00 PM
7/15/2005 1:00 PM
7/18/2005 12:00 PM

Offer
Price
80 00
N/A
N/A
80 00
80 00
70.00
N/A
8500
N/A
NA
N/A
82.00
8200
60 00
N/A
81.00
8100
N/A
N/A
8100
8100
8100
8100
N/A
N/A
6700
6700
5500
55 00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
8000
8000
13300
13300
12700
127.00
127 00
127 00
12900
129 00
126 00
126 00
126 .00
N/A
180 00
180 00
130 00
130 00
130 00
N/A
158 00
158 00
158.00
158 00
155 00
15500
15500
N/A
154 00
154.00
154 00
154 00
154 0o
154 00
154.00
154 00
154 00
154 00
154,00
154 00
154 00
154 00
15900

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3

Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data

KW Hrs
Purchased
3,600 00

21,00000
21,000 00

15,000 00
15,000 00

13,000 00
3,600 00

20,000 00

21,000 00

30,000 00
20,000 00
30,000 00
20,000 00

15,000 00

10,000 00
22,000 00
000
19,500.00
000
21,000 60
000
1,000 00
21,000 00
3,100 00

1,000 00
21,000 00
3,100.00
30,000 00
20,000 00

28,000 00
11,000 00
000
20,000 00
000
21,000 00
000

000

20,000 00
000
28,000 00
21,500 00
000

20,500 00
000
19,000 00
000
17,000 00
000
000

Offer Accepted
YES
N/A
N/A
NO
YES

N/A
N/A

N/A

Curtailment or Buy-
through

Hours
2.75 Buy-through
2 58 Curtailment
2 08 Curtailment
1 75 Buy-through
1 75 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
2 83 Curtailment
2 17 Buy-through
6.00 Curtailment
6 .08 Curtailment
1.73 Curtailment
3 00 Buy-through
275 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
6 42 Curtailment
5 00 Buy-through
500 Buy-through
2 83 Curtailment
0.83 Curtailment
1 25 Buy-through
1.25 Buy-through
3 50 Buy-through
3 50 Buy-through
0.50 Cunailment
1 42 Curtailment
2 00 Buy-through
175 Buy-through
1.00 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
050 Curtailment
2 00 Curtailment
197 Curtailment
1 00 Curtailment
6 00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
5 00 Buy-through
6.00 Buy-through
700 Buy-through
4.00 Buy-through
700 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
7.00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
5.50 Buy-through
4.50 Buy-through
4 .00 Buy-through
3.00 Curtailment
2 50 Buy-through
2 50 Buy-through
4.00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
2.00 Curtailment
6 00 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
7.00 Buy-through
7 00 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
2.00 Curtailment
4 00 Buy-through
5 00 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
5 00 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
4.00 Buy-through
4.00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
4 .00 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through

Amount Requested
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount

Non-
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Reference i
1
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Start Date/Time
7/18/2005 1:00 PM
7/18/2005 1:00 PM
8/2/2005 1:30 PM
8/3/2005 1:00 PM
8/3/2005 1:00 PM
8/3/2005 1:00 PM
8/3/2005 1:30 PM
8/4/2005 12:30 PM
8/4/2005 1:00 PM
8/4/2005 1:00 PM
8/11/2005 1:00 PM
8/12/2005 1:00 PM
8/12/2005 1:00 PM
8/12/2005 1:00 PM
9/12/2005 2:00 PM
9/13/2005 4:00 PM
9/14/2005 1:45 PM
9/22/2005 2:30 PM
9/23/2005 2:00 PM
16/3/2005 1:00 PM
10/4/2005 1:35 PM
11/22/2005 4:00 PM
1/17/2006 2:00 PM
1/18/2006 8:35 AM
1/19/2006 8:30 AM
1/23/2006 7:45 PM
1/26/2006 8:05 AM
1/26/2006 7:30 PM
1/27/2006 8:00 AM
2/2/2006 7:00 PM
2/6/2006 7:00 PM
2/7/2006 8:00 AM
2/59/2006 8:00 AM
2/13/2006 8:45 AM
2/15/2006 7:00 PM
2/16/2006 7:10 PM
2/20/2006 10:35 AM
2/20/2006 7:20 PM
2/24/2006 8:20 AM
3/3/2006 7:10 AM
3/3/2006 9:30 AM
3/6/2006 B:20 AM
3/6/2006 7:35 PM
3/7/2006 7:45 PM
3/8/2006 10:20 AM
3/8/2006 7:00 PM
3/5/2006 7:00 PM
3/13/2006 1:00 PM
3/15/2006 11:30 AM
3/17/2006 11:45 AM
3/20/2006 10:15 AM
3/2172006 8:15 AM
3/21/2006 7:30 PM
3/22/2006 7:50 PM
3/27/2006 8:15 AM
6/21/2006 3:00 PM
6/22/2006 3:00 PM
7/13/2006 1:35 PM
/1712006 3:20 PM
7/18/2006 3:40 PM
7/31/2006 3:00 PM
8/1/2006 1:45 PM
8/1/2006 1:45 PM
8/1/2006 1:45 PM
8/1/2006 2:05 PM
8/2/2006 12:00 PM
8/2/2006 12:00 PM
8/2/2006 12:00 PM
8/2/2006 2:00 PM
8/3/2006 2:30 PM
8/7/2006 1:30 PM
9/5/2006 10:31 AM
9/13/2006 1:00 PM
9/14/2006 1:45 PM
9/19/2006 12:11 PM
9/22/2006 7:30 PM

Offer
Price
159.00
159 00
22300

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
80 00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3

Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data

KW Hrs

Purchased

000
18,000.00

17,000 00
0.00

000

18,000 00
000
28,000 00
20,000 00
600

15,000 00

000
000
000

000
0.00
000

Offer Accepted
NO
YES
NO
NO
YES
NO
N/A
NO

Hours

Curtailment or Buy-

through
500 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
5 00 Buy-through
500 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
3 00 Curtailment
4 00 Buy-through
500 Buy-through
500 Buy-through
3 .50 Buy-through
400 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
3.50 Buy-through
300 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
2 60 Curtailment
325 Curtailment
225 Cuntailment
3.00 Curtailment
300 Curtailment
1 00 Buy-through
6 50 Curtailment
3 17 Cunailment
1 50 Curtailment
225 Curtailment
2.92 Curtailment
250 Curtailment
2.50 Curtailment
300 Curtailment
275 Curtailment
1.50 Curtailment
175 Curtailment
2.58 Curtailment
125 Curtailment
192 Custailment
1.00 Curtailment
1.92 Curtailment
175 Curtailment
0.25 Curtailment
250 Curtailment
550 Curailment
167 Curtailment
1 50 Curtailment
067 Curtailment
150 Curtailment
200 Curtailment
1.75 Curtailment
250 Curtailment
2 08 Curtailment
2.00 Curtailment
275 Curtailment
1 50 Curtailment
1.17 Curtailment
175 Curtailment
2 00 Curtaiiment
200 Curtailment
1.58 Curtailment
2 67 Curtailment
1.50 Curtailment
200 Curtailment
475 Curtailment
475 Curtailment
475 Curtailment
300 Curtailment
575 Curtailment
575 Curtailment
700 Curtailment
3 50 Curtailment
233 Curtailment
3.00 Curtailment
050 Curtailment
2 00 Curtailment
1.25 Curtailmenm
1 50 Curtailment
200 Curtailment

Amount Requested
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount

Non-
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Reference #
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Start Date/Time
9/25/2006 7:15 PM
9/26/2006 7:51 PM
9/21/2006 7:30 AM
10/4/2006 9:36 AM
10/17/2006 10:30 AM
10/20/2006 10:00 AM
10/23/2006 10:10 AM
10/23/2006 6:53 PM
11/2/2006 6:54 PM
11/3/2006 12:00 PM
11/9/2006 11:30 AM
11/9/2006 6:30 PM
11/10/2006 6:27 PM
11/13/2006 6:15 PM
11/15/2006 10:05 AM
11716/2006 10:15 AM
11/16/2006 5:50 PM
11/17/2006 1:34 PM
11/17/2006 6:01 PM
11/21/2006 8:00 AM
11/27/2006 5:40 PM
11/28/2006 12:25 PM
11/28/2006 8:00 PM
12/5/2006 6:00 PM
12/7/2006 6:30 PM
12/8/2006 7:32 AM
12/8/2006 7:33 AM
12/13/2006 6:15 PM
12/14/2006 6:00 PM
1/1/2007 6:00 PM
1/4/2007 5:30 PM
1/16/2007 8:30 AM
1/16/2007 6:55 PM
1/17/2007 6:00 PM
1/18/2007 6:15 PM
1/22/2007 5:45 PM
1/24/2007 11:20 AM
1/26/2007 8:25 AM
1/31/2007 9:15 AM
2/5/2007 6:41 PM
2/8/2007 8:25 PM
2/9/2007 6:45 PM
2/14/2007 6:10 PM
2/15/2007 1.00 PM
2/15/2007 1:00 PM
2/15/2007 7.00 PM
2/22/2007 7:06 PM
2/27/2007 9:00 AM
2/28/2007 11:00 AM
3/1/2007 9:00 AM
3/12/2007 7:10 PM
3/13/2007 7:30 PM
3/16/2007 7:30 PM
3/20/2007 9:02 AM
3/21/2007 7:52 PM
3/22/2007 7:32 PM
3/23/2007 9:55 AM
3/27/2007 8:00 AM
3/27/2007 8:00 AM
3/28/2007 9:30 AM
4/16/2007 8:04 PM
4/30/2007 3:40 PM
5/10/2007 1:00 PM
5/30/2007 1:00 PM
5/10/2007 1:00 PM
1/3/2007 1:25 PM
7/6/2007 11:00 AM
7/6/2007 11:00 AM
7/6/2007 12:40 PM
7/9/2007 10:00 AM
7/9/2007 10:00 AM
7/9/2007 10:00 AM
7/9/2007 11:00 AM
7/9/2007 3:15 PM
7/10/2007 10:00 AM
7/10/2007 10:00 AM

Offer
Price
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
75 00
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
11800
118 00
11800
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
56 00
5700
N/A
N/A
N/A
105 00
105 00
105 00
N/A
8500
8500
N/A
125 00
125 00
140 00
12500
N/A
11200
11200

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3

Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data

KW Hrs
Purchased

000

0.00
000

1,000 00
000
10,000 00

30,000 00
5,000 00

1,000 00
20,000 00
000

1,000 00
21,000 00

1,000 00
19,000 00
000
21,000 00

1,000 00
21,000 00

Offer Accepted
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NO
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
YES
NO
YES
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
YES
YES
N/A
N/A
N/A
YES

NO
N/A
YES
YES
N/A

N/A
YES

Curtailment or Buy-
through

Hours
1 00 Curtailment
115 Curtailment
0.50 Curtailment
1.23 Curtailment
0 50 Cuntailment
2.00 Curtailment
4 00 Curtailment
145 Cuntailment
3 10 Curtailment
0.50 Curtailment
0.50 Curtailment
0 50 Curtailment
1.27 Curtailment
1.00 Curtailment
092 Curtailment
0.50 Curtailment
1 08 Curtailment
127 Curtailment
098 Curailment
1 58 Buy-through
1 33 Curtailment
2.00 Curtailment
1.00 Cuntailment
1 .50 Curtailment
2 42 Curtailment
0 50 Curtailment
0 50 Curtailment
083 Curtailment
075 Curtailment
1.33 Curtailment
2 50 Curtailment
0.83 Cunailment
083 Curtailment
1 50 Cuntailment
075 Curtailment
3.75 Curailment
067 Curtailment
1.17 Curtailment
1 50 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
1.17 Curtailment
1.25 Curtaiiment
233 Curtailment
6 00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
1 98 Curtailment
050 Curtaiiment
050 Curtailment
1 00 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
1 00 Curtailment
1 00 Cuntailment
1.05 Curtailment
1 47 Curtaiiment
097 Curtailment
3.58 Curtailment
3 00 Buy-through
3.00 Buy-through
1.25 Curtailment
043 Curtailment
0.67 Curtailment
8 00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
4 58 Curtailment
700 Buy-through
7.00 Buy-through
0 58 Curtailment
9 00 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
8.00 Buy-through
2.75 Curtailment
9.00 Buy-through
9 00 Buy-through

