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DEFINITIONS 

1. “Document” means the original and all copies (regardless of origin and whether or not
including additional writing thereon or attached thereto) of any memoranda, reports, books, 
manuals, instructions, directives, records, forms, e-mail, notes, letters, or notices, in whatever 
form, stored or contained in or on whatever medium, including digital media. 

2. “Study” means any written, recorded, transcribed, taped, filmed, or graphic matter,
however produced or reproduced, either formally or informally, a particular issue or situation, 
in whatever detail, whether or not the consideration of the issue or situation is in a preliminary 
stage, and whether or not the consideration was discontinued prior to completion. 

3. “Person” means any natural person, corporation, professional corporation, partnership,
association, joint venture, proprietorship, firm, or the other business enterprise or legal entity. 

4. A request to identify a natural person means to state his or her full name and
business address, and last known position and business affiliation at the time in 
question. 

5. A request to identify a document means to state the date or dates, author or originator,
subject matter, all addressees and recipients, type of document (e.g., letter, memorandum, 
telegram, chart, etc.), identifying number, and its present location and custodian. If any such 
document was, but is no longer in the Company’s possession or subject to its control, state 
what disposition was made of it and why it was so disposed. 

6. A request to identify a person other than a natural person means to state its full name, the
address of its principal office, and the type of entity. 

7. “And” and “or” should be considered to be both conjunctive and disjunctive, unless
specifically stated otherwise. 

8. “Each” and “any” should be considered to be both singular and plural, unless specifically
stated otherwise. 

9. Words in the past tense should be considered to include the present, and words in the
present tense include the past, unless specifically stated otherwise. 

10. “You” or “your” means the person whose filed testimony is the subject of these data
requests and, to the extent relevant and necessary to provide full and complete answers to any 
request, “you” or “your” may be deemed to include any other person with information relevant 
to any interrogatory who is or was employed by or otherwise associated with the witness or 
who assisted, in any way, in the preparation of the witness’ testimony. 

11. “Companies” means Kentucky Utilities Company, Louisville Gas and Electric Company
and/or any of their officers, directors, employees or agents who may have knowledge of the 
particular matter addressed, and affiliates including PPL Corporation. 



INSTRUCTIONS 

1. If any matter is evidenced by, referenced to, reflected by, represented by, or recorded in
any document, please identify and produce for discovery and inspection each such document. 

2. These requests for information are continuing in nature, and information which the
responding party later becomes aware of, or has access to, and which is responsive to any 
request is to be made available to Metropolitan Housing Coalition. Any studies, documents, or 
other subject matter not yet completed that will be relied upon during the course of this case 
should be so identified and provided as soon as they are completed. The Respondent is obliged 
to change, supplement and correct all answers to interrogatories to conform to available 
information, including such information as it first becomes available to the Respondent after 
the answers hereto are served. 

3. Unless otherwise expressly provided, each data request should be construed
independently and not with reference to any other interrogatory herein for purpose of 
limitation. 

4. The answers provided should first restate the question asked and also identify the
person(s) supplying the information. 

5. Please answer each designated part of each information request separately. If you do not
have complete information with respect to any interrogatory, so state and give as much 
information as you do have with respect to the matter inquired about, and identify each person 
whom you believe may have additional information with respect thereto. 

6. In the case of multiple witnesses, each interrogatory should be considered to apply to each
witness who will testify to the information requested. Where copies of testimony, transcripts or 
depositions are requested, each witness should respond individually to the information request. 

7. The interrogatories are to be answered under oath by the witness(es) responsible for the
answer. 

8. If any document requested herein was at one time in existence, but has been lost, discarded
or destroyed, identify such document as completely as possible, including the type of 
document, its date, the date or approximate date it was lost, discarded or destroyed, the identity 
of the person (s) who last had possession of the document and the identity of all persons having 
knowledge of the contents thereof. 

