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Dear Ms. O'Donnell:
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RESPONSES TO COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST
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DATED MARCH 12, 2007



CUMBERLAND VALLEY ELECTRIC, INC,
PSC CASE NO. 2006-00477

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

Cumberland Valley Electric, Inc. (“Cumberland Valley”) hereby submits responses to the
Commission Staff’s First Data Request dated March 12, 2007. Each response with its

associated supportive reference materials is individually tabbed.






PSC Request 1

Pagel of 2
CUMBERLAND VALLEY ELECTRIC, INC.
PSC CASE NO. 2006-00477

FIRST DATA REQUEST RESPONSE
COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST DATED 3/12/67
REQUEST 1
RESPONSIBLE PERSON: William A. Bosta
COMPANY: Cumberland Valley Electric, Inc.
Request 1. Refer to the Application, Exhibits Il and II1.
Request ia. Provide all workpapers, calculations, assumptions, and other
documentation used to determine the proposed rates and the billing analysis.
Response 14a. Attached is information from EXPC’s Exhibit I, Pages 3-5, which

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

service to Cumberland Valley.

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

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

The increase applicable to all other classes was based on taking the total increase to the
member system, subtracting the retail industrial class increase and then dividing that
amount by the k'Wh for all other classes. This resulted in a per unit (cents/kWh) energy

cost increase that was applied to all other classes.

See the response to Request 1b for the calculations to determine the proposed rates.



PSC Request 1

Page 2 of 2
Reguest 1b. Provide in electronic format the Excel spreadsheets used to
determine the proposed rates and billing analysis, with all formulas intact.
Response 1b. Based on discussion with the Commission Staff on March 19,

2007, attached are two (2) copies of the requested information on CD-ROM.
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Cumberland Valley
, Billing Analysis
for the 12 months ended September 30, 2006

