COLLUS Power Corp.

EB-2008-0226

VECC Interrogatories— COLLUS Power Responses
Page 1 of 31

COLLUS Power Corp (COLLUS)
2009 Electricity Rate Application

Board File No. EB-2009-0226
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COLLUS Power’'s RESPONSES
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Question #1

Reference: i) Exhibit 1/Tab 1/Schedule 7 and Exhibit 1/Tab 1/Schedule
16

a) Please confirm that there are no outstanding directives to COLLUS from
previous OEB decisions.

<LLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L LKL LKL LKL L L Ll ikt
COLLUS Response: IR#1

COLLUS Power does not have any outstanding directives from previous
OEB decisions.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #2

Reference: i) Exhibit 1/Tab 1/Schedule 12
a) Is COLLUS fully embedded within Hydro One Networks’ Distribution? If

not, what percentage of its wholesale power purchases are received via
Hydro One Networks’ distribution facilities?

LLLLLLLLLLLLLLL L L
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COLLUS Response: IR#2

A) COLLUS Power’s distribution system is fully embedded within
Hydro One Networks Distribution. COLLUS Power is a Market
Participant and all points of supply between Hydro One and COLLUS
Power is equipped with Registered Wholesale Market Meters.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #3

Reference: i) Exhibit 1/Tab 1/Schedule 14

a) Please confirm that COLLUS Power Corp. does not purchase any
services from COLLUS Utility Services Corp and does not provide any
services to COLLUS Utility Services Corp.

<LLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L Ll Ll
COLLUS Response: IR#3

COLLUS Power does not purchase any services from Collingwood Utility
Services Corp and does not provide any services to Collingwood Utility
Services Corp either.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #4

Reference: i) Exhibit 1/Tab 2/Schedule 1, page 3, lines 1-9

a) Please provide a schedule setting out the historical values for COLLUS’s
service reliability statistics for the years 2002-2007 inclusive.

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L

COLLUS Response: IR #4

COLLUS Power’s response to the Board staff IR # 3.7 included this
information.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
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Question #5

Reference: i) Exhibit 1/Tab 2/Schedule 1, page 5

a) How was the average customer for each customer class defined for
purposes of Table 1.2.1-2?

b) What is COLLUS current status in terms of authorization to proceed with
smart meter acquisition and installation?

<LLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L Ll Lkt
COLLUS Response:

A) When COLLUS Power was preparing the original application it provided
impact analysis, of the proposed 2009 rates, on some examples of
customer consumption for each of the customer classes. We also wanted
to try to accurately estimate the average impact. We did the following steps
to find this measure:

1. Determined average consumption per customer for each of the classes
based on the forecasted 2009 consumption, demand and # of customers
per class.

2. Knowing the average consumption we then could refer to the customer
impact information sheets to determine the estimated impact.

B) As per the amendments to O.Reg 427/06, COLLUS Power has received
authorization to proceed with Smart Meter acquisition and installation from
the Ministry through participation in the London Hydro RFP and
subsequent receipt of acknowledgement from the Fairness Commissioner.
Further detail on the plan is provided in Part 4 of Board staff
interrogatories.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNIN
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Question #6
Reference: i) Exhibitl/Tab 1/Schedule 14, Appendix B (Services
Agreement)
i) Exhibit 4/Tab 2/Schedule 4, pages 3-4
a) The Exhibit 4 reference suggests that COLLUS Power Corp’s costs for the

b)

service provided by COLLUS Solutions are cost-based and pro-rated
(generally) based on time. However, the Service Agreement suggests a
formulaic approach (see Section 5.02) linked to customer count and
average distribution revenue per customer. Please reconcile.

Please provide a schedule setting out the payments by COLLUS Power
Corp to COLLUS Solutions for 2006 and 2007 and how they were
determined.

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L gk

COLLUS Response: IR#6

a)

b)

The Services Agreement establishes that the Base Financial
Consideration, for the services that COLLUS Solutions is providing
COLLUS Power, is $1,374,139 as of January 1, 2004. According to
the agreement’s Section 5.02(a) this is to be adjusted by 90% of the
increase or decrease in customer count. The count in 2003 was
13,399 and the count estimated for 2008 is 14,553. Therefore the BFC
would increase by 7.75% to $1,480,635 and this is considered the
ceiling amount that COLLUS Solutions can charge for the services it
provides.

The reference to calculating customer count based on average
distribution revenue/customer is to establish that it is Full-time
equivalent customers growth that is to be considered. The customer
counts noted above are on an FTE basis.

COLLUS Power provides Sch VECC IR # 6(b) — 1 which has the
information requested. The charges from COLLUS Solutions consist
of labor and other expenses. The labor charges are allocated on a
percentage basis as per the allocators noted in the original
application in Ex. 4 Tab 2 Sch 4 Page 4. Other expense as previously
noted in the application are generally applied on a 60%(Power) and
40%(CPU) basis.
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Basically the 60/40 split is based on the number of electric
customers (14,500) and water users (8,500).In some cases when
considering shared expenses, especially if the costs are material, a
review of the appropriateness of the 60% share for COLLUS Power
will be undertaken.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #7

Reference: i) Exhibit 2/Tab 1/Schedule 1, page 8, lines 24-26

a) Please outline the steps that COLLUS is taking to implement a formal
Asset Management Program. What is the timeline for its implementation?

<LLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L Ll Ll
COLLUS Response: IR #7

COLLUS Power’s response to Board staff IR # 3.3 includes information on
this. We intend on implementing a formal policy on this matter as soon as
possible. We intend on working with other LDC’s within the Cornerstone
Hydro Electric Concepts (CHEC) group to complete the process. This will
provide cost sharing in preparing the policy documents and will allow the
sharing of information to assist in enhancing the informal practices that are
currently in place.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #8

Reference: i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, page 4 and Appendix C-5

a) How long will the tendering process for the new Substation take?
Assuming approval for the 2009 rates is received mid-April 2009, can the
“mobilization” for the construction of the facility (as shown in Appendix C-
5) start in July 20097

<LLLLLL L LLL L L L L L L L L L L8 L L8 L L L L L L L L L
COLLUS Response: IR #8

a) COLLUS Power has received a cost estimate for construction of the
new substation, and is in the process of finalizing the RFP. The
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tendering process is expected to be completed no later than mid
February. Construction of the substation (clearing of land,
installation of ground grid, etc...) can begin shortly thereafter
depending on the availability of the winning bidder to the RFP.

The initial steps will be taken because the cost of this part of the
process is not substantial. COLLUS Power will not award a
construction contract until the plan is confirmed in the OEB
Decision. It is anticipated that the decision will be rendered early in
2009 and upon a successful request it can be started soon thereafter
and completed before the end of 2009.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #9

Reference: i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, pages 3 and 5

a) Where is the spending on customer connections reflected in Table 1?
Please break out the dollar amount, distinguishing between residential and
non-residential customers for 2006-2009 and show the number of new
connections each year.

<LLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L LL L L L L L L LKL LKL L L L L L Lkt
COLLUS Response: IR #9

a) Spending that would be from customer connection impact would be in
the Customer Demand & Renewal Categories 1 & 2, in regards to Table 1.
Unfortunately we do not have any specific information only rough
estimates as to how the capital project spending for each of the years
splits out regarding amount for customer connections.

In response to Energy Probe’s IR #10 we provided an updated Customer by
Class Table. We provide Schedule EP IR #10 — 1 here with this response for
ease of reference. The Table notes the number of customers at the end of
each of the years requested 2006-9.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
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Question #10

Reference: i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, page 5, lines 13-21
i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, Appendix B

a) Please provide further explanation regarding the need to pay developers a
portion of capital contributions (Project 17600). Does Project 18000
represent the total cost of projects for which capital contributions will be
received; while Project 17600 shows the credit that is given to developers
through the DSC’s economic evaluation?

b) Please describe the projects that give rise to capital contributions in 2008
and 2009.

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L Lk

COLLUS Response: IR #10

A) All LDC’s are required to perform an Economic Evaluation for new
developer driven Expansions of the LDC’s Distribution System as
per Section 3.2 of the Distribution System Code. Details on the
methods for performing the Economic Evaluation and subsequent
payment to developers for a portion of the capital contribution are
further provided in Appendix B of the Distribution System Code
“‘“APPENDIX B Methodology and Assumptions for An Economic Evaluation
Last Revised January 23, 2007”

Just as a very basic outline though; for any Greenfield (an area that
does not have a distribution system feed to it) expansion the
developer may have to pay for the cost to service the area. If they do
then for any new customer connection in the first 5 years of the new
system, the LDC must determine how much revenue has been
earned from the new customers. The earned amount is a net of
Distribution Service Revenue earned less the O&M cost per
customer and less the net capital future renewal cost. The net return
per customer is totaled for all customers and it determines an
amount to be returned to the developer.

In the Appendix B identified above in 10 ii) the projects identified
with the #18000 in the first column have to do with the anticipated
Greenfield expansions in our area in the years identified. Looking at
the budget for 2008 we estimate $350,000 in contributions from
developers and others that require distribution system work. We also
estimate that $100,000 of the contributions of 2008 will be for non-



B)

COLLUS Power Corp.

EB-2008-0226

VECC Interrogatories— COLLUS Power Responses
Page 8 of 31

Economic Evaluation situations. The amounts listed in 18000 only
have to do with system work that will be this type of situation.

Project reference #17600 has to do with the amount of yearly net
return impact that we have estimated will need to be paid back to
developers for previous contributions they have made. In the case of
2008 budget this is estimated as $120,000. When this amount is paid
then the entry will be made to reflect the investment in the applicable
asset category by the LDC thus the earlier reference above in VECC
IR #9 that customer impact is in Category 1&2.

In regards to the 2008 and 2009 projects in the original application
Exhibit 3 Tab 2 Sch 1 Appendix A there is a growth projection chart.
There are 3 categories of development activity listed: Registered,;
Draft Approved and Application Received. In considering the
amounts to be placed in the budget projections the potential for each
of these developments to be successful is measured and estimated.
That produces the total amount that is placed in the budget, then as
the year progresses development is dealt with as it occurs.

This is a very difficult estimating process to do. In COLLUS Power’s case
the main factor is that the amount of $’s that are returned to the developer
for customer revenue earned, is based on actual consumption and
connection information. So there is not any estimating done regarding
repayment and this removes the chance of risk from estimates impacting
the LDC or the developer.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #11

a)

b)

c)

Reference: i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, page 4 and Appendix C-2

The second page of the Barkley Report (Appendix C-2) sets out a forecast
summer peak. For what year is the forecast?

How much of COLLUS service area (i.e., % of load) is served by the
seven substations identified in the Barkley Report?

Please confirm that the 2007 peak value shown on page 1 of the Barkley
Report does not include any load associated with the ALCOA Wheel
Products facility which was operational until August 20077
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d) The Report is showing an increase of over 70% in summer peak. Please
reconcile this increase with the load growth projected for 2009 (over
2007) as set out in Exhibit 3, Tab 2, Schedule 2, page 6, Table 6

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL LKL LKL LKL LLLLLLLLLL LKL
COLLUS Response: IR# 11

A) The chart on the second page of the Barkley Report sets out a
forecast Summer Peak for the year 2010.