9. In connection with any request for a working electronic spreadsheet or model which has
supporting documentation on the use/operation of the spreadsheet or model, please include the 
use/operation documentation with the response. 
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Supplemental Data Request of Sterling Ventures, LLC to  
Kentucky Utilities Company and Louisville Gas and Electric Company 

1. Please see Attachment A to this Supplemental Data Request, and Exhibit T of
Sterling’s Complaint, in reference to the following question.

a. Please confirm that the Companies have not requested Confidentiality with
respect to any of the information set forth in Attachment A.

2. Is the position of the Companies that any of the cost information in the “ ”
Worksheet or the “ ” Worksheet of any of the following Workbooks is
confidential? (See Attachment B to this Supplemental Data Request for example of
information on “ ” and “Capex” Worksheet - )

a. Attachment to PSC 1-18_UpdatedSVAnalysis_REDACTED.xlsx.
b. Attachment to SV 1-14_TCOffsiteStorage_REDACTED.xlsx.

3. If the answer is yes to 2.a. or 2.b. above, please identify specifically by Row and
Column identifier of the Workbook the specific cost information that the Companies
are claiming is confidential, and explain in detail the following:

a. the difference between (i) the cost information in the “ ” and “ ”
and (ii) the publically disclosed costs of the Trimble Landfill in this proceeding
and in the Companies’ 2014 Rate Cases.

b. how the detailed cost disclosures in the referenced “ ” Worksheets is a
different type of cost information from the detailed cost items in Attachment A
and requires confidentiality.

4. With respect to Attachment B to this Supplemental Data Request, are the O&M costs
of the CCR Treatment Facility (distinct from the CCR transport infrastructure and
landfill related costs) included in the “ ” Worksheet? If yes, please explain
and identify those cost in the “ ” Worksheet.

5. Please refer to Attachment C to this Supplemental Data Request.

a. Please provide the source and documentation for the costs detailed in the
“Additional O&M” section.

b. Are the costs listed in the “Additional O&M” section still accurate with respect to
the costs listed therein as of the referenced date (December 2014), or has
subsequent review of costs resulted in those costs now being inaccurate or
incomplete?
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c. If the cost assumptions as reflected in the “Additional O&M” section have 

changed or been revised, please provide all documentation supporting thet 
changes or revisions. 
 

d. If the cost assumptions as reflected in the “Additional O&M” section have 
changed or been revised, will the Companies be revising the Supplement to 
Alternative Analysis to reflect the changed or updated costs? 
 

e. Did the Companies provide the cost information on Attachment C to GAI, or were 
the costs developed by GAI independently of the Companies? 
 

f. Did the Companies review the cost assumption as reflected in the “Additional 
O&M” section of Attachment C? If yes, who at the Companies were involved in 
that review? 
 

g. Please specifically identify any cost included in the “ ” and “ ” 
sections of the “ ” Worksheet in the Workbook identified in question 2 
above that are or were excluded from the costs identified in the “Additional O& 
M” section of Attachment C. 
 

h. Please reconcile the costs included in the “ ” and “ ” sections of 
the “ ” Worksheet in the Workbook identified in question 2 above to 
the costs identified in the “Additional O&M” section of Attachment C. 
 

i. Provide copies of all reports, materials, spreadsheets, calculations, and analyses 
provided by the Companies to GAI related to the “ ” and “ ” 
sections of the “ ” Worksheet in the Workbook identified in question 2 
above. 
 

6. The Companies have stated or suggested that there is cost data that would be 
considered by the Commission in this proceeding that should not be considered by, or 
is irrelevant to, the Corps of Engineers’ consideration of the economic portion of a 
LEDPA 404 comparative alternatives analysis. Is there any cost data the Companies 
believe should or would be considered by the Corps that should not be considered by 
the Commission in determining the least cost comparative alternative in a CPCN 
determination? 
 

7. Please identify the source on which the Companies are basing their decision on which 
costs of the Trimble Landfill should and should not be considered by the Corps of 
Engineers’ consideration of the economic portion of a LEDPA 404 comparative 
alternatives analysis. 
 



3 
 

8. Please identify which cost information detailed in the “ ” Worksheet or the 
“ ” Worksheet that should not be considered by, or is irrelevant to the economic 
portion of a LEDPA 404 comparative alternatives analysis. Provide support and 
documentation for your answer. 
 