Total Total $ Increase % Increase
Residential 25,018,773 26221229.09 1,204,456 4.81%
H-1 60,756 65,509 4,753 7.82%
C-1 1,166,415 1,218,025 51,610  4.42%
C-2 920,886 958,179 37,293 4.05%
E-1 919,688 970,697 51,008 5.65%
P-1 2,714,200 2,889,228 175,028 6.45%
: L-1 , 7,066,926 7,473,058 406,131 5.75%
Street Lighting and Security Lights 960,202 1,001,818 41,616 4.33%
38,825,846 40,797,742 1,971,896 5.08%
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. . Cumberiang Valley
Biling Analysis
for the 12 months ended September 30, 2006
i 1 I ] { . iDemand= oo
Schedule 1 . Load Coyr= ) 1 .
. Residential
R-1
i L ! i increase increasg Increage
. Exisling Propused $ Increase | % Increase Demand Energy. Cust
Bifling Gurrent Annualized Billing Annualized
Determinants Rate Revenues Delerminants Rate Revenues
Customer Charge 261,879 500 $1,308,395 261,678 $5.00 §1,308,398 %0 0.00% $0
. 50 | _#ohvil N
Energy charne per kWh 302483213 § 008447 19,501,083 302,483,213 $0.06845 20,706,548 $1,204,458 6.18%! §1.204.456
$0 | #DvOL |
Total from base rates - 20,808,488 22,013,944 $1,204,456 5.79% _
. S0 1 #DIVIo! o
Fuel adjustment ] 2,486,608 2,496,508 ; 30 0.00%
Emvironmental surcharge LTI 7T 1730777 $0 0.00% |
Total revenues $25016,773 $26,221,229 $1,204,456 | 4.81%
Average BY $95.60 $100.20 $4.60 4.81% .
Cumberland Valley
Billing Analysis .
for the 12 months ended Seplember 30, 2008
(- e L. | o I
— Schedde 2 _ -
- o : . - - o . —
] l { i ] -
Existing Proposed S incrense | % Increase -
Billing Current Annualized Biking Annuatized
Delarminants Rale Ravenues Determinants Raie Revenues . .
Cusiemer Charge 1102 50.00 50 1163 56,00 80 500 Fowion 50
s¢1 DAL o
Energy charge per kWh 1,163612L § 0.03868 46,168 1,183,812 $0.04266 50,822 54,763 10.28% $4,753
. Tsol #Do
' from base rates _ 46,169 50,922 54,753 10.28% » ]
; §0 1 #Dh
Fuel adiusiment 10,792 10,782 $0 G.00%
Environmental surcharge 3,796 3,786 50 0.80%
Total revenues 550,756 ! $85.509 $4.753 TE% T
Average Bill $55.13 $59.45 $4.31 7.62%
Cumberland Valley T
Billing Analysis -
for the 12 months ended Seplember 30, 2008
, S
] R —— 1
Schedyle 3
N ) € —_— ‘ N ) A
. i 3 | ! -
Exigling Proposad $Increase | % Increagel . o
Biling Current | Annualized Biling Annuaized T
Determinants Rale Reverues Delerrinanls Rate Revenues e ]
Customer Charge 14,343 $5001 8 71,715 14,343 $500 |8 71718 50 D.00% b 50
L. - 50 | _#DIV/! — -
Dermand Charge 6.00 $3.68 § - 0 $3.68 o $0 | #OIV/O! 50
[ T s #oval N
Eneray charge per kWh ok ! . $0 | #DIVIH _
0-3000 KWh 6561730 8607200 484,974 E8581,730° S0.07676 511500 | $26,526 5.47% $26,526
>3000 6,209,426 $0.06723 423,510 €,209,426_ $0.07121 448,594 | $25,084 5.92% N $25.084 -
- f ‘
Total frombaserates | 980,188 1,031,809 $51,610 527%
Fuel adjustment, 108,632 105,832 $0 0.00%
Environmental surcharge 80,584 80,584 50 9.00%
Total revenues 1168415 1,218,026 $54,810 4.42%;
“age Bl g 8130 $ 84,97 ]g § 380 % 3.42%
2oth Revenue Calc, Req 1b CVE Rev Anal_Exh Hlixls
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Cumberand Valley
Biling Analysis
for the 12 months ended September 30, 2006
i a 1 i I
Schedule 4 L
c-2
| i | i '
Exisling Proposed - $ Increase | % increase 1
. Billing Current Annuglized Biling Anhuatized N 4
Determinants Rate Revenues Deferminants | Rate Revenues L
Customer Charge 1,567 $5.001§ 7,838 15671 3500 1% 7,835 $0 0.00% $0
3¢ HDIVA
