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7200 FAIR OAKS DRIVE CINCINNATI, OHIO 45237-2922 

( 5 1 3 ) 6 3 1 . 6 6 0 1 E-MAiLAEL.MICTENeAOL.COM ^ 

J U N E 9 ,2009 

PUBLIC UTlLraES COMMISSION OF OHIO 
DOCKETING DIVISION 
13* FLOOR, Attn: Renee Jenkins 
180 EAST BROAD STREET 
COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215-3793 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITffiS COMMISSION OF OmO 

In the Matter of the Application of Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. for an Increase in Hec. 
Distribution Rates ) Case No. 08-709-EL-AIR 

In the Matter of the Application of Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. for Tariff Approval 
Case No. 08-710-EL-ATA 

In the Matter of the Apphcation of Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. for Approval to 
Change Accounting Methods Case No. 08-710-EL-AAM g ^ 

Rider BDP, Backup DeUvery Point Rider Case No. 06-718-EL-ATA * £ | N 

AND- Case # 05-0732-EL-MER | «*! ^ 

Intervener Albert % Lane memorandmn. statement pro retaining ail of « 3 S 
Albert E. Lane's correspondence^ case docltet 08-709- El-Air, stated in my I S ̂  § 

4J _ H O 

motioii entry to delay the June 4, 2009 response date, entered June 1, 2009. This J ^ '̂  ^̂  
wording begins ŵ ith the sentence: "I have not been satisfied..." and ending with » o | S 
"The 1935 PUHA if left active would have killed tiie Cinergy merger (if Duke 5 g ^ ^ 
would not divest itself of Crescent Resources.)" a ^ 5 

.0 ?? 

H 
4 j 

Tliis intervener Albert E, Lane entry is against the Duke Energy of Ohio motion to 'w g-1 j ^ ' 
strike as stated in its document filed June 2,2009. 

Qualifications:: Albert E. Lane Duke Energy of Ohio customer. Account # 7170-
0391-20-0, Intervener, (Case # 08-0709 EL-AIR). 

Duke Energy of North Carolina, with Chariotte N.C, as its headquarters, owns 
Duke Energy of Ohio, 

I, Albert E. Lane, intervener, have requested a PUCO Examiner Staff hearing in 

http://E-MAiLAEL.MICTENeAOL.COM
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Reference to the late filing of Schedule A-1 by Duke Energy of Ohio. I formally 
objected on docket # 08-0709-Bl-Air to Schedule A-1 late filing on May 12,09 
(Schedule A-1 attached, page 5), and to the clarifying letter of May 29,2009 as 
filed on June 1, 2009. My objection and request for a hearing was filed on 6/4709. 
In addition I filed an entry within the case dockets of # 08-0709-H-Air on 
December 31,2008 against the Duke Energy of Ohio requested increase of 
Residential customers of 4.73 per-cent presumaUy per year and other Duke 
Energy of Ohio monetary requests. 

I Albert E. Lane have stated on May 30,2009 (posted June 1,2009) May 18, 
2009, (posted May 19), Feb 28, (posted March 4, Feb 2, (posted Feb 3,2009, that I 
want an outside neutral party/auditor to review Duke Energy of Ohio and 
Cinergy's accounting records back to 1995. 

1 believe in "due process." Chairman Schriver and his Commission did not 
allow Discovery in 2005 during the Duke Energy of N.C, & Cinergy 
comment time frame. 1 don't trust any entity (espedally a public utility) that 
kept "two sets of books". I don't believe that a public utility in the United 
States should own non-regulated businesses, 1 believe that the proponent 
of a rate increase, merger or buyout of a public utility should pay for public 
opponent ads & printed mailings and opponents legal representation in the 
present time frame with the OCC signed off since March 31. 2009. 

I have asked the Ohio Legislature Public Utilities Committees through my 
State Senator and Representative to research additional OCC legislation 
that I believe is required. 
The OCC Board must be active and knowledgeable of the OCC actions. 
There is always the question who is to pay the opponent 
costs in the event the proponent rate request is frivolous? I am concerned 
that the PUCO Attorney Examiners are rushing this case through. 
I have questioned that the three public formal required hearings In mid 
March in Clermont, Hamilton and Butier Counties were not 
ethically explained to those present in as much as a procedural 
compromise was previously agreed to on March 5, 2009. Thus the 
citizen hearings testimony was superfluous. The PUCO staff and OCC 
should have stated their procedural agreement at those hearings. This 
procedural led to the March 31, 2009 stipulation. 