B) The Seven Stations identified in the Barkley report represent
approximately 60% of the COLLUS Service area.

C) The Peak value shown on page 1 of the Barkley report does not
include the load associated with the ALCOA Wheel plant as this plant
is a 44Kv customer and as such has its own station.

D) Upon further review of the charts provided in the report, it was
identified that although the report was prepared in 2007, the initial
chart was from a report the consultant had prepared earlier. Updated
information used to reconcile the load growth and further explain the
need for the substation has been presented in the response to the
Board Staff IR # 3.6.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #12

Reference: i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, page 5 (linel2)
i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, Appendices B and D

a) The text (page 5) makes reference to Project 17016 which according to
Appendix B has an in-service date of 2009 and a cost of $330,000.
However, there is no Capital Project Report for this project in Appendix D.
Please provide.

<LLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L8 L L L L8 L L L L 8 L L L L
COLLUS Response: IR# 12

a)(i) When we addressed this question we found that 17016 was incorrectly
noted for this project name and it should have been 17013. This project
was a 2008 item and there was a Capital Project Report sheet provided for
it.
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a)(ii) COLLUS Power provides Schedule VECC IR #12 - 1 with this response
and this includes the 2 separate parts for project number 17014. These total
the $330,000 amount summarized in original application’s Appendix B.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #13

Reference: i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, page 9 (lines 1-6)
i) Exhibit 2/Tab 3/Schedule 1, Appendices A-1 — A-4

a) The Appendices do not provide any details on the selection process after
the point where the CODAC Group determined that the tenders received
through the RFP process were inadequate. What other options were
considered once it was determined the SAP solution was not acceptable?
How did COLLUS arrive at the decision that Harris Northstar would be the
preferred option?

<LLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L KU KLU KU KL L L L L L L L
COLLUS Response: IR #13
A) The OEB Interrogatory requested the same information regarding the

selection of the CIS platform. A detailed response to this request has been
presented in the response to the Board Staffing IR # 3.2.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #14

Reference: 1) Exhibit 2/Tab 4/Schedule 1, pages 4 and 5

a) The costs for Transmission Network charges and Transmission
Connection charges are based on COLLUS'’s retail transmission rates.
Please demonstrate that these rates are reflective of Pooled Transmission
Rates for Network and Connection service.

b) Exhibit 9 only shows how the LV costs are allocated to customer classes.
Please provide the basis for the $550,000 forecast 2009 LV cost (i.e.,
what are the assumed deliveries from HON and what is the assume
cost/kW?).

10
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<LLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L
COLLUS Response: IR# 14

a) COLLUS Power recognizes that the costs calculated for Network and
Connection charges are based on retail transmission rates. However
we are proposing to adjust 2009 Retail Transmission Rates to reflect
2009 estimated transmission costs therefore in our view using our
retail transmission rates as a proxy for the cost is reasonable. There
is more detail on this matter in the response to Board staff IR #9.0.

b) COLLUS Power provides with this response Schedule VECC IR #14b
- 1 that details the calculation of the forecasted cost.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #15

Reference: i) Exhibit 3/Tab 1/Schedule 3, page 2 — Table 1

a) Where is the revenue from the SSS Admin Fee reported in this table?

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL LKL
COLLUS Response: IR # 15

The SSS Administration Fee is included in line 4082 Retail Service
Revenue.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

11
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Question #16

Reference: i) Exhibit 3/Tab 2/Schedule 1, Appendix A, page 1
i) Exhibit 3/Tab 2/Schedule 2, page 1, lines 12-15

a) Was the 2009 customer count in GS<50 class adjusted to account for the
transfer of newly metered USL customers? Was the retail NAC value for
2009 also adjusted? If yes, how?

<LLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L
COLLUS Response: IR#16

A) COLLUS does not anticipate the further conversion of any of the USL
customers to the GS<50 class in 2009. This decision is solely in the hands
of the customer and metering of USL loads is solely their choice. At the
time of this application, COLLUS has not been approached with any
requests for individual metering of existing USL during the period covered
under this rate application.

No the retail NAC value for 2009 was not adjusted for the small difference.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #17

Reference: i) Exhibit 3/Tab 2/Schedule 4, page 2

a) With respect to the Large User data, please explain the adjustment for the
lost customer that was applied for 2002-2006.

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L

COLLUS Response: IR#17

With respect to ALCOA adjustment it was removed completely so that the
historical data would not be influenced since they are no longer in
operation. Please refer to Board Staff IR # 6.1 for more information about
the treatment of ALCOA being removed.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

12
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Question #18

Reference: i) Exhibit 3/Tab 3/Scheduel 5 — Distribution Revenue Data

a)

b)

Please confirm that the revenues reported by class:

e Exclude the smart meter rate adder for metered customer classes

e Allow for lower revenues due to the transformer ownership allowance
for the appropriate classes.

For 2009, please provide an equivalent table but based on 2008 approved
rates.

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L

COLLUS Response: IR #18

a)

b)

The revenue reported by class does not include the smart meter rate
adder for any of the metered customer classes. The revenues have
been adjusted for the impact of the transformer ownership
allowance.

COLLUS Power provides Schedule VECC IR #18(b) - 1 with this
response. It incorporates the Normalized 2009 Consumption forecast
with 2008 current rates to determine a total distribution revenue
projection of $4,832,283 as compared to the 2009 revenue
requirement of $5,808,986.

Upon review of the previously submitted data it was determined that
the 2009 Distribution Revenue projection amongst the various
customer classes did not have the correct allocation to each class.
The total of $5,808,986 was correct but the information in the table
regarding the amount for each class did not match the correct
allocation. Since this was just an informational summary it does not
have any impact. Schedule VECC IR #18(b) - 2 is provided with this
response with the correct data.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

13
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Question #19

Reference: i) Exhibit 3/Tab 3/Schedule 5, page 3

a) COLLUS is proposing that interest income be excluded from Other
Distribution Revenue for purposes of establishing the 2009 revenue
requirement. Can COLLUS point to any Board Decisions regarding 2008
Rates where this practice was adopted?

<LLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L
COLLUS Response: IR#19

COLLUS Power will eliminate this proposal. Adjustment will be made when
the final application is produced after the OEB Decision is rendered.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #20

Reference: i) Exhibit 4/Tab 2/Schedule 3, pages 3-7

a) Please provide a schedule that for each year sets out the Total
Compensation (from Table 2) reflected in the annual 2006 (actual) - 2009
totals for Operation and Maintenance expenses.

b) Please provide a schedule that shows the year over year change in total
Operations and Maintenance Expenses and provides a breakdown setting
out the contribution of each of the following factors to the year over year
changes:

e Addition of new staff

e Need to Back-Fill Staff on Leave

e Annual Escalation in Compensation per Employee
e Other Factors — broken down as deemed warranted

c) When and by how much (# of customers) was COLLUS's service territory
expanded (page 7)?

<LLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L LKL L L L L L L Lk
COLLUS Response: IR # 20

a) COLLUS Power provides with this response Sch VECC IR # 20a - 1. This
indicates the O,M&A detail as requested. In addition a schedule from a

14
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response to a Board staff question, Sch. OEB IR #1.2c — 2 is provided. This
breakdown the Total Wages & Benefits into O&M and Administration and is
used to show the year to year changes.

b) The response in Board staff IR #1.2b&c provides some additional
information that will answer this request.

c) COLLUS Service Territory was expanded prior to market opening
through the acquisition of Stayner, Creemore, and Thornbury Utilities.

The reference to the required metering work on page 7 was a result of the
need to re-seal and replace “sample groups” of meters in all four
municipalities we service. “Sample Groups” is a terminology used in
reference to Measurement Canada meter re-verification rules. The
acquisition of these additional Territories represented a total of
approximately 2,950 Customers. This occurred in 2002 and at the time
COLLUS Power had approximately 10,000.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #21

Reference: i) Exhibit 4/Tab 2/Schedule 3, pages 8-10

a) Please provide a schedule that for each year sets out the Total
Compensation (from Table 2) reflected in the annual 2006 (actual) - 2009
totals for Billing, Community Relations and Administration Expenses.

b) Please provide a schedule that shows the year over year change in total
Billing, Community Relations and Administrative expense and provides a
breakdown setting out the contribution of each of the following factors to
the year over year changes:

e Addition of new staff

e Need to Back-Fill Staff on Leave

e Annual Escalation in Compensation per Employee
e Other Factors — broken down as deemed warranted

c) Please provide a breakdown of the $160,000 estimated cost for the 2009
Cost of Service Rate Application process (page 10, lines 22-27). Please
also address the following questions:

e How much of the $160,000 is external costs as opposed to internal
labour costs?

15
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e How much is expected to be incurred in 2008 and are any these costs
included in the 2008 forecast?

<LLLLLLLL L

COLLUS Response: IR#21

a)

b)

COLLUS Power provides with this response Sch VECC IR #
21a&b-1. This provides the requested information about the
Administration Expenses. The additional schedule provided
in the response to question #20. will assist in considering
the schedules information.

A table is provided with the information in a) that indicates
the contributing factors.

COLLUS Power’s response to Board staff IR # 1.8 includes
the details of the forecasted $160,000. The list is for
external costs only. Any forecasted costs for 2008 will be
recorded to an accounts receivable account and not
expensed in 2008. The majority (estimated at $120,000) of
the cost is expected to be incurred in 2009.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #22

Reference:

i) Exhibit 4/Tab 2/Schedule 4, pages 1-2

a) Please where and how COLLUS’s share of the cost the Finance
Coordinator is included in its overall OM&A expenses. Is this cost
reflected in COLLUS’s employee compensation review (Schedule 5)?

b) Please indicate COLLUS’s share of the Bad Debt Insurance expense. Is
this included in the overall Bad Debt Expense (Account 5335)? What
does bad debt insurance “protect” against?

c) Please describe more fully the current sharing arrangements with respect
to the new CIS. Are there employees supporting the new CIS and the
ongoing billing process that are shared by the 6 distributors? If so, is
there an offset in terms of COLLUS staffing needs?

LLLLLLLLLLLLL L L L

16
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COLLUS Response: IR # 22

a) The Finance Coordinator cost is part of the CHEC group yearly

fees which is recorded into General Administration Expense. The
cost for the Finance Coordinator is not in the employee
compensation review. Rather it is part of the List of Contracted
Services on Sch OEB IR #1.4 - 1.

b) COLLUS Power incurs a cost of $15,000 per year to have Bad Debt

Account coverage. We find it is essential due to the decision that
since COLLUS Power is the collector of all charges, including
market charges, it assumes the risk of collection. When you
consider that since there is a Large Use customer in Collingwood,
if that customer defaulted on 60 days of charges it could exceed
$400,000 in bad debt charges that we would be responsible for.
The risk of this impact is too high to not be prudent and take out
insurance.

c) A detailed report regarding the new CIS is provided by COLLUS

Power in regards to the Board staff IR # 3.2. As further explanation
there are not any employees shared by the 6 distributors.
Essentially COLLUS Power still has its’ own system it just isn’t
part of the internal computer system, rather it is housed at another
location.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #23

Reference: i) Exhibit 4/Tab 2/Schedule 5, page 5

a) Please confirm that COLLUS does not offer any incentive pay programs
for any of its employee categories. If it does, please explain why there
were no payments in 2006, 2007 or forecast for 2008/2009.

b) Are the employees shown on Table 5 all direct employees of COLLUS
Power Corp or does the table also include the employees of COLLUS
Solutions who do work for the utility per the Service Agreement.

c) Please explain each of the last three lines in Table 2. In doing so, please
clarify:

What is meant by “Charged to O&M” in the first line — is this the total
Salary, Wages and Benefits that is expensed or that is charged to the
Operations and Maintenance related accounts?

