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Hunter, Donielle 

s 

From: ContactThePUCO@puc.state.oh.us 

Sent: Monday, January 05, 2009 2:22 PM 

To: Docketing 

Subject: Docketing I n 

Attachments: TSNI12310849 3831465.pdf S S 

Public Utihties Commission of Ohio a 
Investigation and Audit Division C - c/* ^ 

Memorandum ,#-% •^ Ci 

Date: 1/5/2009 ^ ^ 

Re:ToddSnitchler 
77 S High 

Columbus, OH 43215 

Docketing Case No.: 08-917-EL-SSO 
08-918-EL-SSO 

Notes: 

Please docket the attached in the case number above. 

This i s t o c e r t i f y t h a t the images appearing ar« an 
acau;r-'̂ .i:,a -̂ Jifk corapl-ata r»proi3uction of s. C=3P-̂  f i l e 
C'.oc\u3i'-.;uu d,&llvor^ in the regular course cf bosiaQs*. 
rachaician 6(iL^ Datft Proceaaed Jfi)J p 5 7f)f̂Cf 

1/5/2009 

mailto:ContactThePUCO@puc.state.oh.us


sv)x\2-3sc>6HH 

1«:69 CtftV'«!»fid AvT5 NW, Suits 8 
Ur,:cnlown OH 44665 

frodd Snitchler, 
•State Reprssentative-elect 

Fax 
To: Public Uijlfttes Commisston of Ohio 

f»iu 1-614-752-3351 

Phormt 

H«: Proposed Rate InrynMse forAEP 

rremi Todd Snlteftlar 

Onto] 09cember23,2008 

Pt^BSj One foHowinp cover ahael 

CC: 

X Uf^wit a For lUvi«w D Pi&amit Comni«nt n mtttt«« R»p^ O Plvwsm lt»ey&ltt 

<C€)mtt i«f i l i i i 

n t » » w _ •dItjIMMt AnMU«tn t« l»e«K 

h --4.1 ^ cj^^uxir. 



AM •p ; 2 

Dgc6mb«r 22. 2C0a 

Alan R. Schriber, Chaifmsn 
Public Utiiitiea Commission of Ohio 
1 BO E. Broad St, 
Ccijmbua, OH 43215 

Ror Fj-opiMtcdl Rato Incr«8»8 tor American E(»etr1c Power 

Dear Mr, Schriber, 

DECS 

As the Slat© Repreaentabva-eleotforths 5Qth District. pleaBe eccspt ttiia tatter in ^sposition to 
ttio proposed rate plan set forth by American Electric Power, 

The proposed rate plan virauld have aignificant, deMmentsI impact on femillBS and businesaea in 
Stack County. Our economy is amjgsllriS ev9F> more than the state avefago. 

At a lime when costs are delng on many of the tjssica for famitie*, a S3 percent tncrsase ovfer 
thfBe years i,n sisGlricat service is poorty timed st best, and potentlaHy dissatrous for oijr iocat economy at 
worst. FamtfIeK already stfysgllng to maintain their homes wi!! hsv« fur^er difflculttes in making ends 
m©6t. They would be placed al this riek despots ths fact that AEP hiSS already demonstrated that it is a 
promsble company, contributing a strong rats of return to its sherehoidera. 

Furthfip, Ohio is already perceivsd to be unettractlve to business. By adding one more negative 
itsm on B prospcctiva employer's sKs B«SQS«ment check list, AEP'S proposed Increase will furlhsr rftduce 
ths cortipoti'JvQ ptecement of Stark County, and the state ss a whole, ae we compete for businesses and 
jobs- Among the moat likely companies to think twice about Ohio are the vtry businesses we are hoping 
[0 sutract (e.g. manufacturing operslions, high tech industriea, end research and deveiqament), 

'M^ile I recognize !hst AEP'a cosJs have undoubtedly increased over time, the feet that the 
company Is by sli riccounts profitable and providing its shareholders e respectable rate of rstum indicates 
thy. a delay to this or any olh^r m\& increase is In order. 

For Eh&se reasons, f am opposed to the proposKl rate incresea for Amencan Electric fewer and 
urge the PUCO to rteny the rsquesl as presented. 

iiy. 

^-•faddA.'^f i ftcM^ 
Stale Rej^rese( 
;10ih DiBirict-

«.lv©-etect 

OisWct Office: 
10ees Clf̂ s.-alanti A w NW Suits B • P.O. Box 1255 


