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COST ALLOCATION OVERVIEW
Introduction and Background

On September 29, 2006, the Board issued its directions on Cost Allocation Methodology for Electricity
Distributors (the “Directions”). On November 15, 2006, the Board issued the Cost Allocation Information
Filing Guidelines for Electricity Distributors (“the Guidelines”), the Cost Allocation Model (the “Model”) and
User Instructions (the “Instructions”) for the Model. E.L.K. prepared a cost allocation information filing

consistent with E.L.K.’s understanding of the Directions, the Guidelines, the Model and the Instructions.

One of the main objectives of the filing was to provide information on any apparent cross-subsidization
among a distributor's rate classifications. It was felt that this would give an indication of cross-
subsidization from one class to another and this information would be useful as a tool in future rate

applications.

On September 2, 2010, the Board began a proceeding, EB-2010-0219, with the mandate to review and
revise the existing Cost Allocation policy as needed. On March 31, 2011, the Report of the Board was
released in relation to EB-2010-0219 (“the March Report”). In the letter accompanying report, the Board
indicated that a Working Group would be formed to revise the original Cost Allocation Model to address
the revision highlighted in the March Report. On August 5, 2011, the Board released the new Cost

Allocation model and instructed 2012 Cost of Service filers to use the revised model in their applications.

In the March Report, the Board stated that “default weighting factors should now be utilized only in
exceptional circumstances”. Distributors are therefore now expected to develop their own weighting

factors.

In E.L.K.'s 2012 EDR COS Application (EB-2011-0099), the 2012 cost allocation model was used and
updated to reflect 2012 test year costs, customer numbers and demand values. The 2012 demand values
were based on the weather normalized load forecast used to design rates. E.L.K. developed weighting

factors based on discussions with staff experienced in the subject area.

In this application, E.L.K. has used the 2017 cost allocation model released by the OEB on July 21, 2016.
The model reflects 2017 test year costs, customer numbers and demand values. The 2017 demand
values were based on the weather normalized load forecast used to design rates. E.L.K. reviewed the

various weighting factors used in the 2012 study and believes the factors are still valid.
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Table 7-1: Service Weighting Factors

Rate Class Factor
Residential 1.0
General Service < 50 kW 1.9
General Service 50 to 4,999 kW 1.9
Street Lighting 0.7
Sentinel Lighting 0.8
Unmetered Scattered Load 0.7

Billing and Collection (Accounts 5315 — 5340, except 5335)

Table 7-2: Billing Weighting Factors

Rate Class Factor
Residential 1.0
General Service < 50 kW 1.0
General Service 50 to 4,999 kW 18.0
Street Lighting 15.3
Sentinel Lighting 1.0
Unmetered Scattered Load 1.0

Meter Capital (Sheet 17.1)

Table 7-3: Meter Capital Installation Costs
Meter Type Installation Cost per Meter
Smart Meter - Residential $77.13
Smart Meter - General Service < 50 kW $150.77
Demand with IT and Interval Capability - Secondary $2,100
Demand with IT and Interval Capability - Primary $10,000
Meter Reading (Sheet 17.2)

Table 7-4: Meter Reading Weighting Factor

Meter Type Factor

Smart Meter 1

GS - Vehicle with other services 3

Interval Meter 49
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SUMMARY OF RESULTS AND PROPOSED CHANGES

The data used in the updated cost allocation study is consistent with E.L.K.'s cost data that supports the
proposed 2017 revenue requirement outlined in this application. Consistent with the Guidelines, E.L.K’s
assets were broken out into primary and secondary distribution functions using breakout percentages
consistent with the original cost allocation informational filing. The breakout of assets, capital
contributions, depreciation, accumulated depreciation, customer data and load data by primary, line
transformer and secondary categories were developed from the best data available to E.L.K, its
engineering records, and its customer and financial information systems. An Excel version of the updated
cost allocation study has been included with the filed application material. In addition, Appendix 7-A
outlines Input Sheets -6 & [-8 and Output Sheets O-1 & O-2 (first page only).

Capital contributions, depreciation and accumulated depreciation by USoA are consistent with the
information provided in the 2017 continuity statement shown in Exhibit 2. The rate class customer data
used in the updated cost allocation study is consistent with the 2017 customer forecast outlined in Exhibit
3.