What is the difference between the first and the third lines?
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e What is the total amount of Salary, Wages and Benefits that is
expensed (as opposed to capitalized) in each year?

<LLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L
COLLUS Response: IR # 23

a) COLLUS Power does not offer incentive programs for any of its’
employee categories. All employees of COLLUS Power are unionized
and governed by collective agreement. The collective agreement
does not provide for any incentive programs.

b) Table 5 includes COLLUS Power Corp employees on a full-time-
equivalent basis. The FTE of the labor provided by COLLUS
Solutions employees is also provided. The Union employees are all
employed by COLLUS Power, thus the others are COLLUS Solutions
employees on a FTE basis.

c) Our response to a question by SEC IR #12 outlines the reconciliation
of the bottom lines of the Table 2. Also as will have been noted
earlier an updated version of the form is provided in response to
Board Staff IR #1.2c — 2. It should be used in any future reference.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #24

Reference: i) Exhibit 5/Tab 1/Schedule 1, page 3

a) Please confirm that COLLUS’s requested disposition of Account #2405
has no impact on the proposed distribution revenue requirement for 2009
or the 2009 rates COLLUS is seeking approval for. If it does, please
explain how.

<<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLKL
COLLUS Response: IR # 24

COLLUS Power confirms that the requested disposition of Account #2405
has no impact on the proposed distribution revenue requirement for 2009.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
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Question #25

Reference: i) Exhibit 5/Tab 1/Schedule 1, page 4

a) For each of COLLUS’s Variance and Deferral accounts for which there is
non-zero balance as of December 31, 2007 please provide a continuity
schedule setting out the December 31, 2004 balance and the subsequent
annual additions and interest charges.

b) The text suggests there is a rate rider impacting account Account #1590
for 2008 and 2009. However, the schedule proposed 2009 rates (Exhibit
9, Tab 1, Schedule 7, page 1) does not show any value for this rate rider.
Please reconcile.

c) Please confirm that, other than the request regarding Account #2405,
COLLUS is not seeking to dispose of the balances in any of its deferral or
variance accounts.

<LLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L gL L Ll
COLLUS Response: IR# 25

a) COLLUS Power’s responds to Board staff IR #7, and the Board
staff’'s supplementary request for a continuity schedule for all
deferral and variance accounts.

b) COLLUS Power’s original rate rider for account #1590 was no
longer in place after May 1, 2008, therefore there should have been
no reference to impacts in 2009.

c) COLLUS Power is not requesting the disposition of any deferral or
variance accounts. The Board will be reviewing the continuity
schedule information.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
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Question #26

Reference: i) Exhibit 6/Tab 1/Schedule 1, page 2

a) How current is the OSIFA information obtained?
<<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLKL
COLLUS Response: IR # 26

COLLUS Power’s response to Board staff IR # 2.2 includes information
regarding the OSIFA that will cover this question.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #27

Reference: i) Exhibit 6/Tab 1/Schedule 3, page 1

a) What is the basis for the 6.25% interest rate attributed to the Town of
Collingwood’s promissory note?

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL LKL
COLLUS Response: IR # 27

COLLUS Power’s response to Board staff IR # 2.1 addresses this matter.

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #28

Reference: i) Exhibit 8/Tab 1/Schedule 2, pages 1-2

a) Please provide copies of Output Sheets O1 and O2 from COLLUS’s
Initial Cost Allocation filing.

b) Please provide a full copy of the Updated Cost Allocation filing.
c) Please confirm that using the numbers from the Updated Cost

Allocation filing, the overall revenues from the remain customers would
have to increase by $310,817 in order for revenues to equal costs.
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d) Please recalculate the revenue for each customer assuming the
distribution revenues (not total revenues including miscellaneous
revenues) from each class were increased by the same percentage in
order to recover the $310.817 shortfall.

e) Please recalculate the revenue to cost ratios for each class based on
the results from (d).

<LLLLLLLL L

COLLUS Response: IR #28

a) COLLUS Power’s response to Board staff IR # 8.1 includes the
same information as requested above.

b) For ease of reference a copy of the previously filed Initial Cost
Allocation model and the recently Updated Cost Allocation model
will be included in electronic media form with this response.
Please find included a CD with the aforementioned data.

c) COLLUS Power confirms.

d) The recalculated revenue for each customer assuming the
distribution revenues (not total revenues including miscellaneous
revenues) from each class has been increased by the same
percentage in order to recover the $310,817 shortfall is shown in
the response to e).

e) The revenue to cost ratios based on the assumption in d) are as

follows
Rate Classification Revenue Allocated Cost Revenue to Cost
(A) (B) Ratio (A)/(B
Residential $3,769,603 $3,168,443 118.97%
GS <50 kw $848,655 $843,291 100.64%
GS>50 kw $365,971 $819,903 44.64%
Large User $246,211 $190,239 129.42%
Street Lighting $40,375 $246,413 16.38%
USL $15,897 $18,422 86.29%
Total $5,286,711 $5,286,711 100.00%

NANNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
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Question #29

Reference: i) Exhibit 8/Tab 1/Schedule 2, page 3, lines 19-21

a) Please provide the analysis undertaken by COLLUS to support this
finding.

b) Please complete the following schedules:

e kWh by Customer Class (delivered)

Customer Updated Cost Allocation Filing 2009 Application

Class (all) KWh % of Total KWh % of Total
e kW (billed)

Customer Updated Cost Allocation Filing 2009 Application

Class (where kW % of Total KW % of Total

applicable)

e Customer/Connection Count

Customer Updated Cost Allocation Filing 2009 Application
Class (all) # Customers/ % of Total # Customers/ % of Total
Connections Connections

c) Based on the results from part (b), please comment on the
appropriateness of assuming that the revenue requirement proportions
from the Updated 2006 Cost Allocation study are appropriate to utilize for
setting 2009 rates.
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<LLLLLL L L L L

COLLUS Response:

IR #29

a) As aresult of the updating the cost allocation model to reflect the
loss of ALCOA, the input variables entered into the initial cost
allocation model, that were not impacted by the loss of ALCOA,
were re-examined and it was determined that they were still
reasonable. Based on this re-examination it is COLLUS's view that
the results of the updated cost allocation can be used for the
purposes of adjusting revenue cost ratios in the 2009 rate
application.

b) Therequested schedules are completed as follows

e kWh by Customer Class (delivered)

Customer Updated Cost Allocation Filing 2009 Application
Class (all) kWh % of Total kKWh % of Total
Residential 117,919,520 41.0% 121,128,423 36.3%
GS <50 kW 44,469,207 15.5% 45,443,633 13.6%
GS>50 kW 87,402,497 30.4% 126,855,660 38.1%
Large User 34,738,441 12.1% 37,423,367 11.2%
Street Lighting 1,861,975 0.6% 2,061,153 0.6%
USL 893,410 0.3% 455,702 0.1%
Total 287,285,050 100.0% 333,367,939 100.0%
e kW (billed)
Customer Updated Cost Allocation Filing 2009 Application
Class (where kW % of Total kW % of Total
applicable)
GS>50 kW 232,865 74.1% 300,721 78.8%
Large User 75,971 24.2% 75,012 19.6%
Street Lighting 5,242 1.7% 6,087 1.6%
Total 314,078 100.0% 381,819 100.0%
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Customer Updated Cost Allocation Filing 2009 Application
Class (all) # Customers/ % of Total # Customers/ % of Total
Connections Connections
Residential 11,934 72.6% 13,011 72.9%
GS <50 kW 1,536 9.3% 1,588 8.9%
GS>50 kw 115 0.7% 127 0.7%
Large User 1 0.0% 1 0.0%
Street Lighting 2,715 16.5% 3,051 17.1%
USL 130 0.8% 68 0.4%
Total 16,431 100.0% 17,845 100.0%
c) The 2009 customer/connection proportions are essentially the same

as proportions in the updated cost allocation filings. The 2009 kWh
and kW proportions are somewhat different than the proportions in
the updated cost allocation filings. However, considering the cost
allocation model basically assigns 50% of the distribution costs to
customers and the other 50% to demand it appears to COLLUS that
it is reasonable to use results of the updated cost allocation model
for the 2009 application. In addition, it was costly to prepare the
2006 cost allocation informational filing. It is COLLUS's view it is
cost effective to use the results of this study at least once to adjust
rate. To update the cost allocation study COLLUS would need to
request load data from Hydro One again and the data would be an
estimate. COLLUS submits it would be more prudent to update the
cost allocation study at the time the next rebasing/cost of service
application is complete since at this time smart meters will be
installed and actual peak demand load data will be available by rate
class.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN
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Question #30

Reference: i) Exhibit 8/Tab 1/Schedule 2, page 4
if) OEB Decision re: Wellington North’s 2008 Rates (EB-
2007- 0693)

Preamble: On page 29 of the Board’s EB-2007-0693 Decision the Board’s
Findings state:

An important element in the Board’s report on cost allocation was its
express reservation about the quality of the data underpinning cost
allocation work to date. The report frankly indicated that the Board did not
consider all of the data underpinning the report to be so reliable as to
justify the application of the report's findings directly into rate cases. For
this reason, among others, the Board established the ranges depicted above
and mandated the migration of revenue to cost ratios currently outside the
ranges to points within the ranges, but not to unity. In short, the ranges
reflect a margin of confidence with the data underpinning the report. No
point within any of the ranges should be considered to be any more
reliable than any other point within the range. Accordingly, there is no
particular significance to the unity point in any of the ranges.

a) Given the Board’s findings (as quote above), why is it appropriate to
propose that the GS<50, Large User and USL class revenue to cost
ratios be moved to 100%7?

b) Why is it appropriate to move the Large User class revenue to cost ratio
to 100% (from 121.45%) while only reducing the Residential ratio from
111.97% to 109.52%.

c) Please provide an alternate scenario that:
e Leaves the USL and GS<50 ratios at current levels
e Increases the GS>50 and Street Lighting ratios as proposed
e First applies any increased revenues from the above changes to
reduce the LU ratio to 112%

e Applies any remaining excess revenue proportionally to the LU and
Residential classes.

<LLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L LKL L L L L L Ltk
COLLUS Response: IR # 30

a) Although the ruling of the Board indicates that a point within any of
the ranges should not be considered to be any more reliable, since
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moving the GS<50 kW, Large User and USI class to 100% chooses
the middle ground it is deemed to be the most appropriate
placement for these customers and best for all customers.