Amount Requested
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount

Non-
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Reference #
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Start Date/Time
7/10/2007 10:00 AM
7717/2007 1:00 PM
717/2007 1:00 PM
7/19/2007 10:00 AM
7/19/2007 10:00 AM
7/19/2007 10:00 AM
7/19/2007 1:00 PM
7/39/2007 2:40 PM
8/3/2007 8:10 PM
8/6/2007 12:00 PM
8/6/2007 12:20 PM
8/6/2007 12:20 PM
8/7/2007 12:00 PM
8/7/2007 12:00 PM
8/7/2007 12:00 PM
8/8/2007 12:00 PM
8/8/2007 12:00 PM
8/8/2007 12:00 PM
8/9/2007 12:00 PM
8/9/2007 12:00 PM
8/9/2007 12:00 PM
8/10/2067 12:00 PM
8/10/2007 12:00 PM
8/10/2007 12:00 PM
8/13/2007 ]‘2100 PM
8/13/2007 12:00 PM
8/13/2007 12:00 PM
8/13/2007 2:00 PM
8/14/2007 11:00 AM
8/14/2007 11:00 AM
8/14/2007 11:00 AM
8/15/2007 12:15 PM
8/15/2007 12:15 PM
8/15/2007 12:15 PM
8/15/2007 12:15 PM
8/16/2007 12:00 PM
8/16/2007 12:00 PM
8/16/2007 12:00 PM
8/16/2007 5:32 PM
8/22/2007 2:00 PM
8/22/2007 2:00 PM
8/22/20067 3:00 PM
8/22/2007 4:00 PM
8/22/2007 5:00 PM
8/22/2007 6:00 PM
8/23/2007 11:00 AM
8/23/2007 12:00 PM
8/23/2007 12:00 PM
8/24/2007 12:00 PM
8/24/2007 12:00 PM
8/24/2007 12:.00 PM
10/8/2007 1:40 PM
10/8/2007 1:40 PM
10/11/2007 6:54 PM
10/15/2007 6:20 PM
10/19/2007 6:40 PM
10/22/2007 11:30 AM
10/24/2007 3:30 PM
11/16/2007 7:15 PM
11/21/2007 10:30 AM
11/27/2007 6:10 PM
11/28/2007 7:05 PM
11/29/2007 6:50 PM
i2/11/2007 6:20 PM
12/14/2007 5:45 PM
1/10/2008 11:35 AM
1/15/2008 6:20 PM
1/23/2008 5:30 PM
2/4/2008 10:52 AM
2/6/2008 6:36 PM
2/8/2008 2:40 PM
2/27/2008 6:00 PM
3/17/2008 7:15 PM
3/19/2008 8:09 PM
3/20/2008 7:48 PM
3/26/2008 8:00 AM

Offer
Price
93.00
80 00
80.00
9500
95 00
9500
95.00
95 00
N/A
107.00
N/A
N/A
142 00
142 00
142,00
13000
130 00
130.00
163 00
163 00
163 00
102 00
102 00
102 00
11500
115.00
11500
115 00
90.00
9000
9700
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
10700
107 00
107.00
N/A
110 00
11000
105 00
102.00
11500
110.00
130.00
130 00
130.00
100.00
100 00
1060 00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3

Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data

KW Hrs
Purchased Offer Accepted

000 NO
32,000 00 YES

20,000.00 YES
1,000 00 YES
20,000 00 YES
000 NO
14,000 00 YES
20,000 00 YES
N/A
000 NO
000 NA
000 N/A
1,000 060 YES
21,000.00 YES
000 NO
1,000 00 YES
21,000 00 YES
000 NO
000 NO
21,000 00 YES
000 NO
000 NO
21,000 00 YES
000 NO
1,000 00 YES
21,000 00 YES
0.00 NO
1,000 00 YES
000 NO
21,000 00 YES
0.00 NO
000 N/A
000 N/A
N/A
0.00 N/A
000 NO
15,000 00 YES
000 NO
N/A
000 NO
13,000.00 YES
14,000 00 YES
14,000 G0 YES
11,000 00 YES
11,000 00 YES
000 NO
000 NO
14,000.00 YES
0.00 NO
18,000.00 YES
000 NO
000 N/A
000 N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Curtuilment or Buy-

Hours through
5.00 Buy-through
6.00 Buy-through
600 Buy-through
700 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
500 Buy-through
1 67 Buy-through
2 33 Buy-through
083 Curtailment
3 00 Buy-through
467 Curtailment
4 67 Curtailment
6 00 Buy-through
6.00 Buy-through
3 00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
3.00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
300 Buy-through
6 .00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
3.00 Buy-through
2 00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
3.00 Buy-through
400 Buy-through
900 Buy-through
9.00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
6.08 Curtailment
608 Curtailment
633 Curtailment
2.75 Curtailment
675 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
3.00 Buy-through
1 22 Curtailment
500 Buy-through
100 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
100 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
1,00 Buy-through
9.00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
6.00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
5 00 Buy-through
117 Curtaiiment
117 Curtailment
167 Curtailment
133 Curtailment
1.08 Curtailment
117 Curtailment
1 42 Cuntailment
175 Curtailment
1.00 Curtajlment
i 83 Curtaiiment
067 Curtailment
0.67 Curtailment
067 Curtailment
075 Curtailment
167 Curtaiiment
083 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
057 Curtailment
1.00 Curtailment
200 Curtailment
075 Curtailment
1 52 Curtailment
070 Curtailment
4 50 Curtailment

Amount Requested
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount

Non-
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Reference #
3
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Start Date/Time
3/26/2008 2:10 PM
3/28/2008 7:42 PM
3/31/2008 7:00 PM
4/4/2008 8:47 PM
5/6/2008 8:20 PM
6/9/2008 12:00 PM
6/9/2008 12:00 PM
6/9/2008 12:00 PM
6/11/2008 4:15 PM
7/21/2008 11:30 AM
7/22/2008 12:32 PM
7129/2008 11:10 AM
7/29/2008 12:00 PM
7/29/2008 12:00 PM
7/29/2008 12:00 PM
8/1/2008 11:00 AM
8/1/2008 11:.00 AM
8/1/2008 11:00 AM
8/1/2008 1:20 PM
8/1/2008 1:20 PM
8/1/2008 1:20 PM
8/1/2008 2:00 PM
8/1/2008 2:00 PM
8/4/2008 12:00 PM
8/4/2008 12:00 PM
8/4/2008 12:00 PM
8/5/2008 11:00 AM
8/5/2008 11:00 AM
8/5/2008 11:00 AM
8/6/2008 10:00 AM
8/6/2008 10:00 AM
8/6/2008 1:35 PM
8/7/2008 10:00 AM
8/7/2008 10:00 AM
8/7/2008 11:00 AM
8/20/2008 12:00 PM
8/20/2008 12:00 PM
8/20/2008 12:00 PM
8/21/2008 11:00 AM
8/21/2008 11:00 AM
8/21/2008 11:00 AM
9/2/2008 12:00 PM
9/2/2008 12:00 PM
9/2/2008 12:00 PM
9/2/2008 2:50 PM
9/3/2008 12:00 PM
9/3/2008 12:00 PM
9/3/2008 12:00 PM
9/3/2008 2:40 PM
9/4/2008 7:17 PM
9/11/2008 11:40 AM
9/19/2008 12:45 PM
9/23/2008 7:45 PM
10/8/2008 9:25 AM
10/10/2008 6:55 PM
10/13/2008 6:55 PM
10/15/2008 2:15 PM
11/19/2008 5:30 PM
1/7/2009 5:42 PM
1/8/2009 8:10 AM
1/9/2009 8:00 AM
1/12/2009 8:00 AM
1/13/2009 5:40 PM
1/15/2009 7.00 AM
1/15/2009 7:00 AM
1/15/2009 11:59 AM
1/16/2009 7:.00 AM
1/16/2009 7:.00 AM
1/22/2009 8:10 AM
1/23/2009 6:00 PM
2/4/2009 6:00 PM
2/16/2009 6:50 PM
2/17/2009 8:00 AM
3/2/2009 8:00 AM
3/2/2009 5:30 PM
3/3/2009 8:00 AM

Offer
Price
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
160.00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
150 00
150 00
150 00
13500
13500
13500
N/A
N/A
N/A
160 00
160.00
11500
115 00
11500
12000
120 00
120 00
11500
115 00
N/A
119 .00
11900
11900
78 00
78 00
7800
79 50
79 50
79 50
120 00
12000
120 00
N/A
92.00
92 00
9200
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
70 00
70 00
N/A
70 00
7000
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3

Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data

KW Hrs
Purchased Offer Accepted

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
000 NO
0.00 N/A
000 N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
1,000 00 YES
20,000.00 YES
3,000 00 YES
1,000 00 YES
20,000 00 YES
3,000 00 YES
000 N/A
0.00 N/A
000 N/A
1,000 00 YES
20,000.00 YES
1,000 00 YES
20,000 00 YES
3,000 00 YES
26,000.00 YES
21,000 60 YES
3,000.00 YES
1,000 00 YES
16,000 00 YES
N/A
1,000 00 YES

20,000 00 YES
25,000 00 YES
26,000 00 YES
12,000 .00 YES
3,000 00 YES
1,000 00 YES
18,000 00 YES
3,000.00 YES
26,000 00 YES
20,000 00 YES
000 NO
N/A
1,000.00 YES
21,600 00 YES
000 NO
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
NA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
30,000 00 YES
000 NO
N/A
30,000 00 YES
000 NO
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Curtailment or Buy-
through

Hours
3.25 Curtailment
1 50 Curtailment
200 Curtailment
063 Curtailment
1.00 Curtailment
6 00 Buy-through
6 00 Curtailment
6 00 Curtailment
150 Curtailment
1 50 Curtailment
.50 Curtailment
133 Curtailment
500 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
5 00 Buy-through
2.00 Buy-through
2 00 Buy-through
2 00 Buy-through
067 Curtailment
067 Curtailment
467 Cunailment
4.00 Buy-through
4.00 Buy-through
8.00 Buy-through
800 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
6.00 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
075 Curtailment
600 Buy-through
6 00 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
7.00 Buy-through
7.00 Buy-through
700 Buy-through
700 Buy-through
700 Buy-through
700 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-~through
8 00 Buy-through
800 Buy-through
1.00 Cunailment
800 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
8 00 Buy-through
1 00 Curtailment
1.22 Curtailment
1.17 Cuntaiiment
475 Curtailment
1 08 Cuntailment
108 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
1.00 Curtailment
175 Curtailment
4 00 Curtailment
1.30 Cuntailment
1 67 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
060 Curtailment
1 42 Curtailment

14.00 Buy-through
14 00 Buy-through
2 52 Curtailment
14.00 Buy-through
14.00 Buy-through
158 Cunailment
1.25 Curtailment
4 00 Curtailment
100 Curtailment
2 15 Cunailment
5 83 Curtailment
3 00 Curtailment
500 Curtailment

Amount Reguested
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount

Non-
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Amount (M)



Reference #
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Start Date/Time
3/11/2009 8:25 PM
3/12/2009 5:10 PM
5/19/2009 4:41 PM
6/2/2009 1:00 PM
6/2/2009 1:00 PM
6/2/2009 1:00 PM
6/2/2009 1:20 PM
6/9/2009 1:40 PM
6/12/2009 2:15 PM
6/15/2009 12:00 PM
6/16/2009 12:35 PM
6/17/2009 1:00 PM
6/17/2009 1:00 PM
6/23/2009 1:.00 PM
6/23/2009 1:00 PM
6/24/2009 1:00 PM
6/24/2009 1:00 PM
6/25/2009 1:00 PM
6/25/2009 1:00 PM
6/30/2009 3:15 PM
6/30/200% 7:00 PM
7/8/2009 11:41 AM
7/10/2009 3:30 PM
7/16/2009 3:50 PM
7/20/2009 6:15 PM
7/23/2009 3:.00 PM
7/24/2009 2:00 PM
8/5/2009 4:58 PM
8/7/2009 1:35 PM
8/10/2009 12:42 PM
8/10/2009 1:00 PM
8/10/2009 2:00 PM
8/11/2009 11:00 AM
8/11/2009 12:45 PM
8/11/2009 1:30 PM
8/11/2009 6:30 PM
8/12/2009 11:00 AM
8/12/2009 2:02 PM
8/13/2009 1:00 PM
8/13/2009 1:55 PM
8/13/2009 2:00 PM
8/17/2009 10:00 AM
8/17/2009 10:00 AM
8/17/2009 11:00 AM
8/17/2009 3:20 PM
8/18/2009 1:00 PM
8/26/2009 1:00 PM
8/26/2009 2:00 PM
8/27/2009 11:00 AM
8/21/2009 11:00 AM
9/14/2009 3:10 PM
11/4/2009 7:17 AM
11/5/2009 6:32 PM
11/18/2009 8:35 PM
12/10/2009 6:48 PM
12/11/2009 6:45 AM
12/11/2009 9:45 AM
12/11/2009 11:00 AM
12/11/2009 12:00 PM
12/11/2009 1:00 PM
12/11/2009 2:00 PM
12/11/2009 306 PM
12/15/2009 7:00 PM
12/16/2009 6:22 AM
12/16/2009 8:45 AM
12/16/2009 9:00 AM
12/16/2009 10:00 AM
12/16/2009 11:00 AM
12/16/2009 12:00 PM
12/17/2009 6:10 AM
12/17/2009 8:00 AM
12/17/2009 11:00 AM
1/4/2010 7:00 AM
1/4/2010 7:00 AM
1/4/2010 12:30 PM
1/4/2010 12:30 PM

