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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 16

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: John J. Spanos
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson
Request 16. Refer to the Direct Testimony of Anthony Campbell at 7 wherein he

addresses Amendment 5 to the Company’s Wholesale Power Contract (WPC) extending the term
of the WPC to January 1, 2068 and states: “Amendment 5 extends the term of the current WPC to
January 1, 2068 — an additional seventeen years over the prior term. This will allow EKPC to
borrow money from RUS at lower rates and depreciate assets for a longer period of time, which
will help to keep rates lower for Owner-Members and their retail members.” Explain how
Amendment 5 was reflected in the proposed depreciation rates in this proceeding. Cite specifically
to the parameters, including the probable retirement dates and life spans for the Company’s
production plant accounts, reflected in Parts III, IV, V, and VI of Attachment JJS-1, the

depreciation study

Response 16. The extension of the Company’s Wholesale Power Contract does not have
an impact on the expected life of all property equipment for depreciation purposes. The survivor

curves for all assets and the probable retirement dates relate to the expected life of the existing and
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future assets for efficient and economic purposes in order to match asset utilization to asset

recovery. The WPC will allow EKPC to secure longer term debt.

Supplemental Response 16. Depreciation of existing assets was not impacted by the

extension of the WPC. Extending the term of the WPC will allow EKPC to secure longer term
financing from RUS on future loans. Before the WPC extension, EKPC would have been limited
on new loans as they would need to mature by January 1, 2051. This extension does not impact
the term of existing loans with RUS, and EKPC cannot refinance the existing RUS loans to a
longer term through RUS. Extending the WPC did not impact the remaining useful like of existing
equipment. The benefits of extending the WPC will be realized when RUS debt is secured to fund

future projects.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

Page 1 of 4

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025

REQUEST 17

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson, Objection (d) — Legal
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

Request 17.

Refer to the Direct Testimony of Anthony Campbell at 6 wherein the

following question and answer are reflected:

“Q. HAVE THERE BEEN OTHER  SIGNIFICANT
DEVELOPMENTS THAT HAVE AFFECTED EKPC’S

FINANCIAL CONDITION?

A. December, January, and February are the months with the
highest expected sales based on normal weather; meaning, the
heating season is critical to EKPC’s financial well-being. In 2023
and 2024, EKPC experienced lower sales due to milder than normal
weather, specifically in the heating season. Weather during the
heating season was 24.5% warmer than normal in 2023 and 21.9%
warmer than normal in 2024, resulting in lower sales than expected

in both years.”
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a. Confirm the Company calculated temperature normalized revenues for 2023 and
2024 and that the Witness Campbell relied on those calculations for his testimony. If confirmed,
then provide all models and workpapers in live Excel format with all formulas intact, notes,
analyses, studies, and reports that address and/or otherwise reflect temperature normalized
revenues.

b. Confirm the Company calculates temperature normalized revenues in the normal
course of business. If confirmed, then describe the calculations, timing of the calculations,
distribution of results, how the results are communicated, and how the results are used, for what
purpose, and by whom.

c. Explain why the Company did not include proforma adjustments to temperature
normalize revenues. In addition, provide a copy of all notes, memos, reports, studies, analyses,
and/or all other documents relating to the Company’s decision not to include a temperature
normalization adjustment in this proceeding.

d. Calculate and provide the proforma adjustments necessary to temperature
normalize revenues in the test year in an Excel workbook in live format and with all formulas
intact.

e. Provide a copy of all temperature normalization analyses for calendar years 2023
and 2024 prepared by or on behalf of the Company in conjunction with this proceeding.
Response 17.

a. Mr. Campbell did not reference temperature normalized revenue in his testimony.
Mr. Campbell referenced actual HDD as compared to National Oceanic and Atmospheric

Administration’s (“NOAA”) calculated normal. EKPC does not normalize historic revenues.
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b. EKPC does not normalize historic revenues.

c. In using a historic test year, actuals are presented as the basis of revenue
requirements. EKPC does not weather normalize revenues, or expenses of historic data. If EKPC
were to normalize revenues based upon the assumptions of normal weather, normalized retail
Owner-Member counts, and other assumptions, EKPC would file a forecasted test year instead of
a historic test year.

d. Objection. This request is overly broad and unduly burdensome in light of the fact
that the Commission has never accepted an electric weather normalization adjustment in a litigated
historic test year proceeding. The request would require EKPC to undertake original work not
previously performed or contemplated. Given the previous Commission decisions on this subject,
the requested adjustments would likely not be accepted. The request would require EKPC to
expend considerable effort for no reasonable purpose and therefore, EKPC objects to providing
the requested adjustments.

