
ST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE 

Septeniber 7, 2010 

Mr. Jeff Deroueii 
Executive Director 
Public Service Comrnissio~i 
2 1 1 Sower Boulevard 
Frankfort, ICeiituclcy 40602 

Re: Case No. 20 10-00 I67 

Dear Mr. Deroueii: 

HAND DELIVERED 

Please find enclosed for filing with the Coinmission in the above-reference case, an origina, an( 
ten copies of East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Iiic.’s (“EKPC”) revision to Response 1 of 
Coinmission Staffs Third Data Request, originally filed August 19, 201 0. 

Vety truly yours, 

Ann F. Wood 
Manager, Regulatory Services 

Enclosures 

Cc: Parties of Record 

4775 Lexington Road 40391 
PO. Box 707, Winchester, 
Kentucky 40392 -0707 http://www.ekpc.coop 

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

A Touchstone Energ; Cooperative 
c- 

http://www.ekpc.coop
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC. 

PSC CASE NO. 2010-00167 

THIRD DATA REQUEST RESPONSE 

COMMISSION STAFF’S THIRD DATA REQUEST DATED 8/5/10 

REQUEST 1 

RESPONSIBLE PERSON: Dennis E. Eicher 

COMPANY: East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc. 

Rea uest 1. 

Testiinoiiy”). Startiiig at line 5 ,  Mr. Eiclier states that tlie third step in tlie cost-of-service study 

(COSS”) is tlie allocation of classified costs to the various rate classes, but then goes on to state 

that a generation and transmission cooperative has only a single class of service, its meiiiber 

systenis. It appears that this is tlie reason that the results of Mr. Eiclier’s COSS, found on page 5 

of Schedule A in Exliibit D E - 2 ,  are by function and not by rate class. 

Refer to page 4 of tlie Testimony of Deiiiiis R. Eicher (“Eiclier 

Request la.  

response all supporting workpapers which provide details of how the allocations were made to 

the different rate classes. 

Provide the results of tlie COSS by EKPC’s rate classes. Iiiclude in the 

Response la.  

this response. Suppoi-tiiig workpapers are provided on page 5 though 10 of this response. 

Electronic versions of these documents are provided on the attached CD. 

The results of the COSS, by rate class, are provided on pages 3 and 4 of 

Request lb.  

reasonable to allocate tlie iiicrease in revenues to each rate componeiit of each rate schedule and 

special contract on a pro-rata basis as proposed by EKPC. 

Giveii the results of the COSS, state whether Mr. Eicher believes it is 
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Response 1 b. 

of evaluating alternative cost-of-service and rate design approaches. Until that process is 

completed, EKPC believes it would be premature and not be reasoliable to shift cost 

respoiisibilities between classes. It also would not be reasonable to cliaiige EKPC’s rate design 

at this time, as its member cooperatives cannot reflect corresponding clianges in their respective 

rate designs, since tlie meiiiber cooperatives have filed flow-tlirougli applications pursuant to 

KRS 278.455. 

As noted in Mr. Scott’s testimony at pages 7 and 8, EKPC is in tlie process 
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