Offer
Price
N/A
N/A
N/A
44 00
44 00
44 00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
4700
000
62 00
62 00
68.00
68 00
62 00
62.00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
52.00
N/A
3750
N/A
N/A
N/A
36 50
N/A
36.00
N/A
44 00
53.00
5300
5300
N/A
N/A
N/A
40 00
3800
38.00
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
58 00
65.00
65.00
58.00
46 .00
6500
N/A
N/A
7000
68.00
57.00
52 00
48 00
68 00
N/A
50 00
140 00
140.00
60.00
60 00

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3

Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data

KW Hrs
Purchased

20,000 00
000
0.00

29,000 00
000
28,000.00
000
000
0.00
28,000 00
000

30,000 00
0.00
30,000.00

000
30,000 00
30,000.00

30,000 00
000

000
1,600 00

000
30,000 00
30,000.00
18,000 00

000

000
28,000 00
28,000.00
28,000 00
28,000 00
28,000.00
28,000 00

000
1,000.00
1,000 00
1,000 00
1,000 00

28,000 00

28,000 00

28,000 00
000

000
28,000 00
6,000 00

Offer Accepted
N/A
N/A
N/A
YES
NO

N/A
N/A
N/A

Hours

Curtailment or Buy-

through
1.17 Curtailment
3.08 Curtailment
050 Curtailment
4 00 Buy-through
4.00 Buy-through
4.00 Buy-through
1 70 Curtaiiment
567 Curtailment
2.70 Curtailment
5.87 Curtailment
192 Curtailment
4.00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
4 33 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
5 00 Buy-through
500 Buy-through
5.00 Buy-through
500 Buy-through
275 Curtailment
075 Curtailment
2 32 Curtailment
3 08 Curtailment
267 Curtailment
1,50 Curtailment
3 00 Curtailment
1.50 Curtailment
1 62 Curtailment
1 42 Curtailment
163 Curtailment
1.00 Buy-through
1.00 Curtailment
2 50 Buy-through
300 Curtailment
3.00 Curtailment
2 50 Cuniailment
6.00 Buy-through
555 Curtailment
100 Buy-through
558 Curtailment
3.00 Buy-through
1.00 Buy-through
8.00 Buy-through
7 00 Buy-through
067 Curtailment
200 Curtailment
1 00 Curtailment
4 00 Buy-through
7.00 Buy-through
7.00 Buy-through
233 Curtailment
072 Curtailment
067 Curtailment
1.00 Curtailment
242 Curtailment
3 00 Curtailment
1 25 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
1.00 Buy-through
i 00 Buy-through
4 00 Buy-through
1.75 Curtailment
2.38 Curtailment
025 Buy-through
1 60 Buy-through
1.00 Buy-through
1 00 Buy-through
1 60 Buy-through
4 83 Buy-through
0.83 Curtailment
1 00 Buy-through
5.50 Buy-through
550 Buy-through
3 50 Buy-through
3 50 Buy-through

4 R
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Non-

Compliance

q
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount

4

M)



Reference #
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Start Date/Time
1/4/2010 4:00 PM
1/4/2010 4:00 PM
1/4/2010 6:15 PM
1/5/2010 5:21 AM
1/5/2010 5:24 AM
1/5/2010 8:00 AM
1/5/2010 8:00 AM
1/5/2010 8:00 AM
1/6/2010 6:15 AM
1/6/2010 6:15 AM
1/6/2010 7:00 AM
1/6/2010 7:00 AM
1/6/2010 7:00 AM
1/6/2010 9:05 AM
1/6/2010 12:00 PM
1/6/2010 12:00 PM
1/6/2010 4:00 PM
1/6/2010 4:00 PM
1/7/2010 6:00 AM
1/7/2010 6:00 AM
1/7/2010 7:00 AM
1/7/2010 10:00 AM
1/7/2010 11:00 AM
1/7/2010 11:00 AM
1/8/2010 6:00 AM
1/8/2010 6:00 AM
1/8/2010 6:00 AM
1/11/2010 6:00 AM
1/11/2010 6:00 AM
1/11/2010 7:00 AM
1/11/2010 10:00 AM
1/11/2010 10:00 AM
1/11/2010 12:00 PM
1/11/2010 12:00 PM
1/12/2010 6:00 AM
1/12/2010 6:00 AM
1/12/2010 8:00 AM
1/12/2010 8:00 AM
1/12/2010 8:00 AM
1/13/2010 7:00 AM
1/13/2010 7:00 AM
1/13/2010 7:00 AM
1/14/2010 6:30 AM
1/14/2010 9:00 AM
1/27/2010 7:30 AM
1/27/2010 7:30 AM
1/27/2010 8:00 AM
1/27/2010 8:00 AM
1/27/2010 9:00 AM
1/27/2010 9:00 AM
1/27/2010 10:00 AM
1/27/2010 10:00 AM
1/28/2010 6:45 PM
1/25/2010 6:15 AM
1/29/2010 6:15 AM
1/29/2010 7:00 AM
1/29/2010 7:00 AM
1/29/2010 8.00 AM
1/29/2010 B:00 AM
1/29/2010 9:00 AM
1/29/2010 9:00 AM
1/29/2010 3:00 PM
1/29/2010 3:00 PM
2/1/2010 6:00 AM
2/1/2010 6:00 AM
2/1/2010 7:00 AM
2/1/2010 7:00 AM
2/1/2010 8:00 AM
2/1/2010 8:00 AM
2/1/2010 9:00 AM
2/1/2010 9:00 AM
2/1/2010 10:00 AM
2/1/2010 10:00 AM
2/15/2010 10:15 AM
2/16/2010 5:35 PM
2/17/2010 6:50 PM

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3

Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data

Amount Requested
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
C i amount

Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
C 1 amount

Offer KW Hrs Curtailment or Buy-
Price Purchased Offer Accepted  Hours through
90.00 20,000 60 YES 5 00 Buy-through
90 00 12,000.00 YES 500 Buy-through
NA N/A 0.75 Curtailment
N/A 000 N/A 265 Curtailment
N/A 000 N/A 2 .60 Curtailment
76 00 28,000 00 YES 11 00 Buy-through
76 00 17,000 00 YES 11 00 Buy-through
76 00 000 NO 400 Buy-through
N/A 000 N/A 0.75 Curtailment
N/A 000 N/A 0.75 Curtailment
78 00 28,000 00 YES 500 Buy-throug
78 00 17,000 00 YES 500 Buy-througt
78.00 0.00 NO 500 Buy-through
N/A NA 1 00 Curtailment
62 00 28,000 00 YES 4 00 Buy-through
6200 17,000 00 YES 400 Buy-through
7700 28,000.00 YES 4 00 Buy-through
77.00 17,600 00 YES 4 00 Buy-through
65.00 1,000 00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
65 00 17,000 00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
70 00 17,000 00 YES 4.00 Buy-through
7000 28,000 00 YES 100 Buy-through
65 00 28,000 00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
65 00 17,000 00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
8700 28,000 00 YES 14.00 Buy-through
87.00 17,600.00 YES 14 00 Buy-through
8700 000 NO 10.00 Buy-through
N/A 000 N/A 4 00 Curtailment
N/A 0.00 N/A 4 00 Curtailment
N/A 0.00 N/A 9 00 Curtailment
86 00 28,000 00 YES 200 Buy-through
86.00 17,000.00 YES 2.00 Buy-through
NA 000 NA 350 Curtailment
N/A 000 N/A 3.50 Curtailment
N/A 000 N/A 200 Curtailment
N/A 000 N/A 200 Curtailment
85 00 1,000 060 YES 4 00 Buy-through
85.00 17,000 00 YES 4 00 Buy-through
8500 0.00 NO 4.00 Buy-through
70 00 28,000 00 YES 4 00 Buy-through
7000 10,000,00 YES 4 .00 Buy-through
70 00 0.00 NO 4 00 Buy-through
N/A 0.00 N/A 2.50 Cuntailment
56 00 17,000.00 YES 2.00 Buy-through
N/A 000 N/A 0.50 Curtailment
N/A 0.00 N/A 0.50 Cur
54 00 28,000.00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
54.00 15,000 00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
58 00 28,000 00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
58 00 18,000 00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
45 00 28,000.00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
45 00 18,000 00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
N/A N/A 083 Curtaiiment
48 00 28,000 00 YES 075 Buy-through
48 00 17,000.00 YES 0.75 Buy-through
63.00 28,000 00 YES 1 60 Buy-through
63.00 17,000 00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
65 00 28,000.00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
65 00 17,000.00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
48.00 28,000 00 YES 500 Buy-through
48 00 17,000 00 YES 500 Buy-through
70,60 28,000 00 YES 500 Buy-through
70 60 17,000.00 YES 5.00 Buy-through
60 00 32,000 00 YES 1 60 Buy-through
60 00 17,000 00 YES §.00 Buy-through
62 00 32,000 00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
62 00 17,000 .00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
5900 32,000 00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
59.00 17,000 00 YES 100 Buy-through
58 00 32,000.00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
58 00 17,000 00 YES 1.00 Buy-through
5200 32,000 00 YES 100 Buy-through
52 00 17,000 00 YES 1 00 Buy-through
N/A N/A 200 Curtailment
N/A N/A 3.92 Curtaitment

N/A N/A 117 Curtailment

Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount
Contracted amount

Non-
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Reference #
3
3

Start Date/Time
2/18/2010 10:10 AM
2/23/2010 10:20 AM

Offer

Price
N/A
N/A

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 3
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Louisville Gas and Electric Company
Case No. 2009-00549
Detailed Curtailment Data
Non-
KW Hrs Curtailment or Buy- Compliance
Purchased Offer Accepted  Hours through A t Req d 4 MwW)
N/A 1 42 Curtailment Contracted amount
N/A 367 Curtailment Contracted amount






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 4
Responding Witness: Robert M. Conroy
Q-4. Referring to Rider CSR2, please explain why (in LG&E’s opinion) no customers
are currently served under the rider. Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses,
and documents supporting and/or underlying the response.
A-4. LG&E does not know why customers choose CSR service and can only speculate

that industrial customers find more value in firm service relative to their
production schedules.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 5
Responding Witness: Charles R. Schram/William Steven Seelye
Q-5. Please identify all reports, studies, and/or analyses conducted by on behalf of
LG&E or its parent company in the past 5 years related in total or in part to retail

interruptible or curtailable electric service in Kentucky.

A-5. No such studies have been conducted.






Q-6.

A-6.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 6

Responding Witness: Charles R. Schram

Please explain in detail how LG&E (acting alone or in conjunction with affiliates)
treats interruptible/curtailable load in:

a.

b.

Developing its long-run load forecast?

Determining its long-run need for future supply-side resources?
Determining its need for operating reserve capacity?

Providing ancillary services?

In developing its long-run load forecast, LG&E assumes that loads for its
interruptible/curtailable customers will be curtailed in hours with the highest
demands (peak hours). For example, if LG&E is permitted to curtail a
customer 200 hours per year, it assumes that customer’s load will be curtailed
in the top 200 hours (based on demand).

LG&E utilizes its long-run load forecast to determine its long-run need for
future supply-side resources. Therefore, interruptible/curtailable customers
are assumed to be curtailed during the hours with the highest demands.

LG&E does not consider interruptible/curtailable loads in determining its need
for operating reserve capacity because there 1is no guarantee that
interruptible/curtailable customers will be operating at the times when
operating reserves are needed.

See response to part (¢). Due to the uncertainty in interruptible/curtailable
loads, they are not considered in providing ancillary services.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 7
Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar/Charles R. Schram
Q-7. Identify all reserve sharing and/or coordination arrangements that LG&E has with
other utility systems or organizations, and provide a current copy of all

agreements related to such arrangements.

