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Kentucky Power Company 

 
 
REQUEST 
 
Refer to the testimony of Mr. Vaughan concerning the PJM Rider. 
 
a. Identify all transmission costs, by account, in the test year. 
 
b. Identify all transmission costs, by account, in each calendar year, 2009 through 2014. 
 
c. Identify all transmission costs, by account, budgeted and/or forecast for KPCo for each  
            year, 2015 through 2017.  
 
d. Identify all transmission costs, by account, budgeted and/or forecast for AEP in total for  
            each year, 2015 through 2017, to be allocated or charged to KPCo. 
 
e. Which other AEP utility operating companies have proposed a PJM Rider?  Identify  
            each utility and each docket in each jurisdiction. 
 
f. Do any other AEP utility operating companies currently have a regulatory commission  
            authorized PJM Rider?  (1) If not, explain fully why not.  (2) If so, identify each utility  
            and each docket in each jurisdiction, and provide a complete copy of such rider. 
 
g. For each AEP utility operating company that has a PJM Rider that is similar to KPCo's  
            proposal, identify the date such rider was implemented and the dates and test years  
            used in that utility's last five rate cases. 
 
h. Refer to the Vaughan testimony at page 16, lines 19-21.  Identify and provide all KPCo  
            rate filing plans (1) with the PJM Rider and (2) without the PJM Rider. 
 
i. For each year, 2009 through 2014, identify the total amounts, by account, of each type  
            of cost that KPCo is proposing be recovered in a PJM Rider. 
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RESPONSE 
 
a.   See Exhibit AEV-5, lines 22-OATT through 31-OATT in column A. 
 
b.   See AG_1_337_Attachment1. 
 
c.   See AG_1_337_Attachment2. 
 
d.  See the Company's response to part c.   
 
e  See the Company's response to part f. 
 
f.   Yes.  

 1)   All AEP East Operating Companies in PJM except for KPCo have approved 
riders to  recover their PJM expenses.  

     2) -Appalachian Power Company - West Virginia, Expanded Net Energy Clause 
(ENEC), Case No. 05-1278-E-PC-PW-42T, 7/28/2006 
-Wheeling Power Company - West Virginia, Expanded Net Energy Clause 
(ENEC), Case No. 05-1278-E-PC-PW-42T, 7/28/2006 
-Appalachian Power Company - Virginia, Transmission Rate Adjustment Clause 
(TRAC), Case No. PUE-2009-00031, 12/12/2009. And, Fuel Factor, Case No. 
PUE-2007-00067 
-Indiana Michigan Power Company - Indiana, PJM Rider, Case No. 43306, 
3/4/2009 
-Indiana Michigan Power Company - Michigan, Power Supply Cost Rider 
(PSCR), Case No. U-16801, 1/20/2012 
-Kingsport Power Company - Tennessee, Purchase Power Adjustment Rider 
(PPAR), Case No. 08-00213, 12/22/2008 
-Ohio Power Company - Ohio, Transmission Cost Recovery Rider (TCRR), Case 
No. 05-1194-EL-UNC, 1/1/2006.  

 
Copies of the above referenced riders are publicly available at each Companies' website: 
 https://www.aepohio.com/account/bills/rates/RatesAndTariffs.aspx 

 https://www.appalachianpower.com/account/bills/rates/APCORatesTariffsTN.aspx 
 https://www.appalachianpower.com/account/bills/rates/APCORatesTariffsVA.aspx 
 https://www.appalachianpower.com/account/bills/rates/APCORatesTariffsWV.aspx 

https://www.indianamichiganpower.com/account/bills/rates/IandMRatesTariffsIN.aspx 
 https://www.indianamichiganpower.com/account/bills/rates/IandMRatesTariffsMI.aspx 
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g.   Kentucky Power objects to this data request on the grounds that the information it seeks, 

particularly the test years used in the last five rate cases filed by the affiliated companies 
implementing a PJM rider, is irrelevant and not likely to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence.  Further, the research and production of the information is unduly 
burdensome and equally available to the Attorney General.  Without waiving these 
objections, please see part f for the information regarding the date the PJM riders were 
implemented.   

 
h.  The Company cannot speculate regarding when it will need to file, or be obligated to file 

its next base rate case. 
 
i.  See the Company's response to KPSC 2-99  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
WITNESS:  Alex E Vaughan 