9. Please see Attachment D to this Supplemental Data Request in reference to the 
following question. 
 
a. Is it the position of the Companies that any of the information or projections in 

Attachment D for any future year would be confidential? If so, please explain in 
detail the basis of the Companies’ claim for confidentiality by description and/or 
year. By way of example, would the Companies’ claim the same information as 
listed in Attachment B for the year 2020 would be confidential? 
 

b. Was each year’s calculation of the projected annual revenue requirement 
(“Projected E(m))” based on the following formula? 
 E(m)=[(RB) (ROR+(ROR-DR)(TR/1-TR)))]+OE, where 
  E(m) = Projected Total Revenue Requirement 
  RB = Projected Environmental Compliance Rate Base 
  ROR = Projected Rate of Return on Environmental Compliance  
   Rate Base 
  DR = Projected Debit Rate  
  TR = Projected Federal & State Income Tax Rate 
  OE = Projected Operating & Maintenance Expenses  
 

c. Will using the above formula result in an appropriate and/or accepted method of 
calculating the annual Projected E(m) of a project? If not, please explain in detail 
your answer.  
 

d. Was Attachment D an appropriate calculation and/or method of calculating the 
Projected E(m) of the project? If not, please explain in detail your answer. 
 

e. Assuming KU wanted a projected present value of the annual revenue 
requirements (PVRR) of Phase I of the Ghent Landfill project limited to years 
2009 through 2018, would applying a present value calculation to the E(m) for the 
years 2009 through 2018 in Attachment D result in a PVRR determination for 
Phase I of the Ghent Landfill? If not, please explain in detail your answer. 
 

f. If the Companies’ answer to e. above is yes, would the calculated PVRR be 
confidential? If yes, please explain in detail your answer. 
 

g. If the Companies’ answer to e. above is yes, and assuming the Companies had 
extended Attachment C to project the E(m) of all years and/or all phases of the 



4 
 

Ghent Landfill project, would applying a present value calculation to the E(m) for 
all of the years of the project provide a projected PVRR for all phases of the 
Ghent Landfill? If not, please explain in detail your answer. 
 

h. If the Companies’ answer to g. above is yes, would the calculated PVRR be 
confidential? If yes, please explain in detail your answer. 
 

i. Do the Companies have the ability to calculate or determine the information on 
Attachment D for all projected phases of the Ghent and Trimble County landfills 
from the start of each project through the period that ratepayers would be billed 
under the ECR surcharge for each project?  
 

i. If yes, please provide the information in the format of Attachment D in an 
Excel Workbook with all cell formulas and linkages intact, with the 
information as set forth in Attachment C for the period that ratepayers 
would be billed under the ECR surcharge for the Ghent and Trimble 
County landfills, assuming Base Generation and Beneficial Use will occur 
as set forth in Attachment to SV 1-14_TCOffsiteStorage.xlsx.  
 

ii. If no, please explain why the Companies do not have the ability to 
calculate or determine the information on Attachment D for all projected 
phases of the Ghent and Trimble County landfills from the start of each 
project through the period that ratepayers would be billed under the ECR 
surcharge for each project. 

 
10. Please provide the source formula, inputs, and/or assumptions that were used to 

calculate the amounts in ” Worksheet in Attachment to 
SV 1-17d (2012SVAnalysis).xlsx, and explain the use of the indicated book life 
periods as compared to the 2.79% book depreciation rate used in Attachment D to this 
Supplemental Data Request.  
 

11. Please refer to pages 7 and 8 of John Walters’s pre-filed testimony and explain in 
detail the cause of the differences between the referenced attachments of his 
testimony for the years in question.  
 