A-7. The documents responsive to the question are being provided under seal pursuant
to a petition for confidential treatment.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 8

Responding Witness: Robert M. Conroy

Q-8. Please explain in detail how LG&E treats curtailment buy-though revenues in
setting base rates and/or modifying its Fuel Adjustment Clause.

A-8. LG&E reduces purchase power expense and kWh by the amount of buy-through

power to ensure that retail customers’ FAC reflects only those power purchases
used to supply native load consumption not served by buy through energy.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 9
Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-9. Please identify and explain in detail how LG&E treats test-year curtailment buy-

though revenues in the electric cost-of-service study filed in this case.

A-9. In the cost of service study, curtailment buy through revenues are included in
Sales to Ultimate Consumers shown on page 37 of Seelye Exhibit 24.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 10

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye

Q-10. Please identify and explain in detail how LG&E treats test-year curtailment
credits paid to CSR1 and CSR3 customers in the electric cost-of-service study
filed in this case.

A-10. Test year curtailment credits paid to CSR1 customers are included in Sales to
Ultimate Consumers shown on page 37 of Seelye Exhibit 24. Specifically, the
revenues are credited to Industrial TOD Primary or Retail Transmission Service
as applicable. LG&E does not have any customers on CSR3.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 11
Responding Witness: Robert M. Conroy
Q-11. Please identify and describe in detail the conditions and circumstances under

which LG&E can issue a curtailment request under:
a. Existing Riders CSR1, CSR2, and CSR3?
b. Proposed Rider CSR.

A-11. a. Curtailment requests under CSRs are issued at LG&E/KU’s sole discretion for
reliability and/or economic reasons.

b. See response to (a.) above.






Q-12.

A-12.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 12

Responding Witness: Charles R. Schram

Please provide LG&E’s current estimated cost in 2010 dollars of an installed
combustion turbine. Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents
supporting and/or underlying this estimate.

The Company’s current estimate of the installed cost of a combustion turbine
would incorporate two perspectives:

First, regarding the likely ‘new order’ cost, in preparation for the Companies’
2008 Integrated Resource Plan (“IRP”), consultants Cummins and Barnard were
commissioned to provide estimated capital costs for a range of generation
technologies. Their estimated overnight construction cost for a ~155 MW (net
summer rating) combustion turbine was $680/kW in $2007 terms — equivalent to
around $730/kW in $2010. A copy of the 2008 IRP is provided in response to
Question No. 16.

Second, given current conditions in the power market, the Company would expect
the prices of existing CT assets to be significantly below the cost of new
construction. For example, amongst asset sales transactions reported within the
last year, Oglethorpe Power Corporation acquired around 850 MW of combustion
turbine capacity in Georgia at just over $400/kW (the 360 MW Hartwell Energy
Facility, purchased from an investor group, and the 495 MW Heard County
Facility, purchased from Dynegy).






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 13
Responding Witness: Charles R. Schram/William Steven Seelye
Q-13. Please provide a levelized fixed charge rate for a new combustion turbine using
LG&E’s cost of capital and tax rates. Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses,

and documents supporting and/or underlying this response.

A-13. See attached.
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LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 14

Responding Witness: Charles R. Schram

Q-14. Please provide the estimated fixed O&M for a new combustion turbine in 2010
dollars. Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents supporting
and/or underlying this response.

A-14. In preparation for the Companies’ 2008 Integrated Resource Plan (“IRP”),
consultants Cummins and Barnard were commissioned to provide capital and
operating cost estimates for a range of generation technologies. Their estimate of
the fixed O&M cost for a new 155 MW combustion turbine was $12/kW-year in
$2007 terms — equivalent to around $13/kW-year in $2010 terms. A copy of the
2008 IRP is provided in response to Question No. 16.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 15
Responding Witness: Charles R. Schram
Q-15. Please provide LG&E’s required reserve margin for capacity planning. Provide
all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents supporting and/or underlying
this response.
A-15. The KU/LG&E planning reserve margin is outlined in the 2008 Integrated

Resource Plan (“IRP”). A copy of the 2008 IRP is provided in response to
Question No. 16.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 16

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar/Charles R. Schram

Q-16. Please provide a copy of LG&E’s most recent integrated resource plan.

A-16. The most recent LG&E and KU Integrated Resource Plan was filed in Case No.

2008-00148. The filing is included on the attached CD in the folder titled
Question No. 16.






Response to Question No. 17
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Bellar/Seelye
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 17

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar/ William Steven Seelye

Q-17. Referring to the direct testimony of LG&E witness Seelye at 21:15 —24:19:

a.

Explain in detail the rationale underlying LG&E’s decision to consolidate
Riders CSR1, CSR2, and CSR3.

Explain in detail the rationale for the 200 MW total requirements limit in the
Availability of Service section of Rider CSR.

Explain in detail whether (and if so, why) LG&E would object to counting
each called curtailment as a minimum 4-hour curtailment, even if canceled
before the end of the 4-hour period.

Explain in detail the rationale underlying the decision to split the 500 hours of
total available curtailment into 100 hours of physical curtailment and 400
hours of curtailment with a buy-through option (buy-through curtailment).
Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents supporting and/or
underlying this response.

Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents supporting and/or
underlying LG&E’s decision to price buy-though power using an automatic,
formula-based mechanism.

Identify all other utilities known to LG&E that have a formula-based pricing
mechanism for buy-through power.

Explain in detail why LG&E did not propose pricing buy-through power on
the basis of market prices.

Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents supporting and/or
underlying the heat rate reflected in the proposed buy-through formula.

Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents supporting and/or
underlying the proposed 10-minutes notice in Rider CSR.



A-17.

Response to Question No. 17
Page 2 of 3
Bellar/Seelye

Provide all documents relating to any customer comments and/or feedback
that LG&E received regarding the proposed 10-minutes notice prior to
LG&E’s deciding to include this notice provision in Rider CSR.

. Describe in detail conditions that will trigger LG&E’s decision to call a buy-

through curtailment.

Describe in detail conditions that will trigger LG&E’s decision to call a
physical curtailment.

The Company is proposing to consolidate CSR1, CSR2, and CSR3 in order to
offer a single curtailable service rider whose terms and conditions more
accurately match the operating characteristics of a new combustion turbine,
which is assumed to be avoided by curtailable service. The three riders with
widely varying parameters cannot individually meet that goal.

. The 200 MW limit has long term planning implications. Since customers

have the ability to exit the CSR, the Company must consider the extended
time horizon for planning and constructing generation resources. For
example, a higher CSR limit could pose a risk if customers decided to exit
curtailable service, since the Company would be required to provide
additional supply without sufficient planning and construction timelines.

. LG&E would object to counting each curtailment as a minimum 4-hour

curtailment, even if canceled before the end of the 4-hour period, because the
need to curtail does not always last for 4 hours. If 4 hours is counted for each
curtailment then value is being removed from other customers as explained in
the answer to KIUC 1-11.

. There was no detailed analysis. The new CSR is the result of internal

discussion to simplify the process for all existing participating industrials. The
100 hours of curtailment requests may be issued to ensure adequate reserve
supply for reliable operations during peak conditions, (to avoid the need to
buy power or build future generation). The 400 hours of curtailment requests
with buy through gives the customer the opportunity to buy through at current
gas prices and CT heat rates, the value of which is included in the monthly
FAC thus lowering the cost of energy to all customers. If the customer elects
not to buy through then excess supply above reserves is available to make off
system sales, (the profit of which is included in the revenue requirements of
LG&E/KU in rate making).

There are no work papers. The business reasons for this approach were ease
of implementation for the companies and to provide price transparency for the
customer.



Response to Question No. 17
Page 3 of 3
Bellar/Seelye
LG&E has not researched what other utilities offer for curtailable service.
. See response to (e.) above.
. While no studies were performed, the heat rate in the proposed buy through
formula corresponds to the heat rate of several of the Companies’ combustion

turbines.

There are no workpapers. The 10-minute notice corresponds to the start-up
capability for a quick start combustion turbine.

Please see the response to KPSC-2 Question No. 97.

. Curtailment requests under CSR are issued at LG&E’s sole discretion for
reliability and/or economic reasons.

See response to (k.) above.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 18

Responding Witness: Charles R. Schram
Q-18. If LG&E were able to interrupt a CSR customer’s load instantaneously, would
that customer’s curtailable load be more valuable to LG&E than load that is

curtailable only with a longer notice? Please explain the response in detail.

A-18. In today’s electric industry there is no quantifiable benefit for having less than a
10-minute curtailment notice.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 19

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye

Q-19. Referring to witness Seelye’s statement regarding why Rider CSR’s 10-minute
notice is consistent with the requirement for using capacity as spinning reserves
(direct at 24:1-4):

a.

b.

A-19. a.

Explain in detail what is meant by this testimony.

Define spinning reserves, describe and discuss how LG&E’s spinning
reserves requirement is determined, and describe whether and how LG&E
could use 10-minute (or less) curtailable load to meet its spinning reserve
requirement?

NERC Standards require an electric system that loses supply to recover in 15
minutes. For a resource to be of any value in the management of generation
resource loss recovery it must respond in the 15 minute period. It normally
takes the system operational personnel 3 to 5 minutes to evaluate and execute
a mitigation plan. Therefore a resource must be fully deployed in 10 minutes.

The NERC definition of Spinning Reserves is: “Unloaded generation that is
synchronized and ready to serve additional demand.” Spinning reserve is part
of contingency reserves. Contingency reserves are used to comply with
NERC Disturbance Control Standards. NERC does not define a specific
amount of spinning reserve required in contingency reserves. The required
amount of contingency reserves and the amount of spinning reserves are
defined in the CRSG documents provided under question KIUC 1-7.

To be clear, LG&E can only use 10 minute curtailable load if it is certain that
such load will be available to be curtailed during some future loss of supply.
Due to the lack of certainty of curtailable load being available at some future
time it cannot be used for contingency reserves. Although a 10-minute notice
of curtailment is important to the Company in the management of generation
resource loss recovery, curtailable power is not of equal value to a quick-start
combustion turbine in terms of meeting contingency reserve requirements.
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Bellar/Schram/Seelye

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 20

Responding Witnesses: Lonnie E. Bellar/Charles R. Schram/William Steven Seelye

Q-20. Referring to existing Riders CSR1, CSR2, and CSR3:

A-20.

a.

Does LG&E only provide buy-though power under Riders CSR1 and CSR2
though market purchases?

Explain in detail how LG&E makes market purchases for buy-through power
(including descriptions of products purchased), and whether such purchases
are only available in take-or-pay blocks.

If the answer to subpart (a) above is no, identify the other source(s) of energy
used to supply buy-though power and explain in detail how LG&E prices such
energy and conveys these prices to customers.

If LG&E supplies energy to meet buy-through loads from system generating
resources, explain in detail why energy from system resources should be
priced on a take-or-pay basis.

Explain in detail how LG&E notifies a customer about a buy-through
curtailment and the price of energy for buy-through.

Is the buy-through price quoted to a customer at the time of a curtailment
notice the final price that the customer is charged for any buy-through power
purchased? If the answer is anything but an unequivocal yes, please explain
how the final purchase price is determined and when that price is conveyed to
the curtailment customer.

Provide all workpapers, studies, analyses, and documents supporting and/or
underlying the $16 per kW Non-Compliance Charge.

Yes for CSR1. There are no customers under CSR2.

Buy throughs are provided by buying the exact amount required for the
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Bellar/Schram/Seelye

customer for the expected period of curtailment. This is accomplished in a
fixed odd lot purchase. While the purchases that the Company makes to
supply buy-through power are technically not take or pay, once the customer
elects to buy through, the Company commits to a purchase on behalf of the
customer and the customer has to take or pay for the power purchased. This
ensures that other customers do not have to bear the cost of purchase power
not taken by the curtailed customer.

. Not applicable.

. LG&E does not supply energy to meet buy through loads from system
generating resources.

System operation personnel survey the market for the best price for an
expected odd lot volume of energy and also checks for transmission
availability. Next system operation personnel contact the customer by phone
at least 20 minutes in advance of the curtailment to inform the customer of the
start time of the curtailment and to inquire if the customer wishes to buy
through if power and transmission is available. Next the customer needs to
immediately inform system operation personnel if they wish to buy through.
Any delay in a decision by the customer could result in the power and
transmission not being available minutes later.