| Demand Charge 37,570.8G] $a.68) § 138261 37,571 $3.68 138,261 4 $0 0.00% $0
. $o{ wowvig [
Energy charge per kXWh i i 30} #Dwi
0-3000 kWh 796,3385)  §0.07280 57,973 786,335 $0:.07678 _ 61,144 $3.471 5.47% $3,171
>3000 8,569,2680  s0.06723 576,112 §669,268  $0.07121 610,234 $34,122 5.92% $34,3221
. __3! :
I . - SN I
Total from base rates 780,181 817,473 §37,203 4.78% | N
Fyel adiustment 76,666 76,5686 $0 0.60% o
Environmenta! sercharge | 64,140 64,140 $¢ 0.00%|
Total revenues _ 920,885 958,179 $37,283 | 4.05% .
Average Sl o 3 58767 5 BI1AT 1 1§ 23.80 4.05%
D Cunbertand Valiey o - N
Bllling Analysis -
e for the 12 months ended September 30, 2006 . ]
E | L I
Schedyle § .
£ )
I ! | ! i
Existing Proposed $ Increase | % Increase o
Billing Current | Annualized Billing Annualized - —
Determinants Rate Revenues Deterrninants | Rale Revenues
Customer Charge 308 $0.00 |, £0 3% $0.00 3G 30| #DNvG | B o 30
50 | _#DI/DI N
Energy charge perkWn | 12,810,104 § 0.05883 753,618 12,810,104 $0.08281 804,827 _§51,008 6T 7% . . ) §51.0081
- s0 | #Divior | o i
Telal from base rates . 753,618 o e 804,827 351008  6.77% e il
N ! ! . " §0 1 #oivil .
Fuel adjustment o 164,114 104,114 $0 0.00% .
Environmental surcharge ! 61,956 51,056 ) 0.00% - R N
Total revenues $915 688 $570,697 $51,008 5.56%] o
| Average Bil §2.310.77 $7.438.82 $i28.16 5,55% 3 .
3oiG Revenue Cale, Req 1b CVE Rev Anal_Exh Hl.xls
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~Cumberlapd Valley N
Billlng Analysls
for ine 12 monihs ended September 30, 2006
! [ I i1
Schedule 6
P I
| ! I I
Existing Proposed $ increase | % increase
Bitting Current Anpualized Billing Annupiized
Determinants Rale Revenues Determinants Rate Revenues
Cuslomer Charge 24 30,00 §0 24 $0.00 30 $01 #bhvie! 1 50
. $0 H#OVIB
Demang Gharge 116,000,561 $5.71 $679,493 118,001 $5.71 _ $679,493.21 $0 G.00% o %0
S0 #DIV! NN
Energy Charge I i S0 | #DIVID
Al KWh 43,056,000  $0.03305 1,462,308 43,956,000 $0.03793 1,667,334 $175,028 11.73%: $175,028
otal Baseload Charges §2.171.798 §5.345,828 175,008 8.06% N
Fuel adjusiment 363,883 . 363853 30 0.00%
Envirgnmental surcharge 178,847 178,847 $0 0.00%
Total Revenues i $2.714,200 1 | §2,089,228 $175,028 6.46%
Average Bil € 11308165 | ! § 12038449 | | 729284 6.45%
i ) i ! i
! j B i 1 L
Cumberiand Valiey
Biiling Analysis
for the 12 months ended September 30, 2006 -
| i ] 1. i ; :
Schedule 7
T L . - = " i .
! | ! l ! —
£xisting Proposed 1 $increage | % Increase i
Billing Current Annualized Billing Annualized )
DRetarminantg Raig Revenues Determinants Raie Revenues
Customer Chargs 24 $0.05 $G 24 $0.00 50 S0 #OWIOL $0
. ) $0 1 #Divi!
Demand Gharge 377,380,885 $3.68] $1,388,831 377,400 $3.68 $1,388,830.68 %0 0.00%! 30
$0 HOWIO!
Energy Charge | 301 #DivID! .
Al kWwh 01,804,465 5004283 4368423 101,884,465  $0.04681 4,774,854 $408,131 9,30% 406,131
| Total Baseload Charges $5,757,254 $6,163,385 $406,131 7.06%. -
Fuet adjusiment 836,361 836,361 §¢ 0.80%
Environmental surcharge 473,312 473,312 50 0.00% . N
Total Revenues. 47,066,926 §7.473,058 $406,131 575% i
Average Bil § 29445556 § 3i1.37740 16,023, 14 5.75% T "“
T
. ) T 538,825,546 ! T $40,797.742 -
! | 1,971,896
|~ - . " - — T - p es0EEE -
- T iKwh
Non-Dem
L a9s215455
Paris DI
Total incr 1,671,896 1871896 -
Dem Iner -
Cust Inct - B
: Energy Incr 1,971,895
H
- i
| | EnerRate [ 0603081808
4dofb Revenue Calc, Req th CVE Rev Anal_Exh ill xis