12. Are the Companies planning to generate revenues by selling space in the Trimble 
County or Ghent Landfills to any non-affiliated party, or will the Companies in any 
way be competing with a non-affiliated commercial landfill company for CCR or 
other waste disposal?  
 
a. If no, please explain how public disclosure of any cost component of the Ghent or 

Trimble County landfills, or the public disclosure of the projected PVRR 
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calculation for the Ghent or Trimble County landfill projects, would result in an 
unfair commercial advantage to the Companies’ competitors. 
 

b. If yes, please describe the Companies plans for selling space in the landfills 
and/or competing with third party commercial landfills. 

 
13. Attachment E to this Supplemental Data Request is the Coal Combustion Residuals 

Plan for E.W. Brown dated May 2011 and disclosed to the Commission in Case No. 
2011-00161. 
 
a.  If known to the Companies, please provide details of specific instances of the 

Companies’ competitors gaining an unfair competitive advantage because of the 
Companies’ decision not to claim confidentiality with respect to projected costs 
and PVRR analysis for the Brown landfill alternatives considered.  
 

b. If there are no known specific instances of competitors gaining an unfair 
advantage, please explain, and discuss in detail how the information disclosed in 
Attachment D could be used by a competitor of the Companies to gain an unfair 
advantage over the Companies with respect to operations, earnings, pricing or 
sales.  

 
14. Please provide the assumed tax and book depreciation rates/percentages for the 

Trimble Landfill used in each of the Workbooks listed in question 2 above. 
 

15. In Attachment to PSC 1-18_UpdatedSVAnalysis_REDACTED.xlsx, please explain 
the amounts entered into cells  

Worksheet. Please 
provide copies of all calculations, work papers, spreadsheets and any other documents 
supporting the change in your answer. Please specifically explain why this cost 
should be included as a cost of the Sterling alternative ( ). 
 

16. Please explain the reason for  between the three fuel burn toggles on 
the “Summary” Worksheets in SV 1-14_TCOffsiteStorage_REDACTED.xlsx  

 and the three toggles for fuel burn in SV 
1-14_ TCOffsiteStorage_ REDACTED.xlsx (  

). Please provide copies of all calculations, work papers, spreadsheets 
and any other documents supporting the change in your answer. 
 

17. Please explain the reasons for the differences between the amounts entered into Rows 
14 through 17 and 19 through 20 in the “  ” of Worksheets of SV 1-
14_TCOffsiteStorage_ REDACTED.xlsx and PSC 1-18_Updated SVAnalysis_ 
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REDACTED.xlsx. Please provide copies of all calculations, work papers, 
spreadsheets and any other documents supporting the change in your answer. 
 
a. Please provide the source formulas, inputs and/or assumptions that were used to 

calculate the amounts in the cells of the above  Worksheets. 
 

18. Did the Companies solicit any bids or issue any requests for proposals to third parties 
for alternatives to building the Trimble County Landfill?  
 
a. If yes, please confirm that Sterling Ventures was not included in the list of bidders 

for alternatives to building the Trimble County Landfill.  
 

b. If no, please explain why the Companies did not solicit any bids or issue any 
requests for proposals to third parties soliciting alternatives to building the 
Trimble Landfill. 
 

19. Please refer to the Companies’ response to Question 1 of the Commission Staff Initial 
Request for Information. 
 
a. The Companies have estimated one year of litigation following the issuance of 

permits necessary to build the Trimble Landfill. Please explain and provide the 
source and all documentation on which a one year litigation period is based. 
 

b. If the permit applications necessary to build the Trimble Landfill are denied by 
the Corps of Engineers, or applicable state agency approvals are denied or 
delayed, what is the volume of CCR that would or could be placed in the Ghent 
Landfill before the Companies would be required to seek other offsite alternatives 
or alternative energy sources? 
 

c. Please provide all contingency costing analysis done by the Companies in 
preparation for the possibility that permits necessary to build the Trimble Landfill 
are denied or delayed. 
 

d. Please specifically describe the process by which CCR would be excavated from 
the BAP and/or GSP for transportation to another permitted landfill.  
 

i. Would the transportation be by truck or have the Companies considered 
transportation by barge?  
 