The load profiles for each rate class are the same as those used in the original information filing but have
been scaled to match the 2017 load forecast. In a letter, dated June 12, 2015, the OEB stated that it
expected distributors to be mindful of material changes to load profiles and to propose updates in their
respective cost of service applications when warranted. E.L.K. is not aware of any reason for the load
profiles to have material changed between the classes. As a result, E.L.K. has not updated its load
profiles at this time. However, E.L.K. confirms that it intends to put plans in place to update its load

profiles the next time a cost allocation model is filed.
The following Table 7-5 outlines the scaling factors used by rate class:

Table 7-5 Load Profiling Scaling Factors

2004 Weather Normal Values 2017 Weather

used Information Filing Normal Values Scaling
Rate Class (KWh) (kWh) Factor
Residential 75,584,844 92,079,767 121.8%
General Service < 50 kW 45,080,345 29,402,106 65.2%
General Service > 50 kW 69,650,366 60,476,956 86.8%
Street Lights 2,268,132 2,380,054 104.9%
Sentinel Lights 160,889 5,962 3.7%
Unmetered Scattered
Load 283,513 264,832 93.4%
Total 193,028,087 184,609,677 95.6%
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The allocated cost by rate class for the 2012 Cost of Service filing updated for New CGAAP deprecation

in 2014 and 2017 updated study are provided in the following Table 7-6.

(Consistent with RRWF, Tab 11 Cost Allocation, Allocated Costs )

Table 7-6: Allocated Cost —

2012 Board
Approved Cost
Allocation
Study with New Cost Allocated
CGAAP in the 2017
Rate Class Depreciation % Study %
Residential $2,496,518 67.0% $2,900,631 64.3%
General Senice < 50 kW $531,271 14.3% $709,946 15.7%
General Senice > 50 kW $421,996 11.3% $741,970 16.4%
Street Lights $143,317 3.8% $88,694 2.0%
Sentinel Lights $470 0.0% $625 0.0%
Unmetered Scattered Load $3,839 0.1% $5,464 0.1%
Embedded Distributor $127,674 3.4% $65,764 1.5%
Total $3,725,085 100.0% $4,513,093 100.0%

The results of a cost allocation study are typically presented in the form of revenue to cost ratios. The

ratio is shown by rate classification and is the percentage of distribution revenue collected by rate

classification compared to the costs allocated to the classification. The percentage identifies the rate

classifications that are being subsidized and those that are over-contributing. A percentage of less than

100% means the rate classification is under-contributing and is being subsidized by other classes of

customers. A percentage of greater than 100% indicates the rate classification is over-contributing and is

subsidizing other classes of customers.

In the March Board Report, the Board established what it considered to be the appropriate ranges of

revenue to cost ratios which are summarized in Table 7-7 below. In addition, Table 7-7 provides E.L.K's

revenue to cost ratios from the 2013 application, the updated 2017 cost allocation study and the proposed

2018 and 2019 ratios.



15
16

E.L.K. Energy Inc.
EB-2016-0066
Exhibit 7

Page 6 of 9

Filed: November 1, 2016

Table 7-7 Revenue to Cost Ratios —

(Consistent with RRWF, Tab 11 Cost Allocation, Proposed & Rebalancing

Revenue to Cost Ratios)

2012 Board
Approved Cost
Allocation
Study with New| 2017 Updated Board
CGAAP Cost Allocation | 2017 Proposed 2018 & 2019 Targets
Rate Class Depreciation Study Ratios Proposed Ratios | Min to Max
Residential 98.0% 103.8% 103.8% 103.8% 85.0%|115.0%
General Senice < 50 kW 95.0% 75.7% 91.2% 91.2% 80.0% | 120.0%
General Senice > 50 kW 120.0% 90.5% 91.2% 91.2% 80.0% |120.0%
Street Lights 95.0% 161.5% 120.0% 120.0% 80.0% |120.0%
Sentinel Lights 95.0% 75.2% 91.2% 91.2% 80.0% [120.0%
Unmetered Scattered Load 95.0% 72.8% 91.2% 91.2% 80.0% |120.0%
Embedded Distributor 100.0% 219.6% 100.0% 100.0% 85.0%[115.0%

The 2017 cost allocation study indicates the revenue to cost ratios for Street Lighting and Embedded
Distributors are outside the Board's range. For 2017, it is proposed the Street Lights ratios be brought
within the Board's range and the Embedded Distributor be set a 100% to be consisient with approach
applied to this class in the 2012 cost of service application. The General Service < 50 kW, General
Service > 50 kW, Sentinel Lights and Unmetered Scattered Load classes are adjusted upward to a

common ratio in order to maintain revenue neutrality.