175 WATT MERCURY VAPOR

400 WATT MERCURY VAPOR

100 WATT HiGH PRESSURE SODIUM OPEN BO1
00 WATT HIGH PRESSURE S0DIUM CGLONIAL
100 WATT HIGH PRESSURE SODIUM DIRECTION
400 WATT HIGH PRESSURE SODIUM DIRECTION
400 WATT HIGH PRESSURE S0DIUM COBRA HE
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Cumberland Valley
Billing Anaiysis
for the 12 monihs ended September 30, 2006

Street Lighting and Security Lights

Request 1b
Aftachment
Page 50f &

Quitdoor Lighting
Existing Proposed _is Increase§ % increase
Billing Tolat kWh | Current: Annualized Billing Total kWh Annualized
Determinants Rate | Revenues Determinants Rate | Revenues
108,828 7,617,960  $6.50 $707,382.00 108,828 7,617,960 $678 737,716 30,334 4.28%
0 o G887 $0.60 a 0 $8.725 : o . #bwor
0 0 $6.50 $0.00 0 0 %873 o] 0 #DIVHG!
0 0 $7.42 $0.00 0 G -§7.68° 0 0 #DWIO!
252 17,640 §8.03  $2,023.56 252 17,640 8831 2,004 % 3.47%
2.845 1,350,720 $12.47 $7120,310.56 9,648 1,350,720 $13.0% 125,689 5,378 4.47%
10,464 1,464,960  $1247 $130,486.08 10,464 1,464,960 $13.03 136,31¢ 5,833 4.47%
129,162 10,451,280 $960,202,20 128,182 10,451,280 1,001,818 41616 4.33%
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Page 1 of 4
‘CUMBERLAND VALLEY ELECTRIC, INC.
PSC CASE NO. 2006-00477
FIRST DATA REQUEST RESPONSE
COMMISSION STAFF’S FIRST DATA REQUEST DATED 3/12/07
REQUEST 2
RESPONSIBLE PERSON: William A. Bosta
COMPANY: ~ Cumberland Valley Electric, Inc.
Request 2. KRS 278.455(2) provides that a distribution cooperative may

change its rates to reflect a change in the rate of its wholesale supplier if the effects of an
increase or decrease are allocated to each class and within each tariff on a proportional
basis that will result in no change in the rate design currently in effect. 8§07 KAR 5:007,
Section 2(2), provides that the distribution cooperative shall file an analysis
demonstrating that the rate change does not change the rate design currently in effect and
the revenue change has been allocated to each class and within each tariff on a
proportional basis. In the cover letter to its Application, Cumberland Valley states:

In each instance, the retail rates for a particular class have been
developed in a manner that is consistent with the method proposed by
EKPC. The proposed rate design structure at retail does not change the
rate design currently in effect and is consistent with the rate design
methodology used at wholesale.
Request 2a. For each retail Rate Schedule listed in Exhibit I{ of the
Application, identify the corresponding wholesale Rate Schedule of East Kentucky

Power Cooperative, Inc.

Response 2a, Please see the attached information.



PSC Request 2
Page 2 of 4

Request 2b. Would Cumberland Valley agree that KRS 278.455(2) and 807
KAR 5:007, Section 2(2), require that increases or decreases in rates from the wholesale
supplier must be allocated to each retail class and within each retail tariff on a

proportional basis? Explain the response.

Response 2b. Yes. EKPC and each Member System understands these
requirements and have developed proposed rates that meet the intent of KRS 278.455(2)
and 807 KARS5:007. As explained in Mr. Bosta’s testimony, EKPC began the rate design
process at wholesale by allocating the proposed rate increase to each rate class on a
propottional basis. The proportional increase to each rate class was then applied to the

most appropriate rate mechanism for each rate class.

The proposed increase at retail is strictly a pass-through of EKPC’s increased wholesale
costs and each Member System must recover the dollar increase from new wholesale
rates. As aresult, EKPC and each Member System recognized that it was. important to
implement retail rates that mirror the change at wholesale, while meeting the

proportionality and rate design requirements.

EKPC and its Member Systems understand that a “pure” proportional increase at retail, as
discussed in Item 3 herein, would result in increases at retail to customer, demand and
energy charges. However, EKPC and its Member Systems came to the conclusion that,
for example, an increase in the customer charge at retail made no sense because the
wholesale increase had no relationship to customer cost. EKPC has not proposed an
increase in its substation charges or metering point charges in this proceeding.
Consequently, EKPC and its Member Systems could not justify increasing the retail

customer charge when the wholesale increase has no relationship to that cost.



PSC Request 2
Page 3 of 4

Therefore, EKPC believes that its proposed wholesale increase using a proportional basis,
coupled with the use of the wholesale rate design methodology at retail, is a reasonable

approach to meeting the intent of the requirements.