ii. What would be the moisture content of CCR excavated and transported 
from the BAP and/or GSP? 
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iii. Do the Companies remain liable for, and subject to penalties, under the 
CCR Final Rule if a non-affiliated commercial land improperly stores, 
uses, disposes or claims a beneficial use of the Companies’ CCR? 

 
e. What is the anticipated cost to transport CCR from Trimble County to the Ghent 

Landfill in the event that permitting necessary to build the Trimble Landfill are 
denied by the Corps of Engineers, or applicable state agency approvals are denied 
or delayed? 
 

f. Have the Companies considered placing FGD gypsum from Ghent into Sterling’s 
mine using Sterling’s existing beneficial use permit prior to the effective date of 
the CCR Final Rule in order to keep Sterling’s facility as an option in the event 
Sterling obtains a modified beneficial use permit for Trimble County’s CCR, and 
the permits for the Trimble Landfill are denied or delayed? If not please explain 
why the Companies, given the cost of transporting CCR offsite to another landfill, 
have not considered this alternative. Please provide support and documentation 
for your answer. 
 

20. Would the Companies’ use of CCR to fill or close ponds and existing surface 
impoundments be considered beneficial use under the CCR Final Rule? 
 
a. If yes, do the Companies currently have, or will they be required to get a 

beneficial use permit from the Kentucky Division of Waste Management for that 
beneficial use after the effective date of the CCR Final Rule? 
 

b. Is it the position of the Companies that the Kentucky Division of Waste 
Management does not have the authority under the CCR Final Rule to require a 
beneficial use permit prior to beneficially using CCR? 
 

c. Is it the Companies position that the current permit from the Kentucky Division of 
Waste Management to beneficially use CCR at Cane Run will no longer be valid 
after the effective date of the CCR Final Rule? 
 

d. If the Companies do have, or will be required to obtain, beneficial use permits 
from the Kentucky Division of Waste Management, to use CCR in connection 
with closing or remediating existing ponds or surface impoundments, please 
explain the Companies position as to whether the beneficial use permit should or 
should not be relevant to a legal determination in a citizen’s suit claiming the use 
of CCR to close ponds or surface impoundment is not a beneficial use under the 
CCR Final Rule. 
 

e. What is the regulatory or statutory basis for recovery of penalties in a citizen’s 
suit for violation of the CCR Final Rule? 
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21. Do the Companies remain liable for, and subject to penalties, under the CCR Final 

Rule if Holcim, CertainTeed or any other third party beneficial user improperly 
stores, uses, disposes of or claims a beneficial use of the Companies’ CCR? Please 
explain and document your answer. 

 
22. Provide the date, location, and time of all discussions or conversations between the 

Companies’ personnel and any representative of any federal or state agency, 
including, but not limited to, the Kentucky Division of Waste Management (“DWM”) 
and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”), and any other participants 
related to CCR disposal or beneficial use at any of Sterling’s mines.  
 
a. Provide the names of all people involved in those discussions, their employment 

positions or titles, and any notes of those discussions, and describe the substance 
of those discussions.  
 

b. Provide copies of all correspondence between the Companies’ personnel and any 
representative of any federal or state agency, including, but not limited to, DWM 
and EPA, and any other parties related to CCR disposal or beneficial use at any of 
Sterling’s mines. 

 
23. Please provide an analysis and discussion of any logistical hurdles that would prevent 

the Companies from using the Ghent Landfill, the new Trimble County GSP or the 
Trimble County BAP in the event of a temporary interruption in access to Sterling’s 
mine. Please include in the analysis the number of years, including allowed extension, 
that the Trimble County BAP would be available to receive CCR under the CCR 
Final Rule.  
 

24. Have the Companies considered in-place stabilization a section of the BAP and 
developing a CCR compliant landfill in that section of the BAP that could 
temporarily handle CCR, or could be used to stage CCR for beneficial use? 
 
a. If the answer is yes, is in-place stabilization of the BAP currently being 

considered or have the Companies determined that in-place impoundment 
stabilization is unfeasible. Please detail, document and explain your answer. 
 

b. If the answer is no, please explain why in-place stabilization of a section of the 
BAP has not been considered. 