The following Table 7-8 provides information on calculated class revenue. The resulting 2017 proposed
base revenue will be the amount used in Exhibit 8 to design the proposed distribution charges in this

application.

Table 7-8 Calculated Class Revenue —

(Consistent with RRWF, Tab 11 Cost Allocation, Calculated Class Revenues)

2017 Proposed
Base Rewvenue
2017 Base Allocated at
Revenue at Existing Rates | 2017 Proposed | Miscellaneous
Rate Class Existing Rates Proportion Base Rewvenue Rewenue
Residential $2,232,303 $2,652,608 $2,652,608 $358,182
General Senvice < 50 kW $382,867 $454 954 $564,424 $82,757
General Senvice > 50 kW $487,590 $579,395 $584,316 $92,059
Street Lights $113,741 $135,156 $98,326 $8,107
Sentinel Lights $345 $410 $510 $59
Unmetered Scattered Load $2,888 $3,431 $4,435 $546
Embedded Distributor $115,410 $137,140 $58,476 $7,288
Total $3,335,144 $3,963,096 $3,963,096 $549,998
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Embedded Distributor Class
E.L.K. has an Embedded Distributor customer which is HONI.

In connection with preparing its rate application, E.L.K. has consuited with HONI and advised HONI on
E.L.K’s proposatl to only charge the costs that are directly assignabie to HONI. On July 8, 2016, E.L.K.
had a conference call with HONI to outline the proposal and HONI was in general agreement with the
direct allocation approach. The following outlines the costs that are directly allocated to the Embedded

Distributor class in the cost allocation model

Table 7-9 Embedded Distributor Direct Allocation

Description $
Meter Reading $15,974
Billing $15,203
_Meter Depreciation $4,600
Meter Costs $115,000
Accumulated Depreciation ($48,300)
Net Book Value $66,700

The cost allocation model assigns a portion of return on debt, return on equity, administration costs and
general plant assets to the Embedded Distributor based on information provided in the above table. In
total the cost allocation model allocates $65,764 to the Embedded Distributor class.

Unmetered Loads

E.L.K. communicates with unmetered load customers, including Street Lighting customers, to assist them
in understanding the regulatory context in which distributors operate and how it affects unmetered load
customers. This communication takes place on an on-going basis and is not driven by the rate
application process. E.L.K. is currently looking into ways to further communicate effectively with our

customer base including investigating new software as they become available as well as social media.
microFIT Class

E.L.K. is not proposing to include microFIT as a separate class in the cost allocation model in 2017. It is
E.L.K.'s understanding that the cost allocation model will produce a calculation of unit costs which the

Board will use to update the uniform microFIT rate at a future date.



E.L.K. Energy Inc.
EB-2016-0066

Exhibit 7

Page 8 of 9

Filed: November 1, 2016

New Customer Class
E.L.K. is not proposing to include a new customer class.

Eliminated Customer Class

E.L.K. is not proposing to eliminate a rate class.
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Sheet 16.1 Revenue Worksheet -

| Total kWhs from Load Forecast I

184,609,677 |

| Total ks trom Load Forecast | 195,030 |
Deficlency/sufficiency ( RRWF 8.
cell F51} i 527,952
Miscellaneous Revenue (RRWF 5,
I cell F48) | e I
1 2 3 7 B 9 10 |
N " General Service N " Unmetered Embedded
D Total Residential GS <50 50 to 4,999 KW Street Light Sentinel Lighting Secattered Load Distributor
Billing Data
Forecast kWh CEN 184,609 677 92079767 29.137.274 £0.741.788 2.380.054 5962 264,832
Forecast kW CDEM 195030 186.540 6,476 14
Forecast kW, included in CDEM, of
customers receiving line transformer
allowance 30.768 30.768
(Oplional - Farecast kWh, included in
[CEN, from customers that receive a
line transformation allowance on a kWh
basis. In most cases this will not be
applicable and will be lefl blank. u
KWh excluding KWh from Wholesale
Markel Participants CEN EWMP 184.609.677 92 079.767 28.137.274 60.741.788 2.380,054 5,862 264,832
e e
. —— = =
51333 $1577 518707 $1.17 $3.13 5541 51,848,867
$0.0062 50,0050 50,0019
$1.562 511 4381 45.5688 502751
$080
S == E AR eR: === S =
Distnbution Revenue lrom Eates 53.353 604 $2.732 303 5352857 $506,050 5113741 5345 52,888 $115.410
Transformer Owneiship Allowance 318,461 50 50 5184561 50 50 50 50
Net Class Revonue CREV $3.335 744 §2.232 303 $382 867 §457.500 5113741 $345 52.858 5115410
=cs i e ———
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Sheet 16.2 Customer Data Worksheet -