Request 2c. Would Cumberland Valley agree that KRS 278.455(2) and 807
KAR 5:007, Section 2(2), require that the retail rate change does not change the retail rate

design currently in effect? Explain the response.

Response 2c¢. Yes. EKPC and its Member Systems understand the requirements
set forth in KRS 278.455(2) and 807 KAR 5:007 and believe that the proposed rates do

not alter the existing rate design structure at retail.

As indicated in the response to Item 2b, the rate design used for the pass-through increase
at retail was intended to meet these requirements, while also maintaining the existing

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

Industrial customers at retail, for example, will pay the same demand charge as the
Member System pays to EKPC. This maintains the rate design relationship from
wholesale to retail that has existed for a number of years. Likewise, the proposed
increase in the “E” wholesale rate, which is only applied to the energy charge, is being
passed through only to the energy charge at retail. This process allows the rate design

relationship from wholesale to retail to remain in place.

Fundamentally, for every retail rate class, there has been no change in the rate design
structure. The demand, energy, and customer components for industrial rates remains
intact and the residential and commercial rate design structure remains as is through a

continuation of the customer and energy charge structure. This adherence to the rate
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design structure, coupled with a retention of the wholesale to retail rate design

relationship, is a reasonable approach and meets the legal requirements.



Request 2a
Attachment
Page 1 of 1

The present and proposed rates structures of Cumberland Valley Electric, Inc are listed below:

Rate Clags EKPC Sch Present Proposed
Sch I: Residential, Schools & Churches E2

Customer charge per month $5.00 $5.00
All¥Wh $0.06447 $0.06845
Off-peak marketing rate $0.03868 $0.04266
Sch IE: Siall Commercial & Small Power E2

Single phase customer charge per month $5.00 $5.00
Single phase energy charge - First 3,000 kWh $0.07280 $0.07678
Single phase energy charge — Over 3,000 kWh $0.06723 : $0.07121
Three phase customer charge per month $5.00 $5.00
Three phase demand charge per kW $3.68 $3.68
Three phase energy charge — First 3,000 kWh $0.07280 $0.07678
Three phase energy charge — Over 3,000 kWh $0.06723 $0.07121
Sch 111: All Three Phase Schools & Churches £2

AN kWh $0.05883 $0.06281
Sch IV: Large Power - Industrial E2

Demand charge per kW $5.71 $5.71

All energy per kWh $0.03395 ' $0.03793
Sch FV-A: Lrg Pwr Rate 50 kW to 2,500 kW E2

Demand charge per kW $3.68 $3.68
Energy charge per kWh $0.04283 $0.04681
Sch V: 1,000 to 2,560 kKW B

Consumer charge $535.00 $535.00
Demand charge per KW - Contract $5.39 $7.29
Demand charge per kW — Excess $7.82 $9.72
Energy charge per kWh $0.03902 $0.03902
Sch V-A: Large Power — Industrial B

Consumer charge $1,069.00 $1,069.00
Demand charge per kW - Contract $5.39 $7.29
Demand charge per kW — Excess $7.82 3972

Energy charge per kWh $0.03266 $0.032606
Sch VI: Qutdoor Lighting ~ Security Lights  E2 :
(rate per month)

Mercury Vapor Lamps
175 watt $6.50 $6.78
400 watt $8.87 $9.25
Other Lamps {rate per month)
100 watt Open Bottom $6.50 $6.73
100 watt Colonial Flood §$7.42 §7.68
100 watt Directional Flood $8.03 $8.31
400 watt Directional Flood . $12.47 $13.03

400 watt Cobra Head $12.47 $13.03
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CUMBERLAND VALLEY ELECTRIC, INC.
PSC CASE NO. 2006-00477
FIRST DATA REQUEST RESPONSE
COMMISSION STAFFE’S FIRST DATA REQUEST DATED 3/12/07
REQUEST 3
RESPONSIBLE PERSON: William A. Bosta
COMPANY: Cumberland Valley Electric, Inc.
Request 3. Refer to Exhibit IIT of the Application.
Request 3a. Prepare the following comparative analyses of Cumberland

Valley’s present and proposed revenues:

(1) Calculate the percentage that each rate schedule or class
represents of the total revenues for both the present revenues and proposed revenues.
Percentages should be expressed to 2 decimal places.