€. EKPC did not conduct any analysis to normalize weather or revenues in

conjunction with this proceeding.

Supplemental Response 17. Per an informal supplemental request through counsel,

EKPC is providing the referenced weather comparison. See attachments AG - Nucor DRI Request
17 - 2023 Degree Days.xlsx and AG - Nucor DRI Request 17 - 2024 Degree Days.xlsx for the
degree day comparisons referenced by Mr. Campbell. These spreadsheets include the heating

degree days (“HDD”) and cooling degree days (“CDD”) by month for the Blue Grass Airport. The
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comparison is between actual temperatures and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration’s (“NOAA”) calculated normals for HDD and CDD. NOAA updates their normals
every ten years and are based on a 30-year period. NOAA last updated normals in 2021 and is

based upon the year 1991 through 2020.

EKPC does not weather normalize their historic revenues. The 2025 IRP does display
weather normalized energy requirements for 2019 through 2023 on page 54. It is noted that energy
requirements are different than energy billed. In the billing process there are minimum bills and

contracts to account for.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 19

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal
Request 19. Provide a schedule for each month during the test year and each month after

the test year showing for each member cooperative and in total for all member cooperatives:
temperature normalized member revenues by class and member tariff, and temperature normalized

member revenues by class and member tariff that would have been flowed through, remitted to,

and recorded by EKPC.
Response 19. Objection. This request is overly broad and unduly burdensome in light of

the fact that the Commission has never accepted an electric weather normalization adjustment in
a litigated historic test year proceeding. The request would require EKPC to undertake original
work not previously performed or contemplated. Given the previous Commission decisions on this
subject, the requested adjustments would likely not be accepted. The request would require EKPC
to expend considerable effort for no reasonable purpose and therefore, EKPC objects to providing

the requested adjustments.
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Supplemental Response 19. Renewed objection. EKPC is utilizing a historic test year.

Weather normalization adjustments are not a calculation the Commission has historically
approved, with a few exceptions, for cases based on a historic test year. EKPC has never
completed such calculation and would take a large amount of time to develop such calculation. It
is also noted that revenue should not be adjusted by itself. Assuming different weather conditions

would impact costs as well as revenues.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025

REQUEST 22

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal

Request 22. Calculate and provide the proforma adjustments necessary to annualize

revenues to reflect customer growth through the end of the test year in an Excel workbook in live

format and with all formulas intact.

Response 22. EKPC believes that actual allowable expenses should be paired with actual
revenues that were incurred during the historic test year used in the development of this case.
Adjusting revenues for annualized customer counts would create a disconnect between the

revenues collected and the costs incurred by EKPC during the test year.

Supplemental Response 22. Objection.  This request is overly broad and unduly

burdensome and seeks information that is not relevant to this proceeding. EKPC has found that
actual allowable expenses should be paired with actual revenues so that it reflects adjustments that
are known and measurable rather than estimated. A historic test year was used in the development
of this case. Adjusting revenues for customer counts would not keep the revenues consistent with

the costs incurred.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 23

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal; Response - Jacob R. Watson
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal
Request 23. Calculate and provide the proforma adjustments necessary to annualize

revenues to reflect customer growth through June 2024, December 2024, and June 2025 in an

Excel workbook in live format and with all formulas intact.

Response 23. Objection. This request is overly broad and unduly burdensome and seeks
information that is not relevant to this proceeding. EKPC has found that actual allowable expenses
should be paired with actual revenues so that it reflects adjustments that are known and measurable
rather than estimated. A historic test year was used in the development of this case. Adjusting

revenues for customer counts would not keep the revenues consistent with the costs incurred.

Supplemental Response 23. Renewed objection. In addition, this is not a calculation that

EKPC has performed and it would take time to develop such calculation.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 24

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal; Response — Jacob R. Watson
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson
Request 24. Refer to the Direct Testimony of Anthony Campbell at 9-11 regarding new

member cooperative loads.

a. For each new load identified, provide the member cooperative revenues by tariff
and the EKPC revenues by tariff for each month January 2023 through June 2025.

b. Describe whether and if so, how, the new loads are reflected in test year revenues.
If so, provide the EKPC base revenues by tariff by month included in the test year for each of the

new loads.