 
25. Please refer to the Fenner Dunlop report. (See Attachment F to this Supplemental 

Data Request)  
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a. This Report proposes building a bridge style continuous unloading barge off-
loading facility of handling 3,000 tons per hour, which would provide the ability 
to unload 6,000,000 tons per year of CCR based on a 40 hour work week 
(4,500,000 tons per year at 75% efficiency). Please explain and provide all 
supporting documentation on the decision to construct a bridge style continuous 
unloading barge off-loading facility versus an excavator/clamshell bucket barge 
unloading facility.  
 

b. Please provide the original cost, and year of construction, of the Companies’ 
current excavator/clamshell bucket barge unloading facilities at its river plants, 
and the tons per hour capacity of each. 
 

c.  The Report indicates the cost of the required 8 barges and a tug at $3,133,000. In 
the Workbooks referenced in question 2 above, the assumed cost for barges in 
calculating the Sterling alternative was $  (Attachment to PSC 1-
18_UpdatedSVAnalysis_REDACTED.xlsx., Worksheet cell at  

 
. Please provide all documentation supporting 

your answer. 
 

26. Please provide the calculation, assumptions and basis for the $  in  
 of the Sterling Option in Attachment to PSC 1-

18_UpdatedSVAnalysis_REDACTED.xlsx. (See Worksheet cell at  
). 

 
27. Have the Companies prepared a comparative PVRR analysis of the Trimble Landfill 

versus the Sterling alternative using the barge site proposed by Sterling in Warsaw?  
 
a. If the answer is yes, please provide a copy of that PVRR analysis, and explain all 

cost assumptions used in that analysis. 
 

b. If the answer is no, please explain why the Companies have not further considered 
the Warsaw site as a possible alternative location to the location assumed in the 
Supplement to Alternatives Analysis. 

 
28. What will be the assumed moisture content percentage of CCR after treatment in the 

Trimble County CCRT facility? 
 

29. Reference the testimony of Mr. Voyles at page 13, lines 16 -17. Provide copies of all 
documents in the Companies’ possession that pertain to these discussions with 
Sterling. These documents should include any communications, analyses, reports, etc. 
created or obtained from the Companies as well as any of their affiliated companies. 
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30. Reference the testimony of Mr. Voyles at page 1 whereat the witness states that he is 
an employee of LG&E and KU Services Company. 
 
a. Provide Mr. Voyles’ title or position with LG&E and KU Services Company. 

 
b. Provide Mr. Voyles’ job description as it relates to LG&E and KU Services 

Company. 
 

c. Provide a comprehensive corporate chart showing the full relationship, including 
ownership, whether the companies are regulated, and the affiliation between KU, 
LG&E, LG&E and KU Services Company, and LG&E and KU Energy LLC. 
 

31. With regard to LG&E and KU Services Company, provide the following: 
 
a. The services provided by LG&E and KU Services Company to KU, 
b. The total financial contribution KU pays, allocates or books to LG&E and KU 

Service Company, 
 

c. The services provided by LG&E and KU Services Company to LG&E, 
 

d. The total financial contribution LG&E pays, allocates or books to LG&E and KU 
Service Company, and 
 

e. The names and titles of all officers of LG&E and KU Services Company. 
 

32. Did LG&E and KU Services Company participate in the decision of KU and LG&E 
in the underlying CPCN case? If so, provide the following: 
 
a. The names and titles of the officers who participated, 

 
b. The exact nature of the participation, as in whether the company provided any 

calculations, analysis(es), data or information, etc., and 
 

c. Describe in detail whether the company had any role in making the final decision. 
 

33. Reference the testimony of Mr. Voyles at page 13, line 18 through page 14, line 2. 
Please describe in detail the basis for the assertions made therein. 
 

34. Reference the testimony of Mr. Voyles at page 17, lines 13 – 18.  Please explain the 
“disparate points of interest between the Kentucky Public Service Commission and 
the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers with respect to CCR storage.” 
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35. Reference the testimony of Mr. Voyles at page 18, line 11 - 12. Explain in detail the 
following statement: “Costs are treated differently in a LEDPA analysis than in a 
CPCN analysis.” 
 