(2) Calculate the percentage that each component of the base rates
within each rate schedule or class represents of the total base rate revenues for both the
present revenues and proposed revenues. Do not include fuel adjustment revenues,
environmental surcharge revenues, or gteen power revenues. Percentages should be

expressed to 2 decimal places.

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

(2) Please see the attached information,
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Request 3b. Based upon the results of the analyses prepared in part (a) above,
explain in detail how Cumberland Valley’s proposed pass-through rates are in
compliance with the retail rate requirements of KRS 278.455(2) and 807 KAR 5:007,
Section 2(2).

Response 3b. | Maintaining the existing revenue proportion as shown in part (a)
above assumes that the proportionality requirement would follow strict adherence to the
existing proportion of revenues at retail, by rate mechanism component (i.e. customer,
energy and demand). EKPC and the Member Systems believe that the proportionality
requirement is not so natrow and that the pass-through at retail has followed the proposed
wholesale rate design process in a proportional manner. At retail, for example, there is
no increase in the customer charge because EKPC did not increase the metering pomt
charge or substation charge at wholesale. Moreover, the “B” and “C” type retail
industrial classes will have the same demand rate as the proposed demand rate for
industrial customers at wholesale. It follows the matching concept upon which these

rates were originally created.

See also the response to Item 2(b) and 2(c) herein. KRS 278.455(2) explicitly recognizes
“proportional” allocation without recognizing a specific method, whether KWh, revenue,
or other means of proportionality. EKPC has chosen the proportional method of applying
wholesale to retail, with the intended matching concept of costs vs. revenue. The refail
rates reflect this top-down approach to proportionality. Please see the attached analysis

which illustrates this approach.
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Attachment
Page 1 0f 1
Cumberland Valley
Billing Analysis
for the 12 months ended September 30, 2006
Existing Proposed

Rev % Rev %

Existing Proposed $ increase % Increase Total Total
Residential 25,016,773 26221229.08 1,204,456 4.81% 64.43% 64.27%
H-1 60,756 65,509 4,753 7.82% 0.16% 0.16%
C-1 1,166,415 1,218,025 51,610 4.42% 3.00% 2.99%
c-2 920,886 958,179 37,293 4.05% 2.37% 2.35%
E-1 919,688 970,667 51,008 - 555% 2.37% 2.38%
p-1 2,714,200 2,889,228 175,028 6.45% 6.98% 7.08%
1.-1 : 7,066,926 7,473,058 406,131 5.75% 18.20% 18.32%