Response 24.

a. Objection. This request seeks information for time periods not relevant to this
proceeding. Without waiving this objection, none of the referenced new member cooperative loads
came online during the 2023 test year. Only two of the six referenced projects have come online
through June 2025.

b. None of the referenced new member cooperative loads came online during the

2023 test year. There was no impact on revenues in the test year.
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Supplemental Response 24.

a. See attachment Confidential AG - Nucor DRI Request 24a - New Load

Revenues.xlsx, which is being filed under seal pursuant to a motion for confidential treatment.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 29

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal; Response — Michelle K. Carpenter
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Michelle K. Carpenter
Request 29. Provide a trial balance with all balance sheet and income statement accounts

and subaccounts for each month from January 2022 through December 2024 and each month
thereafter for which actual information is available and as actual information for each subsequent

month is available throughout the pendency of this proceeding.

Response 29. Objection. This request is overly broad, unduly burdensome, duplicative of
financial information already provided in this case, and otherwise publicly available from annual
reports and auditor's reports on the Commission's website. Without waiving said objection, EKPC
is providing its annual trial balances for 2022, 2023, 2024, and the first seven months of 2025.
Please see Excel spreadsheet AG - Nucor DRI Request 29 - Trial Balance.xlsx for all
general ledger account balances for the years ended December 31, 2022, 2023, 2024, and 2025 to
date. It should be noted that EKPC only provided year-end balances for 2022 through 2024 and
year-to-date 2025 as its standard monthly trial balance reports provide year-to-date balances of all

revenue and expense accounts, not monthly activity.
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Supplemental Response 29. Please see Excel spreadsheet AG - Nucor DRI Request 29 —

Monthly Trial Balances.xlsx for all general ledger account balances for each month from January
2022 through December 2024, and each month of 2025 to date through July. It should be noted
that EKPC’s standard monthly trial balance reports provide year-to-date balances of all revenue

and expense accounts, not monthly activity.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 43

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: John J. Spanos

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: John J. Spanos

Request 43. Refer to Attachment JJS-1 at VI-4 through VI-7 and at VIII-2 as part of the
Gannett Fleming Depreciation Study attached to the Direct Testimony of John J. Spanos.

a. Provide a version of these schedules without terminal net salvage on the production
plant accounts. Provide these schedules in an Excel workbook in live format and with all formulas
intact.

b. Provide a version of these schedules without terminal net salvage and without
interim retirements and without interim net salvage on all production plant accounts. Provide these

schedules in an Excel workbook in live format and with all formulas intact.

Response 43.

a. Please see attachments AG - Nucor DRI Request 43 - Table 1 and AG - Nucor

DRI Request 43 - Table 2.xlsx.

b. No terminal net salvage nor any interim retirements and interim net salvage for

production plant would violate proper accounting practices so this has not been calculated.
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Supplemental Response 43.

b. No terminal net salvage nor any interim retirements and interim net salvage for
production plant would violate proper accounting practices so this has not been calculated. This

request violates the concept of depreciation and proper recovery for regulated entities.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 45

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: John J. Spanos

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: John J. Spanos

Request 45. For each Company, provide the regulatory liabilities for interim net salvage
for all electric plant assets at December 31, 2022 and each month thereafter for which actual

information is available.

Response 45. The depreciation study includes all cost of removal and gross salvage that

is a component of regulatory ratemaking. Therefore, there are not regulatory liabilities included

in the Depreciation Study.

Supplemental Response 45. No change to original response.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 49

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson
Request 49. For each reserve balance sheet reserve account other than the uncollectible

accounts reserve, provide the beginning balance, expense accruals, charge-offs, and ending
balance for each month during the years 2022 through 2024 and each month in 2025 with available

information applicable to the gas division.

Response 49. Objection. The term “reserve” is ambiguous and is not defined. Because

EKPC is unable to determine what information is being requested, EKPC objects to this request.

Supplemental Response 49. Per an informal supplemental request through counsel, the

term was defined as for storm and maintenance outage reserves. EKPC does not have reserve

accounts for storms or maintenance outages.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 82

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal; Response — Gregory H. Cecil
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection - Legal; Response - Gregory H.
Cecil

Request 82. Provide, in Excel with formulas, the following information for each EKPC
rate class modeled in the class cost of service study (Rates E, B, C, G, Large Special Contract,
Special Contract Pumping Stations, Steam Service):

a. Hourly load data for the test year ending December 31, 2023.

b. Hourly load data for the years 2020, 2021, 2022 and 2024.