36. Reference the testimony of Mr. Voyles at page 20, lines 22 - 24. Provide a copy of all 
documents related to the testimony wherein the witness states: “The Companies 
expressed concern by speaking at a public meeting about the proposed rule, its effect 
on beneficial reuse applications and the treatment, as well as through formal 
comments to the EPA.” 
 

37. Reference the testimony of Mr. Voyles at page 28, lines 1 - 12. Describe in detail the 
“experience” that the Companies have in operating a mine. 
 

38. Reference the testimony of Mr. Revlett at page 1 whereat the witness states that he is 
an employee of LG&E and KU Services Company. 
 
a. Provide Mr. Revlett’s title or position with LG&E and KU Services Company. 

 
b. Provide Mr. Revlett’s job description as it relates to LG&E and KU Services 

Company. 
 

c. Provide a comprehensive corporate chart showing the full relationship, including 
ownership, whether the companies are regulated, and the affiliation between KU, 
LG&E, LG&E and KU Services Company, and LG&E and KU Energy LLC. 
 

39. Reference the testimony of Mr. Sinclair at page 1 whereat the witness states that he is 
an employee of KU and LG&E Energy LLC. 
 
a. Provide Mr. Sinclair’s title or position with LG&E and KU Energy LLC. 

 
b. Provide Mr. Sinclair’s job description as it relates to LG&E and KU Energy LLC. 

 
c. Provide a comprehensive corporate chart showing the full relationship, including 

ownership, whether the companies are regulated, and the affiliation between KU, 
LG&E, LG&E and KU Services Company, and LG&E and KU Energy LLC. 
 

40. With regard to LG&E and KU Energy LLC, provide the following: 
 
a. The services provided by LG&E and KU Energy LLC to KU, 

 
b. The total financial contribution KU pays, allocates or books to LG&E and KU 

Energy LLC, 
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c. The services provided by LG&E and KU Energy LLC to LG&E, 
 

d. The total financial contribution LG&E pays, allocates or books to LG&E and KU 
Energy LLC, and 
 

e. The names and titles of all officers of LG&E and KU Energy LLC. 
 

41. Did LG&E and KU Energy LLC participate in the decision of KU and LG&E in the 
underlying CPCN case? If so, provide the following: 
 
a. The names and titles of the officers who participated. 

 
b. The exact nature of the participation, as in whether the company provided any 

calculations, analysis(es), data or information, etc. 
 

c. Describe in detail whether the company had any role in making the final decision. 
 

42. Reference the testimony of Mr. Conroy at page 1 whereat the witness states that he is 
an employee of LG&E and KU Services Company. 
 
a. Provide Mr. Conroy’s title or position with LG&E and KU Services Company. 

 
b. Provide Mr. Conroy’s job description as it relates to LG&E and KU Services 

Company. 
 

c. Provide a comprehensive corporate chart showing the full relationship, including 
ownership, whether the companies are regulated, and the affiliation between KU, 
LG&E, LG&E and KU Services Company, and LG&E and KU Energy LLC. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
Sterling Ventures, LLC 

  
By:___________________________ 
John W. Walters, Jr. 
General Counsel/CFO 
376 South Broadway 
Lexington, KY 40508 
Phone: (859) 259-9600 
johnwalters@sterlingventures.com 

 

Dated:  August 20, 2015 

mailto:johnwalters@sterlingventures.com
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

This is to certify that Sterling Ventures, LLC’s August 20, 2015 electronic filing of 
the Supplemental Data Request is a true and accurate copy of the same document being filed 
in paper medium; that the electronic filing has been transmitted to the Commission on August 
20, 2015; that there are currently no parties that the Commission has excused from participation 
by electronic means in this proceeding; and that an original paper copy of the Data Requests 
is being mailed, by first class United States mail, postage prepaid, to the Commission on 
August 21, 2015. 

______________________________ 
John W. Walters, Jr 
General Counsel, Sterling Ventures, LLC 
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