Large User class appears to be the major subsidizer of all other rates
and if this estimate is accurate then has been for some time.
Therefore full correction is deemed to be best for our customers.
Historically dating back to when this LDC operated as the
Collingwood Public Utilities Commission — Hydro Department,
Ontario Hydro provided the guidance and regulation regarding
customer rates. Collingwood chose to keep Residential rates closer
to the upper level of the parameters that OH provided in their
analysis for our utility. We also chose to allow General Service rates
to stay closer to the lower level of the OH analyzed parameters.

The alternate scenario was analyzed as outlined in your request
above and the results are provided in the Schedules VECC IR # 30(c)
= 1(a), (b), (c) & (d). As indicated in the Bill Impacts in Schedule 1(d)
there are not any material changes. Therefore COLLUS Power will
continue to request the changes outlined in the original application.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #31

Reference: i) Exhibit 8/Tab 1/Schedule 2, page 5

a)

Please provide the supporting schedules that show the derivation of
Table 4 (e.g., how was it determined that allocating 66.716 % of
revenues to the Residential class would yield a revenue to cost ratio of
109.52%).

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL L L L L L L

COLLUS Response: IR #31

a)

The following schedule outlines how it was determined that
allocating 66.716 % of revenues to the Residential class would yield
arevenue to cost ratio of 109.52%
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2009 Costs
Based on
Updated
C.A. Study
Including
2009 2009 Costs Transformer
2009 Net 2009 Miscellaneous | Total 2009 | Based on 2009 Allowance 2009
Distribution Transformer| Revenue Revenue Updated |Transformer Cost Revenue to
Revenue [ Proportions | Allowances Allocation (D) = (A) +| C.A. Study | Allowances | (G) = (E) + |Cost Ratios
(G of (A) (B8 (©) (B)+(©) (B) (F) (F) D) /()
Residential | $3,875,522| 66.716% $0 $229,955 $4,105,477| $3,748,629 $0 $3,748,629 | 109.52%
GS <50 kW | $937,105 | 16.132% $0 $60,640 $997,745 | $997,710 $0 $997,710 100.00%
GS>50 kW | $689,991 | 11.878% $44,788 $24,860 $759,639 | $904,787 $44,788 $949,575 80.00%
Large User | $166,352 2.864% $0 $4,170 $170,522 | $170,528 $0 $170,528 100.00%
Street
Lighting $119,863 2.063% $0 $4,730 $124,592 | $291,535 $0 $291,535 42.74%
USL $20,151 0.347% $0 $1,645 $21,797 $21,797 $0 $21,797 100.00%
Total $5,808,984 [ 100.000% $44,788 $326,000 $6,179,772| $6,134,984 | $44,788 | $6,179,772| 100.00%

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #32

Reference:

a)

i) Exhibit 9/Tab 1/Schedule 1, page 3

Please provide a schedule that sets out the 2009 fixed and variable

billing determinants and revenues (dollar and %) by customer class
based on current (approved 2008) rates. For purpose of the schedule

b)

please use: a) the monthly service charges excluding the smart meter
rate adder and b) variable charges excluding any charges for LV cost
recovery.

Please reconcile the results from part (a) with those presented in Table
5.

Do all of COLLUS’s current monthly service charges fall within the target
range for the service charges based on the results of COLLUS’s
Updated Cost Allocation Informational Filing and the OEB’s November
2007 Report - Application of Cost Allocation for Electricity Distributors,
EB-2007-06677?

LLLLLLLLLLL L L L L
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a) The following schedule provides the 2009 fixed and variable billing
determinants and revenues (dollar and %) by customer class based
on current (approved 2008) rates.
Monthly
Service
Charge Volumetric 2009
2009 Excl Smart | 2009 Fixed Charge | Volumetric Total Fixed | Volumetric
Customer/ Meter Revenues | 2009 kWh Excl LV | Revenues | Revenues | Revenue | Revenue
Connections Adder C)=(A)* or KW Charges | (F)=(D) * | (G) = (C) + | Proportion| Proportion
(A) (B (B)*12 (D) uoM B (B) (F) (OHORNRGI®)
Residential [ 13,011 $9.26 | $1,445,772121,128,423| KWh| $0.01709 |$2,070,085( $3,515,857| 41.12% | 58.88%
GS <50 kW 1,588 $16.26 | $309,908 | 45,443,633 | KWh| $0.01000 | $454,436 | $764,345 [ 40.55% | 59.45%
GS>50 kW 127 $54.14 $82,268 300,721 | KW | $1.06260 | $319,546 | $401,813 | 20.47% | 79.53%
Large User 1 $6,908.18 | $82,898 75,012 KW | $1.91836 | $143,900 | $226,799 [ 36.55% | 63.45%
Street
Lighting 3,051 $0.61 $22,330 6,087 KW | $2.63680 | $16,049 | $38,380 | 58.18% | 41.82%
USL 68 $0.00 $0 455,702 | KWh| $0.01509 | $6,877 $6,877 0.00% [ 100.00%
Total 17,845 $1,943,177 $3,010,893 | $4,954,070| 39.22% | 60.78%
b) They are the same
c) The following schedule provides the relevant information from

COLLUS’s Updated Cost Allocation Informational Filing with
regards to monthly service charges and referenced in the OEB’s
November 2007 Report - Application of Cost Allocation for
Electricity Distributors, EB-2007-0667

Customer
Customer | Unit Cost
Unit Cost | per month
2009 per - Minimum
Proposed | Current month - System
Fixed Fixed Avoided | with PLCC
Charges | Charges Cost Adjustment
Residential | $10.21 $9.52 3.28 $11.06
GS <50
kW $19.94 $16.52 7.03 $17.50
GS>50 KW | $92.97 $54.40 60.10 $93.89
Large User | $5,067.00 | $6,908.44 | 916.30 | $1,183.22
Street
Lighting $1.91 $0.61 -0.01 $7.41
USL $0.00 $0.00 1.59 $8.84
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As per Exhibit 9/Tab 1/Schedule 1/Page 4 COLLUS proposes to maintain
the current fixed and variable proportions for the proposed 2009 rates. Any
changes in monthly service charges are due solely to changes in the total
base revenue requirement attributable to each customer class. Consistent
with the position of Norfolk Power in it's 2008 Rate Application EB-2007-
0753, it is COLLUS's understanding that a ceiling was not established by
the Board’s report Application of Cost Allocation for Electricity
Distributors. In the case of Norfolk Power the Board agreed with this
position in the Board's Decision for the Norfolk Power's 2008 rate
application. In that Decision the Board stated:

"Board Findings

As noted above the Applicant does not propose to change the relationship
between the fixed portion of the customer's bill and the portion that varies
with load.

The Board has convened a consultation with the industry and stakeholders
respecting many aspects of rate design, including the fixed/variable split.
(EB-2007-0031). The relationship between the fixed and variable portions of
the customer bill has important implications for ratemaking, and the
magnitude of the fixed charge has benefits and drawbacks for various
stakeholders.

In light of the consultation initiated by the Board on these subjects it would
be inappropriate to attempt to predict its outcome and to impose a new

structure on the Applicant. Accordingly the Board accepts the Applicant's
proposal."

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #33

Reference: i) Exhibit 9/Tab 1/Schedule 1, page 7, lines 6-14

a) Please confirm that for purposes of the 2006 Updated Cost Allocation
Informational Filing:
e The Revenues are based on distribution rates (excluding the discounts
for transformer ownership allowance)
e The Costs include the cost of the Transformer Ownership Allowance
e The cost of the Transformer Ownership Allowance is allocated to all
customer classes
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b) Please confirm that (per Exhibit 9, Tab 1, Schedule 1, page 7), COLLUS is
proposing to allocate the cost of the Transformer Ownership Allowance to
just the GS>50 class.

c) Please provide the results of an alternative cost allocation run which is
consistent with COLLUS’s proposed treatment of the Transformer
Ownership Allowance where:

e The Revenues by class are based the rates reduced by the
transformer ownership allowance where applicable

e The Costs allocated exclude the “cost” of the Transformer Ownership
Allowance.
(Note: For purposes of the response please just file the revised Output
Sheet O1)

<LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL
COLLUS Response: IR # 33

a) COLLUS Power confirms.

b) COLLUS Power confirms.

c) COLLUS Power provides Schedule VECC IR # 33(c) - 1 with this
response as per request above.

NNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

Question #34

Reference: i) Exhibit 9/Tab 1/Schedule 9, Appendix A

a) Based on arecent 12 consecutive months of actual billing data, please
indicate the percentage of total residential customers that:
e Consume less than 100 kWh per month

Consume 100 -> 250 kWh per month

Consume 250 -> 500 kWh per month

Consume 500 -> 750 kWh per month

Consume 750 -> 1000 kWh per month

<L LLLLL L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L <
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Percentage of

Average
. Total Annual Total

Customer Size # of Customers KWhs Monthly Residential

Usage
Customers

Consume Less than
100 Kwh per month 1,262 815,737 54 9.75%
Consume 100-250 Kwh
per month 2,225 4,667,042 175 17.18%
Consume 250-500 Kwh
per month 3,241 14,400,365 370 25.03%
Consume 500-750 Kwh
per month 2,358 17,429,398 616 18.21%
Consume 750-1000
Kwh per month 1,405 14,551,079 863 10.85%
Consume >1000 Kwh 2,459 51,156,112 1,734 18.99%

per month

Methodology:

Extracted all Invoices from system
between Sept 07 throug October 08

Deleted all but Residential Accounts

Deleted all invoices < 25 days

Separated Values by Consumption

variables

Assumption: # of Invoices / 12 =

Number of Customers

Assumption: Total Kwh's / 12 / # of

THIS CONCLUDES COLLUS Power’s RESPONSES TO VECC IRs.
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(Sch VECC IR #6(b) - 1)

COLLUS SOLUTIONS SERVICES TO COLLUS POWER & CPU -2006 & 7

ACTIVITY 2006 ACTUAL YEAR 2007 ACTUAL YEAR

POWER % CPUSB % POWER % CPUSB %
Customer Billing $331,227.54] 59% $228,876.95] 41% $314,991.28] 58% $228,095.80] 42%
Meter Reading Expense $75,432.73] 69% $34,195.62] 31% $80,380.00] 64% $46,060.31] 36%
Executive Salaries & Expenses $108,814.34] 67% $53,204.91] 33% $126,349.62] 65% $68,403.75] 35%
Management Salaries & Expenses $58,553.60] 52% $55,047.18] 48% $64,947.18] 54% $54,698.58] 46%
General, Accounting & Administration $392,938.18] 59% $270,265.36] 41% $441,517.28] 62% $267,296.38] 38%
Salaries & Expenses
Maintenance of General Plant $25,876.62] 59% $18,178.70] 41% $17,543.11] 55% $14,629.53] 45%
Overhead Accounts - Vehicle Expense $184,776.22] 37% $319,465.71] 63% $207,204.25] 37% $346,528.54] 63%
Engineering & IT Expense
Sub-Total $1,177,619.23] 55% $979,234.43] 45% $1,252,932.72] 55% $1,025,712.89] 45%
Operations- Supervision $152,316.76] 100% 0% $152,226.37] 100% 0%
Operations - SCADA & Load Management $30,694.75| 100% 0% $32,626.73] 100% 0%
Water Filtration Expense 0% $2,217.25] 100% 0% $1,670.26] 100%
Water Mains Expense 0% $1,809.40] 100% 0% $3,059.51] 100%
Total $1,360,630.74] 58% $983,261.08] 42% $1,437,785.82] 58% $1,030,442.66] 42%
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Schedule VECC IR# 9-1