Response 82.

a. Please see attachment AG — Nucor DRI Request 82a — 2023 Load Data.xlsx.

b. Objection. This information is outside the scope of the proceeding, irrelevant,
overly broad, and unduly burdensome. EKPC’s provided the requested information for the test-
year. The additional years requested are irrelevant to this proceeding and would require EKPC to

expend numerous hours compiling irrelevant data.
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Supplemental Response 82. Please see attachment AG - Nucor DRI Request 82a — 2023

and 2024 Load Data.xlsx. EKPC objects to providing the years prior to the test period. Pursuant
to KRS 278.192(2)(c) intervening parties are entitled to examine information for the twelve
months immediately preceding the filing of the application. EKPC filed its application on August
1, 2025, therefore the intervening parties are entitled to examine the information for August 1,
2024 through July 31, 2025. Without waiving the objection, EKPC is providing the information

for both the 2023 test period and the full calendar year of 2024.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 93

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jeffrey W. Wernert, Jr.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

Request 93. Refer to Exhibit JWW-3.

a. Provide this schedule and all supporting workpapers including all Excel workbooks
with formulas intact.

b. If not provided in response to part a, provide all workpapers supporting the
development of the Max. CP of 2,707,000 kW.

c. Reconcile the Max. CP to the monthly peak mW on the EKPC 2023 KY PSC
Annual Report schedule Monthly Peaks and Output (Ref Page: 401).

d. If not provided in response to part a, provide all workpapers supporting the
development of the system kWh of 13,097,325,794 kWh.

e. Reconcile the system kWh to the Total Monthly Energy on the EKPC 2023 KY

PSC Annual Report schedule Monthly Peaks and Output (Ref Page: 401).

Response 93.

a. Please refer to EKPC’s response to Item 78.

b. Please refer to EKPC’s Response to Item 78.
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C. The 2,707 MWs used in the Average and Excess calculation is the hourly demand

reading for March 2023 and is the same value reported on page 2 of the EKPC 2023 Annual Report
(page 2 of Application Exhibit 30). The 2,707 MW peak represents all EKPC, including those
billed outside the billing system. The 2,848MW reported peak on EKPC’s 2023 PSC Annual
Report Schedule Monthly Peaks and Output (Ref Page: 401) is in addition to amounts billed
through EKPC’s billing system, including special contract and minimum bills.

d. Please refer to EKPC’s Response to Item 78.

e. Reconciliation is shown below. Please note that for reporting purposes for the
Monthly Peaks and Output files Nolin RECC is considered Monthly Non-Required sales, Steam
reports on the Monthly Peaks and Output is derived MWh equivalent amount based on the contract,
and the Salt River Lock 7 Generator Credit is a reduction to the Total Monthly Energy reports on

the Monthly Peak and Output as EKPC does not generate these MWh.

MWh per JWW-3: 13,097,326

Total Monthly Energy per Ref page 401: 12,746,544
Plus Nolin RECC: 715,004
Less Minimum Bills: (174,762)
Less Steam: (195,744)
Plus Lock 7 Generator Credit: 6,083
Total: 13,097,125

Difference 201
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Supplemental Response 93.

c. The two peaks are not directly comparable as they are two different metering basis
in location and duration as well as comparing billed and actual. The 2,707 MW used in the
Average and Excess calculation is the hourly demand reading for March 2023, this is the actual
60-minute demand experienced by EKPC. The 2,848 MW peak is a 15-minute peak which is used
for billing; including an adjustment for losses, steam, contract minimums, etc. These two

numbers have different basis and are not comparable.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025

REQUEST 106

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

Request 106. Provide the workpapers, in Excel, supporting the development of the Large

Special Contract 10 minute and 90 minute interruptible rates.

Response 106. EKPC is not proposing new interruptible rates for the Large Special
Contract and thus has no supporting documentation to provide. The interruptible rates in place for
the Large Special Contract were negotiated as part of the settlement agreement in Case No. 2010-
00167, Application of East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc. For General Adjustment of Electric

Rates.

Supplemental Response 106. The Large Special Contract 10-minute and 90-

minute interruptible rates were negotiated as part of the “black box” settlement agreement in
Case No. 2010-00167. The current EKPC staff is not aware of how this calculation was

derived and does not have the spreadsheet supporting this calculation.