Street Lighting and Security Lights 960,202 1,001,818 41,616 4.33% 247% 2.46%

38,825,846 40,797,742 1,971,896 5.08%
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- . Adlachiment
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Cumberland Vailey
Billing_ Analysis :
for the 12 months ended Seplember 30, 2008
[ I i
Schedule 1
Residential
R-1 Present Proposed
B | | . i ] Percont Pergent
Existing Proposed $ Increase | % Increase | Revenue Revenue
Billing Current Anngalized Billing Annualized -
N Determinants Rate Revenues Determinants Rale Revenues
Customer Charge 281,679 $5.00 $1,308,395 261,678 $5.00 $1,308,395 . $0 Q.00%1 . £.29% 5.94%
] 30 | #DIVIO
Energy charge per kWh 202.483,293] § 006447 18,501,003 302,483,213 $0.06845 20,708,849 $1,284,456 6.18% 3.71% 94 06%
%0 HOIVAL
Total from base rates 20,809,488 22,013,944 $1,204,458 5.78% 100.00% 140.00%
50 HDIVIOE
Fuel adjustment 2,496,608 2,496,508 $0 0.00%
Environmental surgharge 1,718,777 1,740,777 %0 0.00% ]
Total revenues . $26.016,773 $26,221,229 $1,204,456¢ 4.81%
Average Bill $96.60 $100.20 $4,60 4.81%
» Curnberland Valiey
Bitling Analysis
_ for the 12 months ended ls‘aeptembeﬂr 30, 2006 |
[ I |
Schedule 2
H-1
I | ! l
Existing Proposed $ Increase i % Increase
Bi#ing Curvent Annuatized Biling Annuaiized ]
Determinants Rate Revenues Determinants Rate Revenues
ymer Charge 1,192 $0.00 50 1,102 50.00 $0 30 HOW 4.00% 0.00%
- 30 #DivIQ!
[Energy Gharge per kWh 1,493,812; § 003868 45,169 1,193,612  $0.04266 50,822 4,783 10.29% 100.00% 100.80%
%0 #DIVID!
Totai from base rates ) 46,169 50,922 $4,753 10,29% 100.00% 100,00%
$0 DIV
Fuel adiusiment 16,792 10,792 0 0.00%
Environmental surcharge 3,788 3,788 $0 0.00%
| Total reverues : $60,756 $65.509 4,753 782%
Average Bill $65.13 $59.45 $4.31 7.82%

