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ENTRY 

The Commission finds: 

(1) On May 9, 2007, Ronald E. Ehrbar (complainant) filed a 
complaint against Hancock-Wood Electric Cooperative, Inc. 
(Hancock-Wood). The complainant maintains that the cable 
and power adjustment charges billed by Hancock-Wood, which 
are currently calculated by the amount of electricity used, 
should be billed on a flat-rate basis. 

(2) On May 9, 2007, the secretary of the Commission served a copy 
of the complaint on Hancock-Wood and directed Hancock-
Wood to file an ariswer to the complaint with the Commission. 

(3) On June 5, 2007, Hancock-Wood filed a letter responding to this 
complaint. Hancock-Wood states that, while it is an electric 
cooperative with certified boundaries established by the 
Commission, it is not subject to the Commission's supervision 
or regulation. 

(4) Section 4905.03(A)(4), Revised Code, provides that a corporation 
is an "electric light company, when engaged in the business of 
supplying electricity for light, heat, or power purposes to 
consumers within this state." Section 4905.02, Revised Code, 
defines the term "public utility" to exclude electric light 
companies that operate their utilities on a not-for-profit basis. 

(5) Section 4905.26, Revised Code, provides tliat any person may 
file a complaint against a "public utility" alleging that any rate 
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charged by the public utility is unjust, unreasonable, xmjustiy 
discriminatory, unjustly preferential, or in violation of law. 
Since Hancock-Wood is a not-for-profit electric light company, 
it is not a "public utility." Therefore, the Commission is not 
authorized to hear a complaint regcirding rates against 
Hancock-Wood under Section 4905.26, Revised Code. 
Therefore, this case must be dismissed for lack of jurisdiction to 
hear this complaint. 

It is, therefore, 

ORDERED, That this complaint be dismissed. It is, further, 

ORDERED, That a copy of this entry be served on all parties of record. 
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