No. The process is described in answer “e” above. On a few occasions, it
should be noted that after the customer agrees to a buy through and then
system operation personnel execute the purchase of an odd lot of power with a
supplier the price may have lowered. In such cases the lower price is used to
bill the customer for the buy through. If the price at the time of execution of a
purchase from a supplier is higher, the higher price is communicated back to
the customer and the customer must state agreement promptly if they wish for
the system operation personnel to execute the purchase.

. The $16 per kW Non-Compliance Charge was introduced in the proposed
CSR rates filed in Case No. 2003-00433 and reflected approximately 4
months of the $4.05/kW primary voltage credit proposed in that proceeding.
See page 75 of Mr. Seelye's direct testimony in Case No. 2003-00433.
Although the Company is not proposing to increase the Non-Compliance
Charge in this proceeding, 4 months of the $5.20/kW primary voltage credit
would result in a Non-Compliance Charge of approximately $21.






Q-21.

A-21.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 21

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar/William Steven Seelye

Please provide all schedules and underlying computations and workpapers
supporting the Company’s requested electric rate increase in electronic
spreadsheet format with all formulas intact. This request includes, but is not
limited to, the revenue requirement components and adjustments and the cost of
service model.

The requested information is being provided on the attached CD in the folder
titled, Question No. 21.

Also see responses to the following: LG&E PSC-2 Question No. 125, AG-1
Question No. 217, AG-1 Question No. 218, AG-1 Question No. 229, AG-1
Question No. 230, AG-1 Question No. 250, AG-1 Question No. 258, AG-1
Question No. 271, and AG-1 Question No. 274.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 22

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye

Q-22. To the extent not provided in response to the Data Request No. 1 above, please
provide an electronic copy (on diskette or CD) of each of Mr. Seelye’s exhibits.
Please include all work papers and supporting documentation used and relied
upon by Mr. Seelye in the preparation of these exhibits. Provide all electronic
spreadsheets with cell formulas intact. If there is an objection to providing a
spreadsheet with cell formulas intact, please provide a copy of the spreadsheet
with formulas replaced with values.

A-22. See response to Question No. 21.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 23

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-23. If not provided in response to a previous request, please provide(in electronic
form, with formulas intact) all work papers, analyses, etc. supporting the
development of the zero-intercept calculations as used by Mr. Seelye in the BIP

cost of service study. Also include all statistical analyses performed.

A-23. See response to Question No. 21.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 24

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye

Q-24. Did the Company prepare any other class cost of service studies (whether or not
ultimately used by the Company for any purpose), beyond the BIP study
presented in its filing? If so, please identify the type of study prepared, list the
differences between such study and the BIP study filed in this case and provide a
copy of the study, including all supporting workpapers.

A-24. No.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 25

Responding Witness: Counsel

Q-25. Did the Company consider, but not prepare, any other class cost of service study
beyond the BIP study filed in this case? If so, please identify the type of study
and list the differences between such study and the BIP study filed in this case.

A-25. All decisions regarding which adjustments to include in the application in this
proceeding were made in consultation with legal counsel. Any response to this
question necessarily requires the Company to reveal the contents of
communications with counsel and the mental impressions of counsel, which
information is protected from disclosure by the attorney-client privilege and the
work product doctrine.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 26

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-26. Please provide for each cost of service rate class, the rate class monthly CP kW
demand data for each month of the test year (i.e., each rate class or special
contract that is separately included and analyzed in the Company’s cost of service

model, whether presented as a separate class or not in the Company’s filing.

A-26. See response to Question No. 21.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 27

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye

Q-27. Please provide a description of the methodology used by the Company to reflect
interruptible load in the development of each of the “demand allocators” used in
the cost of service study. Also provide all workpapers supporting the
calculations, adjustments, etc. that were made to reflect interruptible load. Please
identify, by retail rate schedule (as used in the cost of service study) the amount of
interruptible or curtailable load. For each such rate schedule, provide the NCP,
NCPP, SICD, SCP, WCP and BDEM associated with interruptible or curtailable
load.

A-27. The interruptible customers’ actual demands were reflected in each demand
allocator. See response to Question No. 21.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 28
Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-28. Please provide schedules showing the loss factors by voltage level for each rate

class used to adjust energy and demands from metered levels.

A-28. See response to Question No. 21.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 29

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-29. Please provide any analyses or workpapers which attempt to quantify the impact
of a more normal summer peak (compared to the actual winter peak) on the rates

of return in the class cost of service study.

A-29. Actual demands were utilized and no studies were performed to normalize
summer or winter peak demands.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 30
Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-30. Please provide, in electronic format, hourly system loads (combined LG&E-KU)

for the most recent 5 years available.

A-30. The requested information is included on the attached CD in folder titled,
Question No. 30.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 31

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye

Q-31. Please provide the class contributions to the monthly system peaks for each month
of the most recent 5 year period available.

A-31. The Company is providing the requested information for the twelve-month
periods ending April 2008 and October 2009, which can be found on the attached
CD in folder titled, Question No. 31. The requested information for periods other
than those included in the response does not exist, since the information is only
prepared in connection with a base rate case filing. Providing the information for
periods other than the two latest test years would require a significant amount of
original work.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 32

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-32. For each of the rate schedules ITODS, CTODS, ITODP, CTODP, and RTS,
please provide the billings under present and proposed rates for each individual

customer for the test year, with identifying information removed,

A-32. The Company has not prepared an analysis to calculate billings under present and
proposed rates for each individual customer under the referenced rate schedules.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 33

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-33. If for any reason the Company does not provide the information requested in the
previous request, please provide the highest and lowest increase individual
customer increases, and a histogram showing the number of customers receiving
increases at varying levels between the highest and lowest, for each of the rate

schedules ITODS, CTODS, ITODP, CTODP, and RTS.

A-33. The Company has not prepared the requested analysis.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 34

Responding Witness: William Steven Seelye
Q-34. If not previously provided, please provide all workpapers supporting the
development of the billing demands under proposed rates for rate schedules

ITODS, CTODS, ITODP, CTODP, and RTS.

A-34. See response to Question No. 21.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 35
Responding Witness: William E. Avera
Q-35. Please provide all work papers and supporting documentation used by Dr. Avera
in the preparation of his Direct Testimony and exhibits. Please provide all
spreadsheets with cell formulas intact. Please provide all data that support his

quantitative analyses.

A-35. Please refer to the response to AG-1 Question No. 190.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 36
Responding Witness: William E. Avera
Q-36. Please provide copies of all articles and reports referenced and cited by Dr. Avera

in his Direct Testimony.

A-36. Please refer to the response to AG-1 Question No. 190.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1,2010
Question No. 37
Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough
Q-37. Please provide copies of all bond rating and corporate credit rating reports

(Moody’s, Standard & Poor’s, Fitch) for LGE for the years 2007 through 2010.

A-37. Please refer to the response to AG-1 Question No. 184.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 38
Responding Witness: William E. Avera
Q-38. Please provide copies of all regulatory commission orders (FERC and state) cited

and referred to by Dr. Avera in his Direct Testimony.

A-38. See response to KPSC-2 Question No. 62 and Question No. 63. All other
regulatory commission orders are publicly available from the respective agencies.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 39
Responding Witness: S. Bradford Rives
Q-39. Please provide all supporting documentation, analyses, and spreadsheets that

support LGE’s requested capital structure in this proceeding.

A-39. See the response to Question No. 21.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 40

Responding Witness: Chris Hermann

Q-40. Refer to page 15 lines 15-21 of Mr. Hermann’s Direct Testimony.

A-40. a.

Please provide a copy of the Company’s Vegetation Management Plan.

Please provide a copy of all analyses performed by or on behalf of the
Company and/or in the Company’s possession that compares cycle-based
vegetation management to the multi-cycle strategy and the related flexibility
of such a strategy.

The Company’s most recent Vegetation Management Plan is attached.

The Companies’ multi-cycle strategy incorporates schedules and priorities
for tree trimming that are based on vegetation growth, cycle-last trim date,
reliability data, and visual inspections. The plan includes the application of
mid-cycle trimming to focus on specific fast growing and hazard trees on
multi-phase lines where more customers are impacted by outages. The
Companies’ plan is to maintain a proactive trim cycle while balancing the
reactive needs of worst performing circuits. The Companies’ goal is to
maintain an average trim cycle of five years or less. All tree-trimming is
governed by approved principles of modern arboriculture and adheres to
International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) standards. Other standards
utilized in the program include ANSI A300, NESC, and OSHA 1910.269 as
well as compliance with tree ordinances and local codes. Analysis performed
by or on behalf of the Company comparing cycle-based vegetation
management (trimming all circuits on a specified annual cycle) to a multi-
cycle strategy (a combined strategy of cycle-based with a mid-cycle sweep
on major feeder circuits to address fast growing trees) is not available. The
current multi-cycle strategy approach has evolved over time from experience
and sharing of industry practices through various professional contacts
including the International Society of Arboriculture and the Utility Arborist
Association.
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Mr. Jim Welch E.ON U.S. LLC
Director of Engineering State Regulation and Rates

Kentucky Public Service Commission 220 West Main Street
PO Box 32010

211 Sower Boulevard Louisviile, Kentucky 40232
Frankfort, Kentucky 40602-0615 WWw.eon-us.com

Rick E. Lovekamp

Manager - Regulatory Affairs
T 502-627-3780

F 502-627-3213
rick.iovekamp@eon-us.com

December 19, 2007

RE: An_ Investigation _of the Reliability Measures of Kentucky's
Jurisdictional Electric Distribution Utilities and Certain Reliabili
Maintenance Practices- Administrative Case 2006-00494

Dear Mr. Welch:

Enclosed please find Louisville Gas and Electric Company (“LG&E”) and
Kentucky Utilities Company’s (“KU”) Vegetation Management Plan pursuant
to the Commission’s Order dated October 26, 2007 in the above mentioned
matter.

Should you have any questions concerning the enclosed, please do not hesitate
to contact me.

Sincerely,

. v'(v
R "’)\.

~ . ey 4w

Rick E. Lovekamp


http://www.eon-us.com
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Louisville Gas and Electric Company
and
Kentucky Utilities Company

Distribution Vegetation Management Plan
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Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company
Distribution Vegetation Management Plan

introduction

The Distribution Vegetation Management Program encompasses right of way
maintenance for Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company
(referred to as the “Companies™). The program is centralized and managed by a Forestry
Manager and nine company Utility Arborists. All are certified arborists by the
International Society of Arboriculture. The Companies employ five professional tree
contractor companies (Asplundh, Nelson, Phillips, Townsend and Wright). Ultility line
clearing is undertaken to maintain safety, reliability of service, and access to the utility’s
facilities for maintenance and repair.

Safety

The Companies primary focus and core value is to ensure the health and safety of our
employees, business partners, and the public. The policies, procedures, and goals
contained in the Companies’ No Compromise Plan support our current operating and
safety commitments. Contractors shall regard safety as their first priority. Contractors and
their employees will recognize and follow all laws, rules and regulations regarding public
and worker safety. Any incident must be reported to the appropriate safety consultant
immediately. Tree Trimming Contractors are held accountable for safety per OSHA and
Company standards. Every new contract employee must complete a safety training
program in the first 30 days. Safety performance is also included in the contractor
evaluation.

Right of Way Maintenance Strategy

The Companies employ an Integrated Vegetation Management Program (IVM) that is the
process of using chemical, manual, or mechanical techniques to control undesirable
vegetation and includes natural or directional pruning, environmentally safe herbicides,
and tree removals. The program includes flexibility to operate and maintain variable
easement widths, differences between rural and urban service areas, applicable codes or
ordinances, and the need to maintain some level of flexibility in addressing landowner
requests or concerns. Schedules and priorities for tree trimming are based on vegetation
growth, cycle-last trim date, reliability data, and visual inspections. Reliability centered
maintenance concepts are also employed in establishing tree trimming priorities.

The plan includes the application of a flexible multi-cycle strategy to address growth and
tree density which will vary across the service area. The Companies’ plan is to maintain a
proactive trim cycle while balancing the reactive needs of worst performing circuits. The
Companies’ goal is to maintain an average trim cycle of five years or less.

Page 4 of 6
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Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company
Distribution Vegetation Management Plan

All tree trimming shall be governed by approved principles of modemn arboriculture and
shall adhere to International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) standards. Other standards
utilized in the program include ANSI A300, NESC, and OSHA 1910.269 as well as
compliance with tree ordinances and local codes.