Duke Energy of Ohio is attempting with this contra motion to erase any 
connection what so ever in the relationships/history between Duke Energy 
of Ohio and Duke Energy of North Carolina, the parent Company, with me 
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the DEO customer, while retaining their own connections. The PUCO 
according to the statement made on December 21, 2005 by Chairman 
Schriver would "diiigentiy Monitor" Duke Energy of Ohio. The facts should 
be available or obtainable as to referral phone calls re-routed to Charlotte, 
N. C. All airplane flights from Charlotte to Cincinnati and back should be 
furnished to PUCO. To this Duke Energy of Ohio customer intervener the 
Ohio Duke and the North Carolina Duke are connected. The past and 
present history of Duke Energy of North Carolina is now connected to 
Duke Ohio. Two former Cinergy directors are on the Board of Duke Energy 
of North Carolina. The former CEO of Duke Energy of Ohio is now CEO of 
Duke Energy of North Carolina. 

I as an Ohio Duke customer a well as the PUCO are entitied to know those 
inter/intra connections discourse (whether written or verbal) as to their 
effect on utility rates. 

Please don't allow my layperson, customer intervener interest to be 
disturbed by the Contra Motion of Duke Energy of Ohio effort to make their 
requested deletion of my writings irrelevant. The information I wrote about 
is relevant to a Duke Energy of Ohio customer. Keeping in mind that Duke 
Energy of North Carolina owns Duke Energy of Ohio. Duke Energy of Ohio 
is a Public Utility who performs a public service and is subject to 
Governmental regulations and customer inquisitiveness. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Albert E. Lane 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I CERTIFY THAT A COPY OF THE FOREGOING WAS SERVED 
VIA ORDINARY MAIL OR OVERNIGHT DELIVERY ON THE 
FOLLOWING PARTIES THIS THE 9TH DAY OF JUNE 2009. 

V E ^ y TRUtY YOURS, 

ALBERT E. LANE, INTERVENER CASE # 08O709-EL-AIR 
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Ohb Consumers' Counsel 
Ann M. Hotz, Counsel of Record 
l o w Broad Street 
Suite 1800 
Columbus, QH 43215-3420 

Boehm, Kurtz & Lowiy 
David Boehm/ Michael Kurtz 
36 East 7th Street 
URS Building 
Suite 1510 
Cincmnali, OH 45202-4454 

Chester, Willcox & Saxbe LLP 
John W. Bentine/ Mark Yurick 
65 E Sme Sfreet 
Suite 1000 
Columbus, OH 43215-4216 

Bricker & Eckier, LLP 
Thomas O'Brien 
100 S. Third Street 
CoJumbus, OH 43215-4236 

Ohio Partnei^ for Affordable Energy 
David Rinebolt/ Colleen Mooney 
231 West Lima Street 
Findaly, OH 45840-3033 

People Working Coop^r^vely, Inc. 
Mary W. Christensen, Esq. 
1(^ E. Campus View Blvd. 
Columbus, QH 43235-M^ 

Rocco G B*Wc^n20 
Amy B. Spill#3? 
]^liEa^eth H, I fe t t s 
Bmke % e r g y of Ohio 
139 M s t 5 t h S t r e e t 
P.O. Box 960 
C i n c i n n a t i , Ohio H-5201-9960 

tw telecom of ohio LLC 
Pamela Sherwood 
4625 W. 8* Street, Suite 500 
Indianapolis, IN 46268 

Greater CifK înnati Health Council 
Douglas E. Hart 
441 Vine Street 
Suite 4192 
Cincinnati, OH 45202-2852 

Voiys, Sater, Seymour & l^ase 
Steven M. Howard/ Gardner F. Gillespie 
52 E Gay Street 
P.O. Box 1008 
Columbus, OH 43215-3108 

Stepl^n Reilly 
Attorney General's Office 
1 ^ a s t Broad Street 
9* Floor 
C(dumbus,OH 43215-3707 

Mr. Mike Wstyer 
U t i l i t y Wr i t e r 
C i n c i n n a t i Enqui re r 
312 E l a S t r e e t 
C i n c i n n a t i , Ohio ^5202 
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