COLLUS Power Response to EP #10 (Sch EP IR #10 - 1)

TABLE 1 (updated for year to date info)
CUSTOMER and CONNECTIONS BY CLASS

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2007 2008 2008 2009
(Oct 1% (Oct 1%

Residential 11,420 | 11,756 | 11,934 | 12142 | 12242 | %% 12,535 | 12710 12,771 | 13,011
Per cent chg 2.94% 1.51% 1.74% 0.82% 2.1% 2.39% | 1.4% 1.88% | 1.88%
GS<50 kW 1,515 | 1,524 1,536 1,537 1,554 1,558 1,567 | 1,572 1,578 | 1,588
Per cent chg 059% | 079% | 0.07% 1.11% 0.26% 0.84% | 0.32 0.70% | 0.63%
GS>50 kW 108 114 115 119 123 120 121 121 124 127
Percent chg 556% | 0.88% | 3.48% 3.36% 25 -1.63% | 0.0% 248% | 2.42%
Large User 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
USL 150 154 158 100 95 88 85 78 76 68
(connections)
Street 2,479 | 2,517 2,715 2,750 2,806 2,860 2,875 | 2,950 2,961 | 3,051
Lighting(connect
ions)
Percent chg 153% | 7.87% 1.29% 2.04% 1.9% 2.46% | 2.6% 2.99% | 3.04%
Total Customer | 15674 | 16067 16460 | 16650 16821 17,115 17184 | 17,429 17511 | 17846
& Connections
Percent change 251% | 2.45% 1.15% 1.03% 1.70% 216% | 1.42% 1.90% | 1.91%
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COLLUS Power Corp.

2009 Capital Project Report

Budget No. 17014

Capital Project: Second Street Reconstruction
¢ High Street to Hickory Street
e Birch Street to Pine Street

General Description: This project is a complete rebuild of the existing hydro
asset as a result of the age and undersizing of the existing
hydro plant.

The project will require that all poles are replaced (approx.
18) and that 750 metres of new 336 ACSR conductor three
phase primary will be installed. The majority of
transformers will be replaced or relocated to suit the
appropriate loads. All secondary services will be replaced
with new 4/0 secondary conductor.

| Number of Affected Customers: | 150 Residential Customers and 15 Commercial Customers |
| Estimated Labour Costs: [ $80,000 |
| Estimated Material Costs: | $70,000 |
| Expected Project Completion: | First Quarter 2009 |

Note: Drawing of works to be completed and typical standard is attached. All drawings will be
reviewed and approved by the Electrical Safety Authority.
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COLLUS Power Corp.

2009 Capital Project Report

Budget No. 17014

Capital Project: Sixth Street (Overhead Feeders for new Sub-Station)
o Stewart Rd to High Street

General Description: This project is a complete rebuild of the existing hydro
asset to accommodate the new 44kV to 4kV Distribution
Sub-Station # 9 proposed at Sixth Street & Stewart Road.

The project will consist of the following:

o Replacement / upgrade of all existing poles
(approx. 15)

¢ Installation of a new 44kV Circuit (approx. 725
meters)

o The replacement / upgrade of one existing 3 phase
4kV circuit (approx. 600 meters)

¢ Installation of three new 3 phase 4kV circuits
(approx. 1800 meters)

o All existing & secondary Services will be replaced
or relocated to suit the new construction.

| Number of Affected Customers: | 350 Residential Customers and 20 Commercial Customers |
| Estimated Labour Costs: [ $100,000 |
[ Estimated Material Costs: [ $80,000 |
| Expected Project Completion: | Third Quarter 2009 |

Note: Drawing of works to be completed and typical standard is attached. All drawings will be
reviewed and approved by the Electrical Safety Authority.




Sixth Street
(Overhead Feeders
for new Sub-Station)

.| Budget # 17014
N
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Produced by COLLUS
Nov, 2008 (JW)

The information contained herein is believed to be correct, however,
the COLLUS assumes no liability for negligence, inaccuracies or
omissions. Drawing Not to Scale. Drawing is not a legal survey.




Schedule VECC IR# 14(b)-1

COLLUS Power Response to VECC IR #14(b)

Rates Shared L;{O(Iélgg) Shared ;\2/ 88) Note: Load comprised of 6 Months 2008 and 6 Months Historical
' ' data from 2007 while feeder switching was more prevalent for
Tonds Shared LV (Line) Shared LV (DS) Stayner TS commisioning and winter outages.
January 58,682.57 3,298.86
February 60.088.94 3.213.47 The historical data reflects load shifting from feeder to feeder for LV
March 57,868.54 3,235.43 charges.
April 70,514.34 2,987.59
May 76,127.34 2,058.54 Some of the Historical load shifting effects have been reduced from
June 47,986.32 2,078.76 actual to help prevent over estimating. Load shifting is expected to
July 66,791.98 2,258.91 continue as it is COLLUS Powers' method of restoring loads quickly
August 56,529.70 2,344.52 during major 44Kv outages along with feeder switching required to
September 80,758.54 2,174.62 complete commissioning of Stayner TS.
October 61,679.54 2,126.94
gg\égmgg: ggggigg ggéggg Charges used for calculations are all using the new (lower) rates for
2009
Charges Shared LV (Line) Shared LV (DS) Sum LV
January $37,146.07 $6,993.58 $44,139.65
February $38,036.30 $6,812.56 $44,848.86
March $36,630.79 $6,859.11 $43,489.90
April $44,635.58 $6,333.69 $50,969.27
May $48,188.61 $4,364.10 $52,552.71
June $30,375.34 $4,406.97 $34,782.31
July $42,279.32 $4,788.89 $47,068.21
August $35,783.30 $4,970.38 $40,753.68
September $51,120.16 $4,610.19 $55,730.35
October $39,043.15 $4,509.11 $43,552.26
November $43,456.40 $5,545.16 $49,001.56
December $37,487.43 $6,976.90 $44,464.33
Totals $484,182.43 $67,170.65 $551,353.09




COLLUS Power Corp
EB-2009-0226

Exhibit 3

Tab 3

Schedule 5

Page 1 of 1

Re-Filed: November 28, 2008 (Amends Aug. 15, 2008 09 Normalized Dist. Rev. distribution with no change to Total)

COLLUS Power Response to VECC IR # 18 (b) — |

2009 Test — Normalized (Current 2008 rates)

Unit
Distribution = Normalized Revenues

Customers Consumption Revenues  Consumption Normalized
(Year-End) (kWh / KW) 3 (kWh/KW) $/kWh/KW
Residential 13,011 121,128,423 3,515,857 121,128,423 .02903
GS<50 1,588 45,443,633 764,345 45,443,633 .01682
GS>50-Regular 127 300,721 325,034 300,721 1.0808
Street Light (connections) 3,051 6,087 38,380 6,087 6.3052
Unmetered Scattered Load 68 455,702 6,876 455,702 0.0127
Large User 1 75,012 181,791 75,012 2.2864
TOTAL 17,511 167,409,578 4,832,283 167,409,578

2009 Test — Normalized (Proposed)

Customers Consumption

(Year-End) (kWh / KW)
Residential 13,011 121,128,423
GS<50 1,588 45,443,633
GS>50-Regular 127 300,721
Street Light (connections) 3,051 6,087
Unmetered Scattered Load 68 455,702
Large User 1 75,012

2009 Rates
Distribution = Normalized Unit

Revenues  Consumption Revenues
® (kWh/KW) $/kWh/KW
3,875,522 121,128,423 03199
937,105 45,443,633 .02062
689,992 300,721 2.2945
119,863 6,087 19.6916
20,152 455,702 0.0442
166,352 75,012 22177

TOTAL 17,846 167,409,578

5,808,986 167,409,578


dvaiciunas
Rectangle


COLLUS Power Corp
EB-2009-0226

Exhibit 3
Tab 3
Schedule 5
Page 1 of 1
Re-Filed: November 28, 2008 (Amends Aug. 15, 2008 09 Normalized Dist. Rev. distribution with no change to Total) ‘
COLLUS Power Response to VECC IR #18 b - 2
2008 Bridge - Normalized
Distribution Normalized Unit Revenues
Customers Consumption Revenues Consumption  Normalized
(Year-End) (kWh/KW) @) (kWh / KW) $/kWh/KW
Residential 12,771 115,725,785 3,302,023 118,892,488 0.0278
GS<50 1,578 45,826,338 721,118 45,137,944 0.0160
GS>50-Regular 124 258,647 306,652 293,962 1.0432
Street Light (connections) 2,961 6,100 36,209 5,909 6.1278
Unmetered Scattered Load 76 517,563 6,488 510,523 0.0127
Large User 1 70,103 171,510 75,012 2.2864
TOTAL 17,511 162,405,036 4,544,000 164,915,838
2009 Test - Normalized
Distribution Normalized
Customers Consumption  Revenues Consumption Unit Revenues
(Year-End) (kWh / KW) (6] (kWh / KW) $S’KWh/KW
Residential 13,011 121,128,423 3,875,522 121,128,423 .031995
GS<50 1,588 45,443,633 937,105 45,443,633 .02062
GS>50-Regular 127 300,721 689,992 300,721 2.2945
Street Light (connections) 3,051 6,087 119,863 6,087 19.6916
Unmetered Scattered Load 68 455,702 20,152 455,702 0.0442
Large User 1 75,012 166,352 75,012 2.2177
TOTAL 17,846 167,409,578 5,808,986 167,409,578


dvaiciunas
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Schedule VEC IR 20 (a)

Difference = Wage Increases(fvg=3.0%) and Employee Progression

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF OPERATING COSTS FROM 2006 TO 2009
% Change 2009
2006 Board Approved 2006 Actual 2007 Actual 2008 Bridge 2009 Test to 2006 Actuals
ADJUSTED OM&A FOR COMPARISON
Total Operating Costs $ 4,095,857 | $ 4,020,744 | $4,076,412 | $4,426,223 | $4,789,820
less: Amortization Expenses & Taxes $ 844187 | $ 772671 $ 790,615| $ 895913 | $ 991,972
less: Low Voltage Charges in 2006 EDR $ 398,421
less: Energy Conservation in 2006 Actual $ 100,646
Net Operation, Maintenance & Admin Exp. $ 2,853,249 | $ 3,147,427 | $ 3,285,797 | $3,530,310 | $ 3,797,848
% Differ to 06EDR> 10.3%
OM & A Wages & Benefits (Table 2 EC&C) $ 1,469,092 | $1,554,405 | $1,721,958 | $1,942,218 32.2%
OM & A Other Expenses $ 1,678,335 [ $1,731,392 | $1,808,353 | $ 1,855,630 10.6%
Net Operation, Maintenance & Admin Exp. $ 3,147,427 | $ 3,285,797 | $3,530,310 | $ 3,797,848 20.7%
TOTAL O, M & A A B C D
Breakdown of Year over Year Total Wage Difference [Hirings, Inflation etc) 2006 to 2007 J2007 to 2006  |2008 to 2009 Refer To
Increase Cost in Wages Year to Year for use in OEB IR #1.2 b&c ! 8531315 167,552 | § 220,261 |#1 Table 4
Increases % in Wages Year to Year for use in OEB IR #1.2 b&c 5.8% 10.8% 12.8%
Less: Increased % of FTE staff complement Yearly for use in 1.2 bé&c 2.3% 5.9% 9.3%|Total in Th 2
3.5% 4.9% 3.5%