Reliability Criteria and Reports

The reliability criteria used to develop the vegetation management plan are system
SAIDI, SAIFI, and CAIDI. System performance targets are established annually.
Reports used to develop the plan include the Worst Performing Circuit Report and Circuit
SAIDI, SAIFI, and CAIDI Reports.

The Annual Reliability Report will include the Worst Performing Circuits and how well
the Companies implemented its vegetation plan as well as changes to the plan in the
coming year.

Work Plan

Work plans are prepared annually by circuit based on vegetation growth, cycle-last trim
date, reliability data, and visual inspections by arborists who develop work plans to target
trees that need to be trimmed or removed as well as the flexibility to prescribe a different
trim cycle by circuit that addresses growth and tree density for that circuit. A mid-cycle
“touch up” is used as needed based on field inspections for multi-phase lines. The
vegetation plan strategy will balance the routine trimming plan to maintain an average
trim cycle with the reliability centered maintenance plan to address the worst performing
circuits. The top 10 worst performing circuits are identified by each reliability index.
These circuits are evaluated to determine root cause of the outages. If the root cause is
tree related, the arborist will visually inspect the circuit to determine the appropriate plan
of action.

The Work Plan includes the following sections:

Routine Trimming Cycle Plan
The routine trimming cycle plan is a proactive plan to trim circuits based on the

date last trimmed.

Mid-Cycle Touch Up Plan
The mid-cycle touch up plan focuses on specific fast growing and hazard trees on
multi-phase lines.

Herbicide Treatment Plan
The herbicide plan is a proactive plan to control brush and immature trees.

Worst Performing Circuits Plan
The worst performing circuit plan is a reactive plan that has identified trees as the

1vot cause of poor performance and is recommended by the arborist after
inspection to be included in the tree work plan.

Page Sof 6
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Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company
Distribution Vegetation Management Plan

Evaluation of Plan Effectiveness

The effectiveness of the plan is evaluated by the cycle, system performance as measured
by system SAIDI, SAIFI and CAIDI, and customer feedback as measured by satisfaction
surveys. Reports used to monitor the plan effectiveness include the Circuit Reliability
Report, System SAIDI, SAIF], and CAIDI Reports, and Customer Satisfaction Surveys.

Customer Communication

Each customer on the circuit receives a mailing notification letter, one to two weeks prior
to beginning the circuit work. The crew “knocks on the door” before the work begins.
Customer complaints are investigated. Customer satisfaction is included in the contractor
evaluation. Customer education about tree trimming and planting trees is provided in
consumer mail inserts, participation in community events, and media announcements.

Contractor Performance Management

The vegetation management strategy includes target pricing and firm bid work. Target
pricing promotes efficiency in contractor resource management. The target price strategy
deploys prescriptive tree management techniques. All trees and brush are planned,
counted, and marked on a circuit map, span by span. Contractor work is prescribed and a
target price is established for the work. Every circuit is inspected after the tree work is
complete. Approximately 8 to 10 percent of the tree work is bid on a firm basis to
validate target pricing and encourage contractor competition.

Contractor’s performance is evaluated based on safety, productivity, quality, and
customer satisfaction on a quarterly and annual basis. Contractors are held accountable
for safety per OSHA and Company standards.

Page 6 of 6
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Q-41.

A-41.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 41

Responding Witness: Valerie L. Scott

Refer to page 7 lines 7-16 of Ms. Scott’s Direct Testimony.

a.

Please describe how the Company accounts for storm damage costs in the first
instance. For example, does it charge the entirety of the costs to expense
accounts or does it charge some to expense and some to plant?

For the September 2008 windstorm, please provide the amount that was
charged to expense by month prior to the test year; the amount, if any, charged
to expense by month in the test year; the amount charged to plant by month
prior to the test year; and the amount charged to plant by month in the test
year.

Does the regulatory asset reflect only the expense component of the storm
costs or does it also include some plant costs?

The Company charges storm costs to either expense or capital accounts
depending on the nature of the charge as it is incurred.

See attachment.
The 2008 wind storm regulatory asset reflects the expense component of the

storm excluding normal costs. Capital costs are excluded from the regulatory
asset.



100§
[Jo 193ed

(@)1p "oN uonsanQ I- DA ADT % asuodsay] 03 JUIWYIENY

780°ST
058°L
$)50D)
[eI0L
LT9 I I L 1€2°1 (€19)
69 IS 87 (©) 9vC vLE
el 600-AVIN  600T-94HA 6007-NVI 8007-DAd  800T-AON
JB3X JS3] Sulin( pap10d23y s)s0)
SSHvT 0p1°e S1€°1T
951°L 11¥°1 SPL'S
[e10L 8007-1D0  8007-ddS

13X 1S9, 03 J0LIJ PIPI0dNY §IS0)

§)S0)) ULIO}SPUIA 8007 Joquydag
Aueduro)) 211399]F pue seD) JHASINOT]

asuadxy 03 padiey) unowy
Jende) 03 padieyD junouwry

(spuesnoy ui §)

asuadxs 01 paSrey) junowy
jende) 01 padiey) yunowy

(spuesnoys ut §)

asuadxy 031 padiey) wunowy
[ende) o3 padaey) Junowy

(spuesnoy ul §)






Response to Question No. 42
Page 1 of 2
Scott
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 42

Responding Witness: Valerie L. Scott

Q-42. Refer to page 5 lines 1-7 of Ms. Charnas’ Direct Testimony.

a.

Please identify, describe and quantify all one-time implementation costs for
the CCS that were expensed during the test year. Provide this information by
FERC expense account to the extent it is available at this level of detail.

Does the Company agree that such one-time implementation costs are not
recurring?

Please identify, describe and quantify all annual savings that will result from
the implementation of the CCS. Provide all assumptions, data, computations
and electronic spreadsheets with formulas intact.

Please identify and quantify the savings that were achieved from the
implementation of the CCS during the test year. Provide all assumptions,
data, computations and electronic spreadsheets with formulas intact.

Please describe the retirement of the previous application, the date it was
retired, the plant account from which it was retired, the gross plant amount
that was retired, and the net plant amount that was retired.
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Scott

A-42. a. One-time implementation costs for CCS that were expensed during the test
year were as follows:

Type of Cost Account Amount
Outside Services 910001 $ 1,357,229
Meals 426501 6,506
Meals 910001 27,908
Employee Moving Expense 426501 3,662
Tuition Reimbursement 926001 3,207
Travel 910001 50,140
Miscellaneous Expenses 910001 4,994
Total $ 1,453,646

b. While the one-time implementation cost is non-recurring, on-going costs will
exceed the costs incurred during the test period. See the responses to
Question No. 42 (c¢) and (d) below.

c. A net reduction in expenses was not expected in the organization. Cost
savings associated with the retirement of the mainframe computing platform
are offset by the payment of license fees for the new software and support.
Please see attached on CD in the folder titled Question No. 42.

d. A net reduction in expenses was not expected or realized during the test year
in the Information Technology departments. Please see attached on CD in the
folder titled Question No. 42.

e. LG&E retires a software asset once it becomes fully depreciated in
accordance with FERC guidelines on vintage year accounting. The original
legacy system was retired from the plant records in 1999 and 2000 from plant
account 303 — Intangible Plant with a gross plant amount of $14,749,650 and
$5,497,388 respectively. The net plant amounts for these assets were $0 as
they were fully depreciated. Retirements of minor enhancements subsequent
to the in-service date occurred as the enhancements became fully depreciated.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 43

Responding Witnesses: Shannon L. Charnas/Robert M. Conroy

Q-43. Refer to page 6 lines 4-13 of Ms. Charnas Direct Testimony. Were the revenues
and reductions in expenses due to the settlement payments received from USGC
reflected in the ECR? If not, why not?

A-43. The reduction in expenses due to the settlement payments received from USGC
were not reflected in LG&E’s monthly ECR filing because the assets (FGDs -
Flue Gas Desulfurization Systems) that are the source of the gypsum are not
included in the ECR. Since the FGDs are base rate items, any revenue or expense
reductions resulting from either the sale of gypsum or from related settlement
payments also belong in base rates.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 44

Responding Witness: Ronald L. Miller

Q-44. Refer to page 2 line 11 through page 3 line 4 of Mr. Miller’s Direct Testimony.

A-44.

a.

When will the Company recognize the coal tax credit for 2009 on its
accounting books?

Please provide the amount of the coal tax credit for 2009 that will be
recognized on the Company’s accounting books in 2010, if any, separated into
the portion used as a credit against the Kentucky state income tax and the
portion used as a credit against property taxes.

Please confirm that there are two adjustments to remove the coal tax credit
from the test year, the first for $976,551 shown on Exhibit 1 Schedule 1.38
and the second for $1,037,813 shown on Exhibit 1 Schedule 1.43.

Please confirm that the Company agrees that the coal tax credit to the
Kentucky state income tax must be grossed-up to quantify the revenue
requirement effect of either including or excluding this adjustment.

The Company will recognize the coal tax credit for 2009 on its accounting
books in 2010.

The Company has applied for $3,534,596 of coal tax credit for 2009 and, if
approved, is expecting to use the entire amount as a credit against property
taxes.

Yes, the Company does have two adjustments to remove the coal tax credit
from the test year. The first for $976,551 removes the coal tax credit applied
to property tax expense. The second for $1,037,813 removes the coal tax
credit applied to income tax expense.

To the extent that the coal tax credit is being used to reduce property taxes, the
Company does not believe the coal tax credit must be grossed-up to quantify
the revenue requirement effect of either including or excluding this
adjustment.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1,2010
Question No. 45

Responding Witness: Ronald L. Miller

Q-45. Refer to page 3 lines 5-17 of Mr. Miller’s Direct Testimony.

A-45.

a.

Please provide a copy of all studies, analyses, and/or all other documentation
that addresses the availability of the $2 per ton credit for eligible Kentucky
coal purchases for new clean coal facilities.

Please provide a copy of all applications and/or other correspondence with
any state agency addressing the availability and/or amount of the $2 per ton
credit for eligible Kentucky coal purchases for new clean coal facilities.

Please indicate whether the Company is aware of any reason why it would not
obtain the $2 per ton credit for eligible Kentucky coal purchases for new clean
coal facilities.

There are presently no internal studies, analyses, or other documentation by
the Company addressing the availability of the credit. Attached is a copy of
the Kentucky Revised Statute — KRS § 141.428 Kentucky Clean Coal
Incentive Act.

The Company has not filed an application for the Kentucky Clean Coal
Incentive tax credit. The Company has made informal inquiries with state
representatives regarding the certification process. Based on these inquiries,
we believe there have been no other applicants for this credit, and
consequently, no certification process is in place. We were invited to formally
contact the state to determine eligibility and plan to do so prior to Trimble
County 2 going in service in mid 2010.

As discussed in (b.) above, there is currently no established qualification
criteria or procedures for certification. Due to this uncertainty, the Company
is unsure at this time whether it will be eligible for the credit.
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KRS § 141.428

141.428 Kentucky Clean Coal Incentive Act; definitions; tax credit; administrative
regulations

(1) As used in this section:

(a) “Clean coal facility” means an electric generation facility beginning commercial
operation on or after January 1, 2005, at a cost greater than one hundred fifty million
dollars ($150,000,000) that is located in the Commonwealth of Kentucky and is certified
by the Environmental and Public Protection Cabinet as reducing emissions of pollutants

released during generation of electricity through the use of clean coal equipment and
technologies;

(b) “Clean coal equipment” means equipment purchased and installed for commercial use
in a clean coal facility to aid in reducing the level of pollutants released during the
generation of electricity from eligible coal;

(c) “Clean coal technologies” means technologies incorporated for use within a clean coal
facility to lower emissions of pollutants released during the generation of electricity from
eligible coal;

(d) “Eligible coal” means coal that is subject to the tax imposed under KRS 143.020;

(e) “Ton” means a unit of weight equivalent to two thousand (2,000) pounds; and

(f) “Taxpayer” means taxpayer as defined in KRS 131.010(4).

(2) Effective for tax years ending on or after December 31, 2006, a nonrefundable,
nontransferable credit shall be allowed for:

(a) Any electric power company subject to tax under KRS 136.120 and certified as a clean
coal facility or any taxpayer that owns or operates a clean coal facility and purchases
eligible coal that is used by the taxpayer in a certified clean coal facility; or

(b) A parent company of an entity identified in paragraph (a) of this subsection if the
subsidiary is wholly owned.