1 2 3 7 8 9 10 |
B - General Service B Sentinel Unmetered Embedded
B lotal Residential G850 50to 4,909 kw | StreetLight Lighting Scattered Load Distributor
Billing Data
Bad Debi 3 Year Historical Average BDHA $254,920 $253.277 $1,843 0 $0 $0 $0 30
Late Payment 3 Year Historical
avemgu LPHA $127,882 $88.384 $17.265 $22.111 $122
\umber of Bills CNB 141,195 124,637 15,040 1,110 12 24 372
[Number of Davices CDEV 2.B26 7 31
of Cot Unmelarad CCON 2.864 2 826 7 31

Total Mumber of Customers

11.732

10,386 1,253

i

Bulk Customer Base CCB -
Primary Customer Base ccP 11,982 10,386 1,253 93 249
Lina Transformer Customer Base CCLT 11.6875 10,386 1.253 86 249
Secondary Customer Base CCS 11,731 10,386 1,253 92
Neighted - Sarvices CWCS 14,848 10,386 2.394 175 1,867 5 20 -
Weighted Meter -Capital CWMC 1.193.309 801,150 188.958 203.200 - - - =
Weighted Meater Reading CWMR 11,965 10,386 1,253 325 - - - -
Weighted Bils CWNB 160.273 124,637 15,040 20,016 184 24 372 -
Bad Debt Data

Historic Year: 2012 258,966 258,966

Historic Year: 2013 193,279 188,350 4,929

Historic Year: 2014 312,515 312,515

Three-year average 254,920 253,277 1.643 - - - - -

Street Lighting Adjustment Factors

NCP Test Results 4 NCP
Primary Asset Data Line Transformer Asset Data
Gustomers/ Customers/
Class Devices 4 NCP Devices 4 NCP
Residential 10.386 92.297 10,386 92.297
Street Light 2.826 2.216 2,826 2218
Street Lighting Adjustment Factars
Primary 11.3328
Line Transformer 11.3328
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Sheet I8 Demand Data Worksheet -

i\

This is an input sheet for demand allocators. ]

I CP TEST RESULTS | 4 CP
| NCP TEST RESULTS | 4 NCP
Co-incident Peak Indicator
icP CP1
4CP CP4
12CP CP 12
N Peak Indicator
1 NCP NCP 1
4 NCP NCP 4
12 NCP NCP 12
1 2 3 7 8 9 10
Total Residential Gs<sp | GenerlSenvice| ot Light sentiog s U""‘e;erl_ed 4 . b?: deq
Customer Classes 50 to 4,999 kW Lighting cattered Loa Distributor
CO4NCIDENT PEAK
1CP
Transformation CP TCP1 42.329 7.097 7,150 B,057 - - 25
Bulk Delivery CP BCP1 42,329 7,097 7,150 8,057 - - 25
Tolal Sylem CP DCP1 42,329 27,097 7,150 6,067 - 25
4cCP
Transformalion CP TCP4 151,901 92,287 27,7685 31,739 = 100
Bulk Delivery CP BCP4 151,901 92,297 7,765 31,739 100
Tolal Sytem CP DCP4 151.901 92,297 7.785 31,739 - 100
12CP
Transformation CP TCP12 70,856 202,732 58,609 25,681 838 7 388
Bulk Dalivery CF BCPI12 70,856 202,232 68,609 85,881 ,939 7 388
Totnl Sylem GP DCP12 370,856 732 66,609 96,681 939 7 368
NON CO_INCIDENT PEAK
1 NCP
Classilication NCP from
Load Data Provider DNCP1 50,745 27,097 10,136 12,905 554 1 52
Primary NCP PNCP1 50,745 27,087 10,136 12,905 554 1 52
Line Te i NCP LTNCP1 48,638 27,097 10,136 10,799 554 1 52
Secondary NCP SNCP1 50,606 27,097 10,136 12,766 554 1 52
4 NCP
Classification NCP from
Load Data Provider DNCP4 182,403 92,297 38,667 49,022 2,216 6 196
Primary NCP PNCP4 182'403 82,297 38,667 49,022 2,216 6 188
Ling Transformer NCP LTNCP4 174,403 2,297 38,667 41.022 2.216 6 196
Secondary NCP SNCP4 181,873 92,297 38,667 48,492 2216 [ 196
12 NCP
Classification NCP from
Load Data Provider DNCP12 445,919 213,260 89,413 136,069 6,624 17 537
Primary NCP PNCP12 445,919 213,260 89413 136,068 6,624 17 537
Line Transformer NCP LTNCP12 423,714 213,280 89,413 113,864 6,624 17 537
Secondary NCP SHCFTZ 443,338 213.260 89,413 ) 6.624 7 537
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Hheet OL te Cost 8 ¥y Worksh e
(" instuetioas; o o
| Plense soe the first @b In (hls workbook for detatied Instruclions