1of4 322 pg 1-4, 2Z-Cumb Vat-3a1,2 xls




Cumberiand Valiey Request 3a 2
Billing Analysls Attachiment!
B for the 12 months snded September 30, 2006 Page2of &
. ! ! T ]
I — Schedule 3
b - ___W o —
é [ E [ I e
» Existing Proposed % Increase | % increase
Billing, Current Annualized Biliing Aanualized
. Determinants Rate Revenues Determinants Rate Revenues
Customer Charge 14,343 85001 % 74,715 14,343 $5.00 | § 71,718 30 0.06% 735%] 5.95%
%0 #OWIO!
Demand Charge 0.00 $3.88: § - 0 $3.58 - 30§ #DIVIO! 0,00% 0.00%
e : N $0 | #DND!
Energy chazge per kKWh ] 30 HDIVIO!
0-3000 kKWh 6,661,730 $0.07280 484,974 8,861,730 $0.07678 511,500 $26,526 547% 48.48% 49.57%
>3000 6,289,426 $0.06723 423,510 6299428 $0.0712% 448,804 $26,084 5.92% 43.21%] . 43.48%
i ] ]
Totat from base rates - 980,199 1,631,809 $51,610 527% 100.00% 100.00%
Fuel adjustment 105,632 405,632 80 0.00% —
Envionmental surcherge . 80,584 80,684 %0 0.00%
Total revenues T 165,415 1,218,028 §54,610 5.42%,
Average Bil T 3 8132 $ 8492 | 16 . 464) _ 442% R
a——t " E _ -
” Cumberiand Valley N
wwwwwwwww - Billing Anatysis - »
E for the 12 monéhs ended September 30, 2008 — . _—
] i
. - Schedule 4 . o
- 5 — W SO
o [ f | 1 ]
Existing Proposed S increase | % Increass
Bifling Current Annualized BitEng Annualized j uuuuu
_ Determinants Rate Revenues Determinants Rate Revenues -
S A
| Customer Charge 1,567 $5001 9% 7,836 1,587 $5.00 1 % 7,835 30 0.00% 1.00% £.96%
TS0 DN
Demand Charge 37.670.80] 53681 5 138,261 37,571 $3.68 138,261 0 0.00% 17.72%) 16.91%
. 80 HOIVIO!
Energy charge per kWh ) " 30 H#OIV/O!
0-3000 XWh 796,235]  $0.07280 57,973 796,335  $0.076T8 61,144 $3473 ] 547% 7.43% 7.48%
»3000 |:k 8,560,268 $50.06723 876,112 8,569,268  $0.07121 610,234 1 | $34,122 5.92% 7384% 74.66%
—t . ~ -
- — - A ] e
ol om base rales ) 750,181 B17,473 $37.203 478%|  100.00% . 100.00%
Fual adiustment 76566 76,566 | $0 0.00% C
Environmental surcharge N 64,140 | 64,140 | | sol  000% i
Total revanues L 620,686 558179 537.293 a08%|
Average Bill - o [ Egrer 5T AT | T8 a0l a0s%|
= l n 1 1
2064 3a 2pg 1-4, ZZ-Cumb Val-3a1,2.x8
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Abtachment
. Page 3415
Cumnberiand Valley
. Billing Analysis
| for the 12 months ended September 30, 2006
\
Schedule 5
£-1
! ] [
Existing Proposed $ Increase | % Increase
Bitling Current Annualized Billing Annuejized
Determinants Rate Revenues Determinants Rate Revenues
Customer Charge 298 $0.00 $0 398 $0.60 50 %0 HDIVAH 0.00% 0.00%
. $0 HOHVAD
Energy charge per kWh 12,830,104] $  0.05883 753,618 12,810,104 $0.06281 804,627 $51,008 6.77% 100.00% 100.50%
30 HOIVIO!
Total from base rates 753,618 §04,627 $61,008 677% 100.00% 1006.00%
: ) 0 HDIVIO!
Fuel adiustment 104,114 104,114 30 0.00%
Envirenmental surcharge 51,956 . 61,856 30 0.00%
Totat revenues $970 688 970,697 851,008 | 5.55%
Average Bill $2,3410.77 $2.438.94 $128.16 5.55%
Gumberland Valiey.
o ~ Billing Anglysis
for the 12 months ended ?eptember 30, 2006
[ i
Schedule 6
P-1 ) -
} | |
Existing Proposed Singrease | % Increase
Biliing Cument Annualized Billing Annyalized
Determinants Rate Revenues Determinants Rate Revenues
Customer Gharge 24 30.00 $0 24 $0.00 %0 30 #DIVO 0,00% 0.00%
e ] §0 1 #DIVL
Demand Charge 119.000.56 $5.71 $579,492 119,001 $571  $679493.21 1 £0 0.00% 31.29% 26,05%
- [ 307 #oiv
Energy Charge 30 HOPVA!
Al KWh 43,866,000 40.03395 1,482,306 43,956,600  $0.03793 1,867,334 §175,028 11.73% 68.71% 74,06%
iotai Bageload Charges . 52,171,768 $2,346,828 $1i75,428 8.06% 100.00% 100.00%
Fuel adjustment ” 363,653 363,050 0 0.00%
Environmental sircharge 178,547 178,547 $0 0.00%
Total Reverues ' 52,714,200 $2,889,228 $176,028 8.45%
Average Bill ! § 113,091.65 E $ 120,384.49 7,282 84 B.45%
i ; |
3ofd 3a 2 pg 14, ZZ-Cumdp Val-3a1.2 X5
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Altachment
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Cumberiand Valley
Biling Analysis
for the 12 months ended September 3¢, 2006
f 1 : i
Schedule 7
. L-1
! } i }
Existing Proposed $Increase | % Increase
Billing Current Annualized Billing Annualized
Determinants Rate Revenues Daterminants Rate Revenues
Customer Charge 24 $0.08 $0 24 $0.00 $0 §0 #DIVIO! 0.00%] 0.00%
g0 HDIVIO
Demand Chasge 377,389.65 §3.68 81,388,831 377,400 $3.68  $1,388,820.69 $0 0.00% 24.12% 22.53%
| [ $0 | #DiVA!
Energy Charge ] ' $0 | #piviod
All ki 161,994,466! 3004283 4,368,423 101,994 465  $0.04681 4,774,654 $406,131 2.30% 75.68% 77.47%
Total Baseload Charges 85,757,254 $6,163,385 $406,131 T95% 100.00% 100.60%
Fuel adjustiment 836,361 836,361 50 6.00%
Envirgnmental surcharge 473,312 473,342 $0 ! 0.00%
Total Revenues $7,066,926 $7,473,058 $4086,131 8.15%
Average Bill $ 29446526 $  311,377.40 16,022 14 £.75%

4of4d

3a 2 pg 1-4, ZZ-Cumb Val-3a1,2.xis
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