(3) (a) The credit may be taken against the taxes imposed by:
1. KRS 136.070;
2. KRS 136.120; or

3. KRS 141.020 or 141.040, and 141.0401.
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(b) The credit shall not be carried forward and must be used on the tax return filed for the
period during which the eligible coal was purchased. The Environmental and Public
Protection Cabinet must approve and certify use of the clean coal equipment and
technologies within a clean coal facility before any taxpayer may claim the credit.

(c) The credit allowed under paragraph (a) of this subsection shall be applied both to the
income tax imposed under KRS 141.020 or 141.040 and to the limited liability entity tax
imposed under KRS 141.0401, with the ordering of credits as provided in KRS 141.0205.

(4) The amount of the allowable credit shall be two dollars ($2) per ton of eligible coal
purchased that is used to generate electric power at a certified clean coal facility, except
that no credit shall be allowed if the eligibie coal has been used to generate a credit under
KRS 141.0405 for the taxpayer, a parent, or a subsidiary.

(5) Each taxpayer eligible for the credit provided under subsection (2) of this section shall
file a clean coal incentive credit claim on forms prescribed by the Department of
Revenue. At the time of filing for the credit, the taxpayer shall submit an electronic report
verifying the tons of coal subject to the tax imposed by KRS 143.020 purchased for each
year in which the credit is claimed. The Department of Revenue shall determine the
amount of the approved credit and issue a credit certificate to the taxpayer.

(6) Corporations and pass-through entities subject to the tax imposed under KRS 141.040
or 141.0401 shall be eligible to apply, subject to the conditions imposed under this
section, the approved credit against its liability for the taxes, in consecutive order as
follows:

(a) The credit shall first be applied against both the tax imposed by KRS 141.0401 and the
tax imposed by KRS 141.020 or 141.040, with the ordering of credits as provided in KRS
141.0205;

(b) The credit shall then be applied to the tax imposed by KRS 136.120.

The credit shall meet the entirety of the taxpayer's liability under the first tax listed in
consecutive order before applying any remaining credit to the next tax listed. The
taxpayer's total liability under each preceding tax must be fully met before the remaining
credit can be applied to the subsequent tax listed in consecutive order.

(7) If the taxpayer is a pass-through entity not subject to tax under KRS 141.040, the
amount of approved credit shall be applied against the tax imposed by KRS 141.0401 at
the entity level, and shall also be distributed to each partner, member, or shareholder
based on the partner's, member's, or shareholder's distributive share of the income of the
pass-through entity. The credit shall be claimed in the same manner as specified in
subsection (6) of this section. Each pass-through entity shall notify the Department of
Revenue electronically of all partners, members, or shareholders who may claim any
amount of the approved credit. Failure to provide information to the Department of
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Revenue in a manner prescribed by regulation may constitute the forfeiture of available
credits to all partners, members, or shareholders associated with the pass-through entity.

(8) The taxpayer shall maintain all records associated with the credit for a period of five (5)
years. Acceptable verification of eligible coal purchased shall include invoices that
indicate the tons of eligible coal purchased from a Kentucky supplier of coal and proof of
remittance for that purchase.

(9) The Department of Revenue shall develop the forms required under this section,
specifying the procedure for claiming the credit, and applying the credit against the
taxpayer's liability in the order provided under subsections (6) and (7) of this section.

(10) The Governor's Office of Energy Policy, Environmental and Public Protection
Cabinet, and the Department of Revenue shall promulgate administrative regulations
necessary to administer this section.

(11) This section shall be known as the Kentucky Clean Coal Incentive Act.

HISTORY:: 2007 2nd ex s, ¢ 1, § 28, eff. 8-30-07; 2006 1stex s, c 2, § 35, eff. 6-28-06;
2005 ¢ 168, § 142, eff. 3-18-05

Legislative Research Commission Note (6-28-06): 2006 (1st Extra. Sess.) Ky. Acts ch.
2, sec. 73, provides that “unless a provision of this Act specifically applies to an earlier
tax year, the provisions of this Act shall apply to taxable years beginning on or after
January 1, 2007.”

Legislative Research Commission Note (3-18-05): 2005 Ky. Acts ch. 168, sec. 165,
provides that this section shall apply to tax years beginning on or after January 1, 2005.

Legislative Research Commission Note (3-18-05): 2005 Ky. Acts chs. 11, 85, 95, 97,
98, 99, 123, and 181 instruct the Reviser of Statutes to correct statutory references to
agencies and officers whose names have been changed in 2005 legislation confirming the
reorganization of the executive branch. Such a correction has been made in this section.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 46

Responding Witness: Ronald L. Miller

Q-46. Refer to page 6 line 13 through page 7 line 2 of Mr. Miller’s Direct Testimony.

a.

A-46. a.

Please describe how the Company books the Advanced Coal Investment Tax
Credit. For example, is it based on the tax basis of construction expenditures
through the end of each month?

Please indicate if there is a lag in the cash realized from the Advanced Coal
Investment Tax Credit compared to the accrual on the Company’s accounting
books. Please explain.

The Advanced Coal Investment Tax Credit (ACITC) is recorded quarterly
based on eligible progress construction expenditures through the end of that
quarter. Total expenditures incurred are multiplied by the fifteen percent
ACITC rate. Amounts estimated for financial statement purposes are adjusted
to the actual amounts included on the completed tax return.

No, there is no significant lag in the cash realized from the Advanced Coal
Investment Tax Credit (ACITC) as these benefits are incorporated into
quarterly estimated payments due from the Company. Quarterly estimated
payments/settlements are made in April, June, September, and December.






Q-47.

A-47.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1,2010

Question No. 47

Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough

Please provide a five year monthly history (2005-2009) of the average daily
balances of short term debt by type of short term debt security and/or source
(bank loans, commercial paper, money pool, receivables financing, etc.), the
average interest rate for each month by type of short term debt and/or source, and
the basis for the interest rate for each month by type of short term debt and/or
source.

Attached is a five year monthly history (2005-2009) of the average daily balances
of short term debt. During this period Louisville Gas and Electric Company’s
short-term debt has been sourced through a Money Pool agreement. The daily
outstanding balance of all short term loans accrues interest at the rate for high-
grade unsecured 30-day commercial paper of major corporations sold through
dealers as quoted in The Wall Street Journal (the “Average Composite) on the
last business day of the prior calendar month.



Month/Year
January-05
February-05
March-05
April-05
May-05
June-05
July-05
August-05
September-05
October-05
November-05
December-05
January-06
February-06
March-06
April-06
May-06
June-06
July-06
August-06
September-06
October-06
November-06
December-06
January-07
February-07
March-07
April-07
May-07
June-07
July-07
August-07
September-07
October-07
November-07
December-07
January-08
February-08
March-08
April-08
May-08
June-08
July-08

$82,890,312.50
$73,938,103.45
$36,421,250.00
$13,063,225.81
($20,831,423.88)
$7,725,967.74
$14,120,625.00
$40,592,031.25
$40,668,387.10
$51,104,531.25
$113,880,000.00
$138,556,406.25
$117,075,000.00
$87,038,103.45
$34,955,468.75
$19,669,032.26
$3,392,656.25
($7,751,290.32)
($6,455,875.00)
($6,227,906.25)
($1,438,838.71)
$17,384,972.99
$74,173,290.32
$60,547,696.97
$54,965,454.55
$60,032,482.76
$17,797,593.75
$7,963,903.23
$20,492,218.75
$42,097,000.00
$79,112,750.00
$82,031,156.25
$76,146,580.65
$91,862,437.50
$100,511,774.19
$71,306,306.25
$62,527,887.50
$42,261,909.68
$38,754,262.50
$138,886,262.50
$160,865,606.25
$172,720,941.94
$266,829,512.50

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 47

Average Daily Balance Average Interest Rate

2.340%
2.500%
2.650%
2.780%
2.980%
3.060%
3.270%
3.430%
3.640%
3.790%
4.030%
4.210%
4.300%
4.510%
4.530%
4.780%
4.960%
5.010%
5.290%
5.360%
5.270%
5.260%
5.270%
5.250%
5.270%
5.260%
5.260%
5.260%
5.260%
5.260%
5.280%
5.240%
5.620%
5.050%
4.720%
4.750%
4.980%
3.080%
3.080%
2.630%
2.840%
2.430%
2.450%
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August-08
September-08
October-08
November-08
December-08
January-09
February-09
March-09
April-09
May-09
June-09
July-09
August-09
September-09
October-09
November-09
December-09

$308,515,950.00
$320,625,264.52
$330,075,012.50
$324,371,458.06
$220,673,387.50
$203,853,681.25
$158,085,779.31
$115,697,806.25
$122,559,077.42
$115,686,212.50
$103,614,754.84
$147,595,931.25
$155,036,462.50
$143,386,270.97
$143,327,993.75
$144,216,980.65
$157,782,806.25

Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 47

2.440%
2.450%
4.950%
2.950%
1.490%
0.5400%
0.7900%
0.7500%
0.5500%
0.4000%
0.3000%
0.3500%
0.3000%
0.2500%
0.2200%
0.2200%
0.2000%
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LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 48

Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough

Q-48. Please indicate if the Company has included banking fees and/or commitment
fees and/or other credit fees or costs in its test year operating expenses and
revenue requirement. If so, then please identify where these amounts were
included, describe the amounts included and quantify the amounts included.

A-48. Included in the test year operating expenses within the account 921003 - Office
Supplies and Expenses are bank fees in the amount of $250,714, trustee fees in
the amount of $71,821, commitment fees in the amount of $87,500 and other
credit fees of $17,929. The total of these fees is $427,964.






Q-49.

A-49,

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 49

Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough

Please describe how the Company uses short term debt, i.e., to finance
construction prior to refinancing with permanent capital, short term working
capital, etc.

LG&E funds capital projects with short-term debt, typically in the form of money
pool loans, until the Company believes the money pool balance will be
permanently in the range of $50 - $100 million or above. At that time, the
Company issues long-term debt to reduce the amount of outstanding short-term
debt. The Company also uses short-term debt to fund various working capital
needs. The Company believes it is critical to maintain sufficient liquidity
availability in its financing arrangements.

Since April 2008 the Company has maintained larger short-term debt balances in
conjunction with the repurchase of the auction rate tax-exempt bonds. The
strategy adopted by the Company since the buy backs has been to maintain short-
term debt balances as described above plus the balances due resulting from the
buy backs. LG&E continues to hold $163.2 million of tax-exempt bonds that were
repurchased in 2008.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 50

Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough

Q-50. Please provide a copy of the Company’s or E.ON U.S.’s or any other affiliate’s
most recent shelf registration with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
to the extent that the funds from such financing were or may be used to benefit the
Company.

A-50. Neither LG&E, nor E.ON U.S,, nor any other U.S. affiliate has an active shelf
registration with the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission.






Q-51.

A-51.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 51

Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough

Refer to page 4 lines 1-13 of Mr. Arbough’s Direct Testimony. Please provide
the Company’s computation as of October 31, 2009 of its capital structure in

accordance with the S&P’s guidelines.

Provide support for each component of

the imputed debt equivalents, including the Company’s computation of the net
present value of these obligations and the discount factor, if any, that was applied
to the net present value, e.g., 30% or 50% commonly used by the rating agencies
to quantify the debt equivalent, and all other assumptions, data and computations
that were reflected in the Company’s computation.

The requested computation as of October 31, 2009 is displayed below:

Current portion of long-term debt
Long-term debt

Notes payable to affiliated companies
Imputed debt per S & P:
Operating leases »
Postretirement benefit obligations
Other

Total imputed debt

Total debt — including imputed
Equity

Total capitalization

Equity/ Capital %

The Company does not compute the

(8 000°s)
$120,000

776,104
150,667

25,200
148,200
58,800

------------

- e 2

1,278,971
1,237,876
2,516,847

49.18%

net present value of the imputed debt

equivalents. The numbers used above are those quoted by S&P in its April 3,

2009 analysis of the Company.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 52
Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough
Q-52. Please provide a copy of all internal guidelines or policies for the use of short

term debt.

A-52. See the Response to Question No. 49.






Q-53.

A-53.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 53

Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough

Refer to page 5 line 18-20 of Mr. Arbough’s Direct Testimony. Please provide
the savings that the Company has retained from the date of the reacquisition of the
tax-exempt bonds and issuance of lower cost short term debt from the date the
debt was reacquired through the end of 2009 on a monthly basis. Please provide
the computation of these savings, including all assumptions, data and electronic
spreadsheets with formulas intact.