( "Clhss Reverun, Cout Arwiyain, and Wetuen on Hae Bava _‘i

] 1 3 3 ] [] "]
Gonml Service Unmatarad Embecded
.::::. Tabe! Reskdpatial @S <50 60104090 kW Street Light | Senting] Lighti Scattered Load Dietributor
e REEEE BRI B2iT Sarse | EDERL 5 S28%5 s
8 107 58 s546 $1.288
THS e T A
38 107 1 1548 7
“E
dl $1,162406 $216,848 $37,036 s27 51,688 $0
eu SosT411 §125.467 530 359 $1,074 $
w 4,386,213 3224736 25,21 s187 1,727 $19.685
dep $334.271 $54.065 sroa? 539 5209 434
WeUT 50 0 30 0 0
INT 3204,626 $37,537 $36 5283 $9.534
. I3 LY
Diract Altocstion 40,620 L] w 0 ] [ 0 o2
N Allocated Net Income (NI} Hirme MO LU $80.318 811,847 7 $562 $3,282
Ravenus Requirement |Includes NI} 4,513,083 A2 wr Ay Vi $741,670 588,684 $625 $5464 965,764

Rate Rxso Galculation

HelAseety
dp  Distitution Plant - Grase

B
- Ot asdl Pt - Qs i
ssramdep Aervmeiried

"
Vot ok Pt S
Directly Allocated Net Fixed Assets. s “w 0 L] 1] 366,700

€O Cowt W Prear (COF) $26,052,762 A0 38,530,478 5355821 681 537,450 0
A Dacemen $3405,730 12000 A2 $570.05¢ 863,757 $473 34,380 $10.885
Doty A et € aomersis. 23177 = ‘u n 9 A £31 117
B it | TR e o pean )
Working Capltal 42218476 $1.140077 $682000 8146 sto2 3,138 $3,80
Toud Rl St |pmgege]  wmern] o womas) wensel  eeapm] sl serad o s

[ —
Equity Component of Rats Basa $4.000,286 11800108 ARn $901,780 $16314 L1424 88,285 01,257
Mol b pme we Ao ated Rirty 78 T 1682292 HE2n (478§ 572 (X1
Net Income on Direct Allocation Axsets: 83307 " [ L1 L] L] ®w ©wwr
et s _ LAl R ] LU L B el g g o
RATEIS A TRES
ATYTNGE TO EAPERSES STATUS QUON. 100 0y 103.53% TETAN 9050 161.52%) TB23%| T2.70%) 210.62W|
EXISTING REVENUE MINUS ALLOCATED COSTS 8627 852 1S300 1464 15244 122 18162.322 $33.163 (5220 (52,030 $56,834
O ety st my e Owtgut
[ SHLyeo {$172.234; (870,517 354,668 5155 (81 487)| 378,664

METLIRS OH FGIATY COMPGAINT ©F RATE DASE a104 1% nars agoul ok 07a% 4708 s
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Sheet 02 Monthly Fixed Charge Min. & Max. Worksheet -

( Output sheet showing minimum and maximum level for
Monthly Fixed Charge

1 2 3 7 8 9 10

i . General Service . Sentinel Unmetered Embedded
Summa e SSEsel 50 to 4,999 kW et Light Lighting Scattered Load Distributor
Customer Unit Cost per month - Avoided Cost $5.08 §7.72 $113.55 $0.01 $0.62 $2.18 0
Customer Unit Cost per month - Directly Related $8.08 $12.12 $180.19 $0.02 $1.03 $3.59 0
Customer Unit Cost per month - Minimum System $15.09 $19.88 $207.72 $2.06 $7.44 $9.32 0

with PLCC Adjustment

Existing Approved Fixed Charge $13.33 $15.77 $187.07 $1.17 $3.13 $6.41 $1,849.67