SCHEDULE OEB IR #1.2(C) - 2

Table 2
Employee Complement And Compensation
ACTUAL ACTUAL BRIDGE TEST YEAR
Number of Employees (FTESs) 2006 2007 2008 2009
Executive 0.5 0.5 0.525 0.55
Management 0.5 0.5 0.525 0.55
Non-Union (Superv, Bill&Collect, Accting, RegSCADA) 8.4 8.6 9 9.5
Union 8.5 8.75 9.5 11
Total 17.9 18.35 19.55 21.6
Use above amounts to determine FTE Change
% Year over Year Change' 2.5% 6.5% 10.5%
A portion of total is capitalized so backout for OM&A % 91% 90% 89%
Net OM&A increase % in FTE staff contingent 2.3% 5.9% 9.3%
Less: Growth % of Non-Union Year to Year 2.1% 4.7% 5.5%
Difference is Growth factor for O&M only 0.2% 1.2% 3.9%
Number of Part Time Employees (NONE) 2006 2007 2008 2009
Executive 0 0 0 0
Management 0 0 0 0
Non-Union (Superv, Bill&Collect, Accting, RegSCADA) 0 0 0 0
Union 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0
Total Compensation 2006 2007 2008 2009
Executive 110,862 118,578 126,000 135,960
Management 63,220 68,573 73,920 79,552
Non-Union (Superv, Bill&Collect, Accting, RegSCADA) 699,805 735,210 806,400 876,736
Union 720,205 792,044 904,638 1,091,970
Total 1,594,092 1,714,405 1,910,958 2,184,218
Compensation - Average Yearly Base Wages 2006 2007 2008 2009
Executive 184,770 197,630 200,000 206,000
Management 101,152 107,146 110,000 113,000
Non-Union (Superv, Bill&Collect, Accting, RegSCADA) 66,648 66,789 70,000 72,100
Union 61,250 65,557 66,000 71,500
Compensation - Average Yearly Overtime 2006 2007 2008 2009
Executive 0 0 0 0
Management 0 0 0 0
Non-Union (Superv, Bill&Collect, Accting, RegSCADA) 0 0 0 0
Union 8,417 7,708 10,745 7,750
Compensation - Average Yearly Incentive (NONE) 2006 2007 2008 2009
Executive 0 0 0 0
Management 0 0 0 0
Non-Union (Superv, Bill&Collect, Accting, RegSCADA) 0 0 0 0
Union - - - -
Compensation - Average Yearly Benefits 2006 2007 2008 2009
Executive 18,477 19,763 21,000 22,660
Management 12,644 15,000 16,170 17,402
Non-Union (Superv, Bill&Collect, Accting, RegSCADA) 16,662 18,701 19,600 20,188
Union 15,063 17,255 18,480 20,020
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total Union Compensation 720,205 792,044 904,638 1,091,970
Capitalized Labour 125,000 160,000 189,000 242,000
Total Union Compensation Charged to O&M 595,205 632,044 715,638 849,970
Add in Supervision that is in FTE's on Non-Union #'s. 187,190 187,190 187,190 187,190
Total SW&B Charged to O&M Union and N-U (Supervis.) 782,395 819,234 902,828 1,037,160




Schedule VEC IR 21 (a)(b) -1

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF ADMINISTRATION (B&C, CR and G&A) COSTS FROM 2006 TO 2009

% Change 2009
2006 Board Approved 2006 Actual 2007 Actual 2008 Bridge 2009 Test to 2006 Actuals
ADJUSTED ADMIN FOR COMPARISON
Billing and Collections $ 538,249 | $ 592,333 [ $ 655,645 | $ 722,109 | $ 762,093
Community Relations $ 88,563 | $ 154,243 | $ 157,924 | $ 100,085 | $ 107,389
Administrative and General Expenses $ 1,200,627 | $ 952,430 | $ 904,732 | $ 932,991 | $1,008,741
Taxes & Other Related $ 990 | $ 5025 | $ 8,256 | $ 8916 | $ 8,916
SUB-TOTAL $ 1,828,428 | $ 1,704,031 | $1,726,557 | $1,764,101 | $1,887,139
less: Low Voltage Charges in 2006 EDR $ 398,421
less: Energy Conservation in 2006 Actual $ 100,646
TOTAL $ 1,430,007 | $ 1,603,385 | $1,726,557 | $1,764,101 | $1,887,139
% Differ to 06EDR> 12.1%
Admin. Wage & Benefits (Table 2 EC&C) $ 686,697 | $ 735171 |$ 819,130 [ $ 905,058 31.8%
Administration Other Expenses $ 916,688 | $ 991,386 | $ 944,971 |$ 982,081 7.1%
Net Administration Expense $ 1,603,385 | $1,726,557 | $1,764,101 | $1,887,139 17.7%
ADMINISTRATION EXPENSE
Breakdown of Year over Year Total Wage Difference (Hirings, Inflation etc) 2006 to 20072007 to 2008]2008 to 2009|Refer To
Increase Cost in Wages Year to Year for use in OEB IR #1.2 b&c $ 48,474|$% 83,959|% 85,928 |#1 Table 4
Increases % in Wages Year to Year for use in OEB IR #1.2 bé&c 7.1% 11.4% 10.5%
Less: Increased % of FTE staff complement Yearly for use in 1.2 b&c 2.1% 4.7% 5.5%|Total in Th 2
Difference = Wage Increases(Avg=4.0%) and Employee Staged Progression 4.9% 6.7% 5.0%




Schedule VECC IR# 30(c)-1

o o

BILL IMPACTS (Monthly Consumptions)
Schedule VECC_IR#30(c)-1

RESIDENTIAL
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
— RA$TE CHA$RGE V— RA$TE CHA$RGE Cha$nge Ch?/?ge -
Consumption Monthly Service Charge SR AR 9.26 SR HE 10.38 1.12 12.10% 5.51%
100 kWh Distribution (kWh) 100 0.0184 1.84 100 0.0209 2.09 0.25 13.59% 1.23%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) SHEHHIEEE SR 0.26 S E TPt SEEETEEEEEE 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
LRAM & SSM Rider (kwWh) 100 100 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 100 0.0000 0.00 100 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 11.36 12.73 1.37 12.06% 6.74%
Other Charges (kWh) 108 0.0208 2.25 108 0.0208 2.24 (0.02) (0.81%) (0.09%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kwh) 108 0.0500 5.42 108 0.0500 5.38 (0.04) (0.81%) (0.22%)
Total Bill 19.03 20.34 1.31 6.87% 6.43%
RESIDENTIAL
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume R';TE CHA$RGE Volume RA;I_E CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge SETEEEEEEEESEE (EES RS EEEE 9.26 SRS SEEEEE SRS 10.38 1.12 12.10% 3.21%
250 kWh Distribution (kWh) 250 0.0184 4.60 250 0.0209 5.23 0.63 13.59% 1.79%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) SHEEEITEEEE AT EEHEEEEE 0.26 S EEEE EEEHEEEEE 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
LRAM & SSM Rider (kwWh) 250 250 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 250 0.0000 0.00 250 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O0! 0.00%
Sub-Total 14.12 15.87 1.75 12.36% 5.00%
Other Charges (kWh) 271 0.0208 5.64 269 0.0208 5.59 (0.05) (0.81%) (0.13%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kwWh) 271 0.0500 13.55 269 0.0500 13.44 (0.11) (0.81%) (0.31%)
Total Bill 33.30 34.89 1.59 4.77% 4.56%
RESIDENTIAL
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RA;I_E CHA$RGE Volume RA;I—E CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge RS EE S S 9.26 R S 10.38 1.12 12.10% 1.89%
500 kWh Distribution (kWh) 500 0.0184 9.20 500 0.0209 10.45 1.25 13.59% 2.11%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) FHERHEH BHEREE 0.26 FHEEHEHE BHHEHHE 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
LRAM & SSM Rider (kwWh) 500 500 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 500 0.0000 0.00 500 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O0! 0.00%
Sub-Total 18.72 21.09 2.37 12.66% 4.01%
Other Charges (kWh) 542 0.0208 11.27 538 0.0208 11.18 (0.09) (0.81%) (0.15%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kwWh) 542 0.0500 27.10 538 0.0500 26.88 (0.22) (0.81%) (0.37%)
Total Bill 57.09 59.15 2.06 3.61% 3.48%
RESIDENTIAL
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RA%TE CHA$RGE Volume RA$TE CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge SHERHNE HHERHHE 9.26 SHERHRR IHRAHAR 10.38 1.12 12.10% 1.31%
750 kWh Distribution (kWh) 750 0.0184 13.80 750 0.0209 15.68 1.88 13.59% 2.20%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) TETEEEEE STEHTIE 0.26 SETEEEEE HEHE LT 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
LRAM & SSM Rider (kwWh) 750 750 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 750 0.0000 0.00 750 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O0! 0.00%
Sub-Total 23.32 26.32 3.00 12.84% 3.51%
Other Charges (kWh) 813 0.0208 16.91 806 0.0208 16.77 (0.14) (0.81%) (0.16%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 600 0.0500 30.00 600 0.0500 30.00 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 213 0.0590 12.56 206 0.0590 12.17 (0.39) (3.08%) (0.45%)
Total Bill 82.79 85.26 2.47 2.99% 2.90%
RESIDENTIAL
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume R'ZTE CHA$RGE Volume RA$TE CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge S EEE R 9.26 S 10.38 1.12 12.10% 1.00%
1,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 1,000 0.0184 18.40 1,000 0.0209 20.90 2.50 13.59% 2.23%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) ST T EE 0.26 S SR 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
LRAM & SSM Rider (kwWh) 1,000 1,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 1,000 0.0000 0.00 1,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 27.92 31.54 3.62 12.97% 3.23%
Other Charges (kWh) 1,084 0.0208 22.54 1,075 0.0208 22.36 (0.18) (0.81%) (0.16%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 600 0.0500 30.00 600 0.0500 30.00 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 484 0.0590 28.54 475 0.0590 28.03 (0.52) (1.81%) (0.46%)
Total Bill 109.01 111.93 2.92 2.68% 2.61%




