




































































LCG-071 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. 
MONTANA LARGE CUSTOMER GROUP 

SEVENTH OAT A REQUEST 
DATED OCTOBER 21, 2015 

DOCKET NO. 02015.6.51 

RE: Statement M 

Please refer to Statement M, pages 6 through 38: 

a. Please explain why the "current rates" for each rate schedule reflect 
MDU's proposed Base Fuel and Purchased Power Charge rather than 
the actual current Base Fuel and Purchased Power Charge. Please 
provide any workpapers that reconcile the current and proposed 
Fuel and Purchased Power Charges and revenues in Excel format 
with all formulas intact. 

b. For each rate schedule, please provide a version of the Pro Forma@ 
Current Rates section of pages 6 through 21 that derives the Pro 
Forma base fuel revenues at current rates using the actual current 
base Fuel and Purchased Power Charge in place in 2015, in Excel 
format with all formulas intact. 

c. For each rate schedule, please provide a separate itemization of each 
Rate 58 rate in place during 2015, the Pro Forma kWh corresponding 
to each Rate 58 rate in place, and the resulting Rate 58 revenues, in 
Excel format with all formulas intact. 

Response: 

a. The base fuel and purchased power rate used in Statement M, pages 6 
through 38 correctly reflects the base level of pro forma fuel the Company 
will incur and its customers will pay according to the generation mix 
modeled in PLEXOS for the test year. The current actual fuel and 
purchased power rate does not reflect the generation resources, 
specifically the power that will be produced by the Thunder Spirit Wind 
Facility, that will be available for dispatch by year end 2015. Workpapers 
reconciling the current actual and the pro forma fuel are not available. 

b. Please see LCG-071 a. 

c. Please see Response No. LCG-071 Attachment A for the monthly Fuel 
and Purchased Power Cost Adjustments for 2015. 

Please see Response No. MCC-007 Attachment A for the actual monthly 
Kwh sales by rate schedule for the twelve months ended December 31 , 
2014 and January through August 2015. Please see Response No. 
MCC-001 Attachment A for the monthly Kwh sales for the pro forma 
adjustment made to the Large General Service Rate 30. 



Montana-Dakota Utilties Co. 
Electric Utility - Montana 

2015 Fuel and Purchased Power Cost Adjustment 

Janua~ February March Aeril Ma~ June Jul~ 
Primary 

Base Fuel $0.02057 $0.02057 $0.02057 $0.02057 $0.02057 $0.02057 $0.02057 
F&PCA 0.00476 0.00442 0.00434 0.00551 0.00341 0.00230 0.00199 
Total 0.02533 0.02499 0.02491 0.02608 0.02398 0.02287 0.02256 

Secondary 
Base Fuel $0.02084 $0.02084 $0.02084 $0.02084 $0.02084 $0.02084 $0.02084 
F&PCA 0.00562 0.00544 0.00545 0.00660 0.00431 0.00320 0.00242 
Total 0.02646 0.02628 0.02629 0.02744 0.02515 0.02404 0.02326 

Rate 35 
Base Fuel $0.02032 $0.02032 $0.02032 $0.02032 $0.02032 $0.02032 $0.02032 
F&PCA 0.00783 0.00783 0.00783 0.00783 0.00783 0.00783 0.00783 
Total 0.02815 0.02815 0.02815 0.02815 0.02815 0.02815 0.02815 

AU9USt Seetember 

$0.02057 $0.02057 
0.00134 0.00366 
0.02191 0.02423 

$0.02084 $0.02084 
0.00176 0.00417 
0.02260 0.02501 

$0.02032 $0.02032 
0.00783 0.00783 
0.02815 0.02815 

October 

$0.02057 
0.00531 
0.02588 

$0.02084 
0.00574 
0.02658 

$0.02032 
0.00783 
0.02815 
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LCG-072 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. 
MONTANA LARGE CUSTOMER GROUP 

SEVENTH OAT A REQUEST 
DATED OCTOBER 21, 2015 

DOCKET NO. 02015.6.51 

RE: Base Fuel and Purchased Power Charge 

Please provide all workpapers in Excel format with formulas intact that 
derive the proposed Base Fuel and Purchased Power Charge for each rate 
schedule, demonstrating how the proposed charge for each schedule 
relates to the average Pro Forma Base Cost of Fuel of $0.02517 per kWh 
from Statement G, page 5, using service voltage loss factors. 

Response: 

Please see Response No. LCG-072 Attachment A on the enclosed CD. 



LCG-073 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. 
MONTANALARGECUSTOMERGROUP 

SEVENTH OAT A REQUEST 
DATED OCTOBER 21, 2015 

DOCKET NO. 02015.6.51 

RE: ReagentExpense 

Please refer to MDU's Response to LCG-025. Please identify MDU's pro 
forma reagent expense by generation facility using the same operating 
assumptions used in preparing MDU's Response to LCG-025 (i.e., using 
2014 pro-forma loads as described in MDU's Response to LCG-022 and the 
exact in-service dates for new generation facilities provided in the MDU's 
Response to LCG-023). 

Response: 

Montana-Dakota's Response to LCG-025 reflects 2014 pro forma activity. The 
in-service dates reflected in Response LCG-023 are late 2015. Reagent 
expenses associated with operating assumptions used to prepare Response 
LCG-025 would remain very similar to the reagent expenses shown on 
Statement G, Page 17, Adjustment No. 16, Per Books amounts. 



LCG-074 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. 
MONTANA LARGE CUSTOMER GROUP 

SEVENTH DATA REQUEST 
DATED OCTOBER 21, 2015 

DOCKET NO. D2015.6.51 

RE: ReagentExpense 

Please refer to LCG-055. Please identify MDU's pro forma reagent expense 
by generation facility using the same operating assumptions used in 
preparing MDU's Response to LCG-055 (i.e., using 2015 projected loads 
consistent with Attachment A to MDU's Response to Data Request PSC-022 
and the exact in-service dates for new generation facilities provided in the 
MDU's Response to LCG-023). 

Response: 

Please see Response No. LCG-033. 



LCG-075 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. 
MONTANALARGECUSTOMERGROUP 

SEVENTH DATA REQUEST 
DATED OCTOBER 21 , 2015 

DOCKET NO. D2015.6.51 

RE: Environmental Cost Recovery Rider 

Please refer to Exhibit TAA-3. Please explain why the charge for the 
proposed Environmental Cost Recovery Rider - Rate 98 is designed a kWh 
charge for demand-billed customers? Wouldn't a demand charge be more 
appropriate given the nature of the costs that MDU proposes to recover 
through Rate 98? If MDU disagrees, please explain the basis for the 
disagreement. 

Response: 

Montana-Dakota proposed to simply collect costs on a per Kwh basis but agree 
that cost recovery as a demand charge may be more appropriate for demand 
metered customers. 



LCG-076 

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. 
MONTANALARGECUSTOMERGROUP 

SEVENTH OAT A REQUEST 
DATED OCTOBER 21, 2015 

DOCKET NO. D2015.6.51 

RE: Transmission Cost Recovery Rider 

Please refer to Exhibit TAA-4. Please explain why the charge for the 
proposed Transmission Cost Recovery Rider - Rate 99 is designed a kWh 
charge for demand-billed customers? Wouldn't a demand charge be more 
appropriate given the nature of the costs that MDU proposes to recover 
through Rate 99? If MDU disagrees, please explain the basis for the 
disagreement. 

Response: 

Montana-Dakota proposed to simply collect costs on a per Kwh basis but agree 
that cost recovery as a demand charge may be more appropriate for demand 
metered customers. 
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