LG&E has two bonds that are currently being held by the Company. Please find
attached a spreadsheet on CD in the folder titled Question No. 53 detailing the
difference between the interest rate paid on the short-term debt used to purchase
the bonds and the rate the Company would have paid on the bonds had they
remained outstanding and assuming the auctions would have failed. The
spreadsheet calculates the difference through the end of 2009 on a monthly basis.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 54
Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough
Q-54. Refer to page 5 lines 20-21 of Mr. Arbough’s Direct Testimony. Please provide

the date at which the Company estimates it will reissue the bonds.

A-54. The Company estimates that it will reissue the bonds sometime in 2010.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 55

Responding Witness: Daniel K. Arbough

Q-55. Refer to page 8 line 4 through page 9 line 19 of Mr. Arbough’s Direct Testimony.
Please provide the savings that the Company has retained from the date of the
termination of the swap on December 16, 2008 through the end of 2009 on a
monthly basis. Please provide the computation of these savings, including all
assumptions, data and electronic spreadsheets with formulas intact.

A-55. A schedule computing monthly payments that would have been made to
Wachovia had the swap not been terminated is provided on the attached CD in the
folder titled Question No. 55.
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LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 56

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar

Q-56. Refer to page 15 lines 3-15 of Mr. Bellar’s Direct Testimony.
a. Please identify the start and end dates of the 42 month ITO contract with SPP.
b. Isthe $233,498 incurred during the test year recurring? Please explain.

A-56. a. Start date: September 1, 2006
End date: August 31,2010

The contract covers an initial term of 48 months and the settlement covers 42
months.

b. The $233,498 referenced in the question is the LG&E amount and the
corresponding KU amount is $415,107. The Companies project that their
annual cost to self-provide ITO services will be approximately $3-4 million,
not including start-up costs of approximately $2 million. The total annual SPP
cost is $3.99 million including the annual impact of the settlement expenses
($233,498+%415,107). Therefore, the total annual SPP cost reflects the
expected level of annual cost for the Company to self-provide ITO services.
Also, see the response to KPSC-2 Question No. 45.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 57

Responding Witness: Robert M. Conroy

Q-57. Refer to Exhibit 1 Schedule 1.07.

a. Please confirm that the Average of 1.20% computed in column 2, shown in
column 3 and used to compute the adjustment in column 4 is based on the
simple average of the monthly environmental surcharge factors in column 2.

b. Please provide a computation of the weighted monthly average of the
surcharge factors in column 2.

c. Is the Company opposed to using the weighted monthly average of the
surcharge factors to compute the adjustment in column 4 instead of the simple
average used on this schedule? If so, please provide all reasons for the
Company’s opposition.

A-57. See the response to KPSC-2 Question No. 33.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 58

Responding Witness: Robert M. Conroy
A-58. Refer to Conroy Exhibit 1. Do these computations reflect the adjustments
referred to on page 7 line 1 through page 8 line 4 of Mr. Conroy’s Direct

Testimony?

A-58. Yes.
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LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 59

Responding Witness: Shannon L. Charnas

Q-59. Refer to the Company’s response to Staff 1-2 in which the Company identified an
affiliate relationship with Ohio Valley Electric Corporation (“OVEC”).

a.

b.

Please provide a detailed description of OVEC.

Please provide a history by year of annual OVEC dividends to the Company
both before tax and after tax, by FERC account since the Company first
invested in OVEC.

Please provide the OVEC dividends to the Company during the test year
both before tax and after tax, by FERC account.

Please provide a history by year of the income statement effect of the OVEC
dividends to the Company both before tax and after tax, if any, by FERC
account since the Company first invested in OVEC.

Please provide the test year income statement effect of the OVEC dividends
to the Company both before tax and after tax, if any, by FERC account.

Please provide a history of annual OVEC earnings included on the
Company’s income statement both before tax and after tax, if any, by FERC
account since the Company first invested in OVEC.

Please provide the test year income statement effect of the OVEC earnings
included on the Company’s income statement both before and after tax, if
any, by FERC account.

Please refer to the Attachment to Response to AG-1 Question No. 34, Page
3 of 20 from KU Case No. 2008-00251 in which KU provided a schedule
entitled “Rollforward of Investment in EEL” Please provide a similar
“Rollforward” schedule for the Company’s OVEC Investment through the
end of the test year ended October 31, 2009.



A-59. a.

Response to Question No. 59
Page 2 of 4
Charnas

Please provide a history by year of the Company’s investment in OVEC
since the Company first invested in OVEC.

Please provide a history of the Company’s investment in OVEC from
December 31, 2008 through October 31, 2009.

LG&E and 10 other electric utilities are owners of OVEC, located in
Piketon, Ohio. OVEC owns and operates two power plants that burn coal to
generate electricity, Kyger Creek Station in Ohio and Clifty Creek Station in
Indiana. OVEC’s power is currently supplied to LG&E and 12 other
companies affiliated with the various owners. LG&E currently owns 5.63%
of OVEC’s common stock. In mid-1990 LG&E sold 2.1% of OVEC to AEP
at a purchase price of $300,000, thus reducing LG&E’s ownership from 7%
to 4.9%. However, LG&E retained the right under the PPA to get 7% of
power. In 2004, during negotiations to amend the PPA beyond its early
2006 expiration, a settlement was reached whereby LG&E would adjust
both its ownership and power percentages to 5.63%. In March 2005, LG&E
purchased from American Electric Power Company, Inc. (AEP) an
additional 0.73% interest in OVEC for a purchase price of approximately
$104,286, which resulted in the increase in LG&E ownership in OVEC from
4.9% to 5.63%. Prior to March 2006, LG&E was contractually entitled to
receive 7% of OVEC’s output or 155 MW, and thereafter has a contractual
right to receive 5.63%, approximately 124 MW. In April 2004, OVEC and
its shareholders, including LG&E and KU, entered into an Amended and
Restated Inter-Company Power Agreement, to be effective beginning
March 2006, upon the expiration of the then-current power contract under
its terms among the parties. The parties received Kentucky Public Service
Commission approval under KRS 278.300 in December 2004 in Case No.
2004-00396 and SEC approval under PUHCA 1935 of the Amended and
Restated Inter-Company Power Agreement in February 2005.

LG&E is a minority shareholder in OVEC, and, therefore, it is not
consolidated into the financial statements of LG&E and is accounted for
under the cost method of accounting.
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Dividends were recorded in FERC account 419.
Dividends
Year Dividends* — Net of Tax
1998 $ 105,840 $ 63,120
1999 106,575 63,559
2000 152,071 90,691
2001 107,800 64,289
2002 102,900 61,367
2003 68,429 40,810
2004 88,200 52,600
2005 112,600 68,067
2006 213,941 129,327
2007 253,350 154,797
2008 309,650 189,196
October 31, 2009
—~ Year to Date 101,340 61,919

* Data provided is through the end of the test year and the eleven years
previous that was readily available.

LG&E recorded $292,760 in dividends (net of tax $178,876) for the 12-
months ended October 31, 2009. All dividends are recorded below the line
in account 419 and do not impact the calculation of the revenue requirement.
The tax on these dividends is recorded in accounts 409 for current taxes and
410 for deferred taxes.

See response to (b.) above.
See response to (c.) above.

LG&E’s investment in OVEC is accounted for using the cost method of
accounting, therefore there is no income statement impact of OVEC
earnings.

See response to (f.) above.

The Company made an initial investment of $490,000. In March 2005,
LG&E made an additional investment of $104,286 bringing the total
investment in OVEC to $594,286.

See response to (h.) above.



Response to Question No. 59
Page 4 of 4
Charnas

j. There have been no changes in the Company’s investment in OVEC from
December 31, 2008 through October 31, 2009.






LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549
Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010
Question No. 60
Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar
Q-60. Please provide the annualized non-fuel O&M expense projected for TC2. Provide
this information by FERC account if available at this level of detail. In addition,
please separate the non-fuel O&M expense between amounts recoverable through

base rates and through the ECR.

A-60. The requested information projected for TC2 is attached.



Attachment to Response to LGE KIUC-1 Question No. 60

Projected TC2 Non-Fuel O&M Costs Page 1 of 1
Amounts in $000's Bellar
Operating Expenses: Account # 2011 2012
OPER SUPER/ENG 500100 674 1,381
OPER SUPER/ENG - INDIRECT 500900 80 83
BOILER SYSTEMS OPR 502002 4,073 4,215
STM EXP(EX SDRS.SPP) 502100 388 419
MISC STM PWR EXP 506100 1,412 1,458
MTCE SUPER/ENG - STEAM 510100 789 817
MTCE-STRUCTURES 511100 759 784
MAINTENANCE-SDRS 512005 233 243
SDRS-COMMON H20 SYS 512015 721 812
MTCE-BOILER PLANT 512100 3,910 4,650
MTCE-ELECTRIC PLANT 513100 307 419
MTCE-MISC/STM PLANT 514100 4,183 4,331
ECR Related Maintenance & Variable Generation Costs: Account # 2011 2012
SO2 EMISSION ALLOWANCES 509002 - -
NOX EMISSION ALLOWANCES 509003 0 0
NOX REDUCTION REAGENT 506104 1,032 1,012
SORBENT INJECTION OPERATION 506109 827 862
ACTIVATED CARBON 506111 4,115 4,302
SCRUBBER REACTANT EX 502006 2,072 2,149
ECR OTHER WASTE DISPOSAL 502011 661 630
ECR FLY ASH DISPOSAL 501252 450 450
MAINTENANCE OF SCR/NOX REDUCTION EQUIP 512101 157 157
MERCURY MONITORS MAINTENANCE 512103 166 171
SORBENT INJECTION MAINTENANCE 512102 194 199
MAINTENANCE SLUDGE STAB SYS 512017 884 915
OTHER WASTE DISPOSAL 502001 10 10
Total TC Unit 2 Non-Fuel Operating Costs 2011 & 2012 28,094 30,470
Total TC2 Non-Fuel Operating Expense By Company: 2011 2012
LG&E 2,498 2,795
KU 10,648 11,914
IMEA/IMPA 4,382 4,903
Total Non-Fuel Operating Costs 17,528 19,612
TC2 ECR Recoverable Gen. Variable Costs By Company: 2011 2012
LG&E 1,506 1,547
KU 6,419 6,596
IMEA/IMPA 2,642 2,714
Total ECR Rec. Gen. Var. Costs 10,567 10,857
Total TC2 Non-Fuel Costs By Company: 2011 2012
LG&E 4,003 4,342
KU 17,067 18,510
IMEA/IMPA 7,024 7,617
Total TC2 Non-Fuel Inc Stmt Costs 28,094 30,470







LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 61

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar/ Charles R. Schram

Q-61. Please provide the net increase in off-system sales margins resulting from the
commercial operation of TC2, net of known and measurable reductions in
purchased power expense projected on an annualized basis subsequent to the test
year. Provide all assumptions, data, computations and electronic spreadsheets
with formulas intact.

A-61. Please see the attached CD in the folder titled Question No. 61. A petition for
confidential treatment of attachment Question No. 61(b) is being filed
concurrently herewith.






Q-62.

A-62.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 62

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar/Counsel

Please provide a copy of the Company’s operating budget for the calendar year
2010.

Consistent with its historical practice, the Company does not disclose information
relating to budgets. Such projections are only estimates; there is no guarantee that
such projections will be realized; and the estimates are based on a number of
assumptions that may change over time. The Company has used an historic test
year in this proceeding; not a forecasted test year. The Commission determined in
its September 6, 1990 Ruling and September 21, 1990 Order in Case No. 90-158
that such information is not discoverable in historical test year rate cases. The
budgetary information requested in this data request is not relevant to the analysis
of known and measurable pro forma adjustments in this case.






Q-63.

A-63.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
CASE NO. 2009-00549

Response to First Set of Data Requests of
Kentucky Industrial Utility Customers, Inc.
Dated March 1, 2010

Question No. 63

Responding Witness: Lonnie E. Bellar

Please provide a copy of all studies and/or computations of the Company’s
revenue requirement reflecting the annualized non-fuel O&M expense for TC2,
depreciation expense based on the completed capital cost of TC2 and off-system
sales margins resulting from the Company’s increased capacity and energy upon
commercial operation of TC2. Provide all assumptions, data, computations and
electronic spreadsheets with formulas intact.

The information in the form requested does not exist. The revenue requirement
proposed in this case includes the revenue requirement resulting from the CWIP
balance of TC2 at the end of the test year and a pro-forma adjustment for
depreciation expense based on the same test year end CWIP balance. The
documents on the attached CD in folder titled Question No. 63 in electronic
format provide a projection of the incremental base rate (non-fuel, non-ECR)
revenue requirement incorporating the items requested above.