Schedule VECC IR# 30(c)-1

RESIDENTIAL
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RA$TE CHA$RGE Volume RA%TE CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge HHESEEH HHHRHEE 9.26 HHERREH INHRHEE 10.38 1.12 12.10% 0.68%
1,500 kWh Distribution (kWh) 1,500 0.0184 27.60 1,500 0.0209 31.35 3.75 13.59% 2.27%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) SIS A 0.26 S ST 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
LRAM & SSM Rider (kWh) 1,500 1,500 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 1,500 0.0000 0.00 1,500 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 37.12 41.99 4.87 13.12% 2.95%
Other Charges (kwWh) 1,626 0.0208 33.81 1,613 0.0208 33.54 (0.27) (0.81%) (0.17%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 600 0.0500 30.00 600 0.0500 30.00 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kwh) 1,026 0.0590 60.52 1,013 0.0590 59.74 (0.77) (1.28%) (0.47%)
Total Bill 161.45 165.27 3.82 2.37% 2.31%
RESIDENTIAL
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RA;I—E CHA$RGE Volume RA$TE CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge SERESEEEEEES FEEESES SRS 9.26 SEEEEEEEEEE SHSEEISEE 10.38 1.12 12.10% 0.51%
2,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 2,000 0.0184 36.80 2,000 0.0209 41.80 5.00 13.59% 2.29%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) SEEESEISHIESS I SEEEES TS 0.26 i 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
LRAM & SSM Rider (kWh) 2,000 2,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 2,000 0.0000 0.00 2,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 46.32 52.44 6.12 13.21% 2.80%
Other Charges (kwh) 2,168 0.0208 45.09 2,150 0.0208 44.72 (0.36) (0.81%) (0.17%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 600 0.0500 30.00 600 0.0500 30.00 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 1,568 0.0590 92.49 1,550 0.0590 91.46 (1.03) (1.12%) (0.47%)
Total Bill 213.89 218.62 4.72 2.21% 2.16%
GENERAL SERVICE < 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
ViallilE RA$TE CHA$RGE el RA$TE CHA$RGE Cha$nge Chzj/:ge % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 16.26 18.83 2.57 15.81% 2.32%
1,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 1,000 0.0111 11.10 1,000 0.0132 13.20 2.10 18.92% 1.90%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 1,000 0.0000 0.00 1,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 27.62 32.29 4.67 16.91% 4.22%
Other Charges (kwh) 1,084 0.0201 21.78 1,075 0.0201 21.61 (0.18) (0.81%) (0.16%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0500 37.50 750 0.0500 37.50 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 334 0.0590 19.69 325 0.0590 19.18 (0.52) (2.62%) (0.47%)
Total Bill 106.60 110.58 3.98 3.73% 3.60%
GENERAL SERVICE < 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
VisllUlmE RA$TE CHA$RGE el RA$TE CHA$RGE Cha$nge Chz:/::ge % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 16.26 18.83 2.57 15.81% 1.23%
2,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 2,000 0.0111 22.20 2,000 0.0132 26.40 4.20 18.92% 2.01%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 2,000 0.0000 0.00 2,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 38.72 45.49 6.77 17.48% 3.24%
Other Charges (kwh) 2,168 0.0201 43.57 2,150 0.0201 43.22 (0.35) (0.81%) (0.17%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0500 37.50 750 0.0500 37.50 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kwh) 1,418 0.0590 83.64 1,400 0.0590 82.61 (1.03) (1.23%) (0.49%)
Total Bill 203.43 208.81 5.39 2.65% 2.58%
GENERAL SERVICE < 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
VisllllE RA$TE CHA$RGE el RA$TE CHA$RGE Cha$nge Chz:/:ge % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 16.26 18.83 2.57 15.81% 0.51%
5,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 5,000 0.0111 55.50 5,000 0.0132 66.00 10.50 18.92% 2.09%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 5,000 0.0000 0.00 5,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 72.02 85.09 13.07 18.15% 2.60%
Other Charges (kwWh) 5,419 0.0201 108.92 5,375 0.0201 108.04 (0.88) (0.81%) (0.17%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0500 37.50 750 0.0500 37.50 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 4,669 0.0590 275.47 4,625 0.0590 272.89 (2.58) (0.94%) (0.51%)
Total Bill 493.91 503.52 9.61 1.95% 1.91%




Schedule VECC IR# 30(c)-1

GENERAL SERVICE < 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Vi RA$TE CHA$RGE el RA$TE CHA$RGE Cha$nge Chil/:ge T
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 16.26 18.83 2.57 15.81% 0.26%
10,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 10,000 0.0111 111.00 10,000 0.0132 132.00 21.00 18.92% 2.11%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 10,000 0.0000 0.00 10,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 127.52 151.09 23.57 18.48% 2.37%
Other Charges (kwWh) 10,838 0.0201 217.84 10,750 0.0201 216.09 (1.76) (0.81%) (0.18%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0500 37.50 750 0.0500 37.50 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 10,088 0.0590 595.19 10,000 0.0590 590.03 (5.16) (0.87%) (0.52%)
Total Bill 978.06 994.70 16.65 1.70% 1.67%
GENERAL SERVICE < 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Vi RA$TE CHA$RGE el RA$TE CHA$RGE Cha$nge Ch?/:ge S
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 16.26 18.83 2.57 15.81% 0.17%
15,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 15,000 0.0111 166.50 15,000 0.0132 198.00 31.50 18.92% 2.12%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kWh) 15,000 0.0000 0.00 15,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 183.02 217.09 34.07 18.62% 2.29%
Other Charges (kwWh) 16,257 0.0201 326.77 16,126 0.0201 324.13 (2.64) (0.81%) (0.18%)
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0500 37.50 750 0.0500 37.50 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 15,507 0.0590 914.91 15,376 0.0590 907.17 (7.74) (0.85%) (0.52%)
Total Bill 1,462.20 1,485.89 23.69 1.62% 1.59%
GENERAL SERVICE > 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
W — RA$TE CHA$RGE V— RA$TE CHA$RGE Cha$nge Ch:(;)x/(r)lge % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 54.14 92.97 38.83 71.72% 2.47%
15,000 kWh Distribution (KWh) 15,000 0.0000 0.00 15,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
60 kW Distribution (kW) 60 1.4434 86.60 60 2.6166 157.00 70.39 81.28% 4.47%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kW) 60 0.0000 0.00 60 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 141.00 250.23 109.22 77.46% 6.94%
Other Charges (kwWh) 16,257 0.0132 214.59 16,126 0.0132 212.86 (1.73) (0.81%) (0.11%)
Other Charges (kW) 60 2.7721 166.33 60 2.7721 166.33 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0500 37.50 750 0.0500 37.50 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 15,507 0.0590 914.91 15,376 0.0590 907.17 (7.74) (0.85%) (0.49%)
Total Bill 1,474.34 1,574.08 99.75 6.77% 6.34%
GENERAL SERVICE > 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume R'A%TE CHA$RGE Volume RA;I_E CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 54.14 92.97 38.83 71.72% 1.10%
40,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 40,000 0.0000 0.00 40,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
100 kwW Distribution (kW) 100 1.4434 144.34 100 2.6166 261.66 117.32 81.28% 3.31%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (KW) 100 0.0000 0.00 100 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 198.74 354.89 156.15 78.57% 4.41%
Other Charges (kwWh) 43,352 0.0132 572.25 43,002 0.0132 567.63 (4.62) (0.81%) (0.13%)
Other Charges (kW) 100 2.7721 277.21 100 2.7721 277.21 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commaodity (kWh) 0 0.0545 0.00 0 0.0545 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 43,352 0.0545 2,362.68 43,002 0.0545 2,343.61 (19.08) (0.81%) (0.54%)
Total Bill 3,410.88 3,543.33 132.45 3.88% 3.74%
GENERAL SERVICE > 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RA;‘;TE CHA$RGE Volume RA;I—E CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 54.14 92.97 38.83 71.72% 0.42%
100,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 100,000 0.0000 0.00 100,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/0! 0.00%
350 kw Distribution (kW) 350 1.4434 505.19 350 2.6166 915.81 410.62 81.28% 4.44%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kW) 350 0.0000 0.00 350 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 559.59 1,009.04 449.45 80.32% 4.86%
Other Charges (kwWh) 108,380 0.0132 1,430.62 107,505 0.0132 1,419.07 (11.55) (0.81%) (0.12%)
Other Charges (kW) 350 2.7721 970.24 350 2.7721 970.24 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kwh) 0 0.0545 0.00 0 0.0545 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O0! 0.00%
Cost of Power Commaodity (kWh) 108,380 0.0545 5,906.71 107,505 0.0545 5,859.02 (47.69) (0.81%) (0.52%)
Total Bill 8,867.15 9,257.36 390.21 4.40% 4.22%




Schedule VECC IR# 30(c)-1

GENERAL SERVICE > 50 kW

2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RA$TE CHA$RGE Volume R';TE CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 54.14 92.97 38.83 71.72% 0.11%
400,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 400,000 | 0.0000 0.00 400,000 | 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/0! 0.00%
1,400 kw Distribution (kW) 1,400 0.8434 1,180.76 1,400 2.2666 3,173.24 1,992.48 168.75% 5.50%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kW) 1,400 0.0000 0.00 1,400 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 1,235.16 3,266.47 2,031.31 164.46% 5.60%
Other Charges (kWh) 433,520 0.0132 5,722.46 430,020 0.0132 5,676.26 (46.20) (0.81%) (0.13%)
Other Charges (kW) 1,400 2.7721 3,880.94 1,400 2.7721 3,880.94 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kwh) 0 0.0545 0.00 0 0.0545 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O0! 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 433,520 0.0545 23,626.84 430,020 0.0545 23,436.09 (190.75) (0.81%) (0.53%)
Total Bill 34,465.40 36,259.76 1,794.35 5.21% 4.95%
GENERAL SERVICE > 50 kW
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume R';TE CHA$RGE Volume RA$TE CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 54.14 92.97 38.83 71.72% 0.04%
1,000,000 kWh Distribution (kwWh) 1,000,000 | 0.0000 0.00 1,000,000 | 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
2,800 kW Distribution (kW) 2,800 0.8434 2,361.52 2,800 2.2666 6,346.48 3,984.96 168.75% 4.58%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kW) 2,800 0.0000 0.00 2,800 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/0! 0.00%
Sub-Total 2,415.92 6,439.71 4,023.79 166.55% 4.63%
Other Charges (kwh) 1,083,800 | 0.0132 14,306.16 1,075,050 | 0.0132 14,190.66 (115.50) (0.81%) (0.13%)
Other Charges (kW) 2,800 2.7721 7,761.88 2,800 2.7721 7,761.88 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 0 0.0545 0.00 0 0.0545 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kwh) 1,083,800 0.0545 59,067.10 1,075,050 0.0545 58,590.21 (476.89) (0.81%) (0.55%)
Total Bill 83,551.06 86,982.46 3,431.40 4.11% 3.94%
LARGE USER (> 5000 kW)
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RATE CHARGE Volume RATE CHARGE Change Change % of Total Bill
$ $ $ $ $ %
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 6,908.18 4,830.44 (2,077.74) (30.08%) (0.81%)
3,118,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 3,118,000 | 0.0000 0.00 3,118,000 | 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/0! 0.00%
6,250 kW Distribution (kW) 6,250 1.8860 11,787.50 6,250 2.1475 13,421.88 1,634.38 13.87% 0.63%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kW) 6,250 0.0000 0.00 6,250 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 18,695.94 18,252.58 (443.37) (2.37%) (0.17%)
Other Charges (kWh) 3,224,012 | 0.0132 42,556.96 3,224,012 | 0.0132 42,556.96 (0.00) (0.00%) (0.00%)
Other Charges (kW) 6,250 3.3401 20,875.63 6,250 3.3401 20,875.63 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 0 0.0545 0.00 0 0.0545 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 3,224,012 | 0.0545 175,708.65 3,224,012 | 0.0545 175,708.65 (0.00) (0.00%) (0.00%)
Total Bill 257,837.18 257,393.81 (443.37) (0.17%) (0.17%)
LARGE USER (> 5000 kW)
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume R';TE CHA$RGE Volume R';TE CHA$RGE $ % % of Total Bill
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 6,908.18 4,830.44 (2,077.74) (30.08%) (0.27%)
10,000,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 10,000,000 | 0.0000 0.00 10,000,000 | 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
11,000 kW Distribution (kW) 11,000 1.8860 20,746.00 11,000 2.1475 23,622.50 2,876.50 13.87% 0.38%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.26 0.26 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Regulatory Assets (kW) 11,000 0.0000 0.00 11,000 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 27,654.44 28,453.20 798.76 2.89% 0.10%
Other Charges (kwWh) 10,340,000 | 0.0132 136,488.00 | 10,340,000 | 0.0132 136,488.00 (0.00) (0.00%) (0.00%)
Other Charges (kW) 11,000 3.3401 36,741.10 11,000 3.3401 36,741.10 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kwWh) 0 0.0545 0.00 0 0.0545 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O0! 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 10,340,000 | 0.0545 563,530.00 | 10,340,000 | 0.0545 563,530.00 (0.00) (0.00%) (0.00%)
Total Bill 764,413.54 765,212.30 798.76 0.10% 0.10%




