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BEFORE <̂ ^ % 
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO / C ) , 4fy 

In the Matter of the Commission's ) C) 
Investigation into the Value of ) Case No. 09-90-EL-COI 
Continued Participation in Regional ) 
Transmission Organizations ) 

REPLY COMMENTS OF DUKE ENERGY OHIO, INC. IN RESPONSE TO THE 
COMMISSION'S INVESTIGATION INTO THE VALUE OF THE CONTINUED 
PARTICIPATION IN REGIONAL TRANSMISSION ORGANIZATIONS 

Conies now Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. (Duke Energy Ohio) and for its reply 

comments in connection with the investigation of the Public Utilities Commission of 

Ohio (Commission) into the value of the continued participation in regional transmission 

organizations (RTOs) hereby submits the following. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to an Entry dated March 4, 2009, this Commission initiated an 

investigation into the continued participation in RTOs. Such an investigation is consistent 

with R.C. 4928.24, which created a federal energy advocate responsible for examining 

'1hc value of the participation of this state's electric utilities in regional transmission 

organizations and [submitting] a report...on whether continued participation of those 

utilities is in the interest of those consumers."^ 

Through its Entry, the Commission solicited comments from interested persons 

on various RTO issues. Duke Energy Ohio submitted its initial comments on May 26, 

2009, and now replies to the comments submitted by other interested persons. In doing 

so, Duke Energy Ohio does not respond to every comment offered by each interested 

R.C. 4928.24. 
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person. Rather, its comments are selective in nature and relate to those comments of 

particular interest or concern to Duke Energy Ohio. Thus, to the extent Duke Energy 

Ohio does not address a particular comment, its lack of response should not be 

interpreted as specific acquiescence or objection thereto. 

II. DISCUSSION 

A. General Overview/Executive Summary 

Several interested persons submitted introductory comments by way of