! Case No. 2010-00167, Application of East Kentucky Power Cooperative, Inc. for a General Adjustment of Electric
Rates (filed June 8, 2010).
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025

REQUEST 107

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

Request 107. Provide a narrative explaining how EPE determined the appropriate

difference between the 10 minute and 90 minute notice rates.

Response 107. EKPC is unclear as to the identity of EPE and is therefore unable to

determine how they differentiate between 10-minute and 90-minute notice rates.

Supplemental Response 107. Per an informal supplemental request through counsel, the

request intended to ask for EKPC’s determination, and not EPE, on how they differentiate between
10-minute and 90-minute notice rates. Both originated when EKPC was its own balancing
authority. The 10-minute was valued similarly to a CT as it could be called on during a similar
time frame as a CT. The 90-minute basis stems from the Large Special Contract’s operation on

what was a feasible notice to interrupt the remaining non-firm load.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025

REQUEST 108

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson

Request 108. With regard to Application Exhibit 16, provide the following information:
a. EKPC’s current estimate, as used in EKPC resource planning analyses, of the

installed cost of a simple cycle CT for EKPC.

Response 108. EKPC utilized a capacity cost of $1,329 per kW for a simple cycle F-frame
combustion turbine in its 2025 Integrated Resource Plan (“IRP”). The capital cost was publicly
sourced from the National Renewable Energy Laboratory (“NREL”) 2024 Annual Technology

Bulletin (“ATB”).

Supplemental Response 108. The 2025 IRP was provided and is EKPC’s current

estimate.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 119

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal; Response — Jacob R. Watson
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Jacob R. Watson
Request 119. Since the beginning of 2021, by month, provide the amount of new crypto

mining interruptible load that came under contract by EKPC or its distribution members.

Response 119. Objection. This request is overly broad and unduly burdensome. In
addition, years outside the test year are not relevant to this proceeding. However, without waiving
said objection EKPC is providing the requested information for 2022.

EKPC does not have a rate dedicated to crypto loads. If members do not identify
themselves as crypto, then EKPC would not be able to identify them based on their load alone.
See attachment Confidential AG-Nucor DRI Request 113 — Customer Rate Schedule.xlsx for
EKPC’s response covering 2022, through June 2025. The retail members detailed are all served
by the Owner-Member distribution cooperatives, as EKPC does not have any retail members.
Only the months with values indicate that the retail member had an active contract. Months
without value indicate the retail member had no contract and was not taking power. Months with
the value “0” indicate that the billing Coincident Peak was at or below the firm demand, indicating

that no interruptible load was available to receive the interruptible credit under Rate D.
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Supplemental Response 119. Informal request through counsel request EKPC provide

more than just the 2022 information. It is noted that EKPC provided 2022 through June 2025 in
the original response. KRS 278.192(2)(c) entitles the intervening parties access to information for
the twelve-month period immediately prior to filing the application. EKPC has provided more

information than it was required to file in the response to this request.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 121

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal
Request 121. For the first year that new base rates will be in effect, what is EKPC’s

budgeted revenue from selling interruptible capacity to PJM?

Response 121. Objection. EKPC’s rates are based on a historic test year in this proceeding.

Forecasted budgeted numbers are not relevant to this proceeding.

Supplemental Response 121. Objection. KRS 278.192(2)(c) only entitles the intervening

parties access to information for the twelve-month period immediately prior to filing the
application. The information requested is outside that time period and is for forecasted information

in a case involving a historic test period.
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EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.
CASE NO. 2025-00208
FIRST REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RESPONSE

ATTORNEY GENERAL AND NUCOR’S REQUEST DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2025
REQUEST 124

RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection — Legal

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY: Objection - Legal; Response - Gregory H.
Cecil

Request 124. Provide a copy of the confidential version of EKPC’s 2025 IRP report.
Response 124. Objection. EKPC’s 2025 IRP is outside the scope of this case. Both the AG

and Nucor are parties to that proceeding and have access to all confidential documents provided

in that proceeding.

Supplemental Response 124. Objection. EKPC’s 2025 IRP is outside the scope of this

case. The AG is a party to that proceeding and has access to all confidential documents
provided in that proceeding. Without waiving said objection, EKPC is filing the
confidential portions of its 2025 IRP along with a motion for confidential treatment.
See attachments CONFIDENTIAL Pages from 2025 IRP.pdf, CONFIDENTIAL Section 11 - 2025
IRP Transmission System Map.pdf, and CONFIDENTIAL Technical Appendix - Vol I -

Load Forecast.pdf.
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