Schedule VECC IR# 30(c)-1

Street Lighting

2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RATE CHARGE Volume RATE CHARGE Change Change % of Total Bill
$ $ $ $ $ %
Billing Determinants Monthly Service Charge 1,964 0.6100 1,198.04 1,964 1.9051 3,741.62 2,543.58 212.31% 18.27%
1,964 Connections Distribution (kWh) 96,667 0.0000 0.00 96,667 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
96,667 kWh Distribution (kW) 290 2.9941 868.29 290 8.7319 2,532.25 1,663.96 191.64% 11.95%
290 kW Regulatory Assets (kW) 290 0.0000 0.00 290 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 2,066.33 6,273.87 4,207.54 203.62% 30.22%
Other Charges (kWh) 104,767 0.0132 1,382.93 103,921 0.0132 1,371.76 (11.17) (0.81%) (0.08%)
Other Charges (kW) 290 2.1101 611.93 290 2.1101 611.93 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kwWh) 750 0.0545 40.88 750 0.0545 40.88 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 104,017 0.0545 5,668.94 103,171 0.0545 5,622.85 (46.10) (0.81%) (0.33%)
Total Bill 9,771.01 13,921.28 4,150.27 42.48% 29.81%
Street Lighting
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RATE CHARGE Volume RATE CHARGE Change Change | o 1 il Bill
$ $ $ $ $ %
Billing Determinants Monthly Service Charge 672 0.6100 409.92 672 1.9051 1,280.23 870.31 212.31% 13.66%
672 Connections Distribution (kWh) 48,333 0.0000 0.00 48,333 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
48,333 kWh Distribution (kW) 145 2.9941 434.14 145 8.7319 1,266.13 831.98 191.64% 13.06%
145 kW Regulatory Assets (kW) 145 0.0000 0.00 145 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 844.06 2,546.35 1,702.29 201.68% 26.72%
Other Charges (kWh) 52,384 0.0132 691.46 51,961 0.0132 685.88 (5.58) (0.81%) (0.09%)
Other Charges (kW) 145 2.1101 305.96 145 2.1101 305.96 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0545 40.88 750 0.0545 40.88 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 51,634 0.0545 2,814.03 51,211 0.0545 2,790.99 (23.05) (0.82%) (0.36%)
Total Bill 4,696.40 6,370.06 1,673.66 35.64% 26.27%
Street Lighting
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RATE CHARGE Volume RATE CHARGE Change Change % of Total Bill
$ $ $ $ $ %
Billing Determinants Monthly Service Charge 352 0.6100 214.72 352 1.9051 670.60 455.88 212.31% 15.44%
onnections istribution : : : : : : . ! .00%
352 C t Distrib (kwh) 21,667 0.0000 0.00 21,667 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
21,667 kWh Distribution (kW) 65 2.9941 194.62 65 8.7319 567.57 372.96 191.64% 12.63%
65 kW Regulatory Assets (kW) 65 0.0000 0.00 65 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Sub-Total 409.34 1,238.17 828.83 202.48% 28.07%
Other Charges (kwWh) 23,482 0.0132 309.97 23,293 0.0132 307.46 (2.50) (0.81%) (0.08%)
Other Charges (kW) 65 2.1101 137.16 65 2.1101 137.16 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0545 40.88 750 0.0545 40.88 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 22,732 0.0545 1,238.91 22,543 0.0545 1,228.58 (10.33) (0.83%) (0.35%)
Total Bill 2,136.25 2,952.24 816.00 38.20% 27.64%
2008 BILL 2009 BILL IMPACT
Volume RATE CHARGE Volume RATE CHARGE Change Change |, of Total Bill
$ $ $ $ $ %
Consumption Monthly Service Charge 0.00 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
18,000 kWh Distribution (kWh) 18,000 0.0162 291.60 18,000 0.0369 664.20 372.60 127.78% 18.87%
0 kw Distribution (kW) 0 0.0000 0.00 0 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/O! 0.00%
Smart Meter Rider (per month) 0.00 0.26 0.26 #DIV/O! 0.01%
Regulatory Assets (KW) 0 0.0000 0.00 0 0.0000 0.00 0.00 #DIV/0! 0.00%
Sub-Total 291.60 664.46 372.86 127.87% 18.88%
Other Charges (kWh) 19,508 0.0132 257.51 19,351 0.0132 255.43 (2.08) (0.81%) (0.11%)
Other Charges (kW) 0 2.7721 0.00 0 2.7721 0.00 0.00 #DIV/0! 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 750 0.0545 40.88 750 0.0545 40.88 0.00 0.00% 0.00%
Cost of Power Commodity (kWh) 18,758 0.0545 1,022.33 18,601 0.0545 1,013.75 (8.58) (0.84%) (0.43%)
Total Bill 1,612.32 1,974.52 362.20 22.46% 18.34%




» 2006 COST ALLOCATION INFORMATION FILING Schedule VECC IR 33(c)-1
COLLUS Power Corp
’ EB-2005-0353 EB-2006-0247
A Monday, January 15, 2007
Ontario Sheet O1 Revenue to Cost Summary Worksheet - Second Run Run 2 same as Run 1(USL same)
Class Revenue, Cost Analysis, and Return on Rate Base ]
1 2 3 6 7 9
Rate Base Total Residential GS <50 GS>50-Regular |Large Use >5MW/|  Street Light Unmetered
Assets Scattered Load
crev Distribution Revenue (sale) $4,460,422 $3,316,640 $738,320 $251,985 $106,741 $33,387 $13,349
mi Miscellaneous Revenue (mi) $327,742 $231,184 $60,964 $24,993 $4,192 $4,755 $1,655
Total Revenue $4,788,164 $3,547,824 $799,284 $276,977 $110,933 $38,142 $15,004
Expenses
di Distribution Costs (di) $1,185,972 $655,601 $176,025 $215,176 $57,624 $77,196 $4,349
cu Customer Related Costs (cu) $749,018 $529,987 $139,167 $69,255 $7,391 $75 $3,143
ad General and Administration (ad) $919,259 $562,885 $149,637 $135,371 $30,978 $36,836 $3,553
dep Depreciation and Amortization (dep) $843,196 $487,055 $127,773 $143,891 $36,025 $45,722 $2,729
INPUT  PILs (INPUT) $373,166 $213,282 $57,502 $65,872 $16,299 $19,115 $1,096
INT Interest $406,536 $232,354 $62,645 $71,763 $17,756 $20,825 $1,194
Total Expenses $4,477,147 $2,681,163 $712,749 $701,329 $166,073 $199,769 $16,063
Direct Allocation $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
NI Allocated Net Income (NI) $621,834 $355,407 $95,821 $109,768 $27,160 $31,853 $1,826
Revenue Requirement (includes NI) $5,098,981 $3,036,570 $808,570 $811,097 $193,234 $231,622 $17,889
Revenue Requirement Input equals Output
Rate Base Calculation
Net Assets
dp Distribution Plant - Gross $19,113,105 $10,897,831 $2,873,944 $3,384,540 $859,672 $1,038,091 $59,026
ap General Plant - Gross $2,282,487 $1,304,225 $343,641 $400,642 $101,176 $125,674 $7,129
accum dep Accumulated Depreciation ($9,025,507) ($5,133,726) ($1,355,200) ($1,613,879) ($412,519) ($482,665) ($27,518)
co Capital Contribution ($3,018,439) ($1,723,522) $423,613 ($521,161) ($139,459) ($199,621) ($11,063)
Total Net Plant $9,351,647 $5,344,807 $1,438,772 $1,650,143 $408,870 $481,479 $27,575
Directly Allocated Net Fixed Assets $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
cop Cost of Power (COP) $26,526,514 $10,888,119 $4,106,072 $8,070,324 $3,207,580 $171,926 $82,493
OM&A Expenses $2,854,249 $1,748,472 $464,829 $419,803 $95,993 $114,107 $11,045
Directly Allocated Expenses $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Subtotal $29,380,763 $12,636,591 $4,570,901 $8,490,127 $3,303,573 $286,033 $93,538
Working Capital $4,407,114 $1,895,489 $685,635 $1,273,519 $495,536 $42,905 $14,031
Total Rate Base $13,758,761 $7,240,296 $2,124,407 $2,923,662 $904,406 $524,384 $41,606
Rate Base Input equals Output
Equity Component of Rate Base $6,879,380 $3,620,148 $1,062,204 $1,461,831 $452,203 $262,192 $20,803
Net Income on Allocated Assets $311,017 $866,660 $86,535 ($424,351) ($55,141) ($161,628) ($1,059)
Net Income on Direct Allocation Assets $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Net Income $311,017 $866,660 $86,535 ($424,351) ($55,141) ($161,628) ($1,059)
RATIOS ANALYSIS
REVENUE TO EXPENSES % 93.90% 116.84% 98.85% 34.15% 57.41% 16.47% 83.87%
EXISTING REVENUE MINUS ALLOCATED COSTS ($310,817) $511,254 ($9,286) ($534,119) ($82,301) ($193,481) ($2,885)
RETURN ON EQUITY COMPONENT OF RATE BASE 4.52% 23.94% 8.15% -29.03% -12.19% -61.64% -5.09%

Schedule VECC IR 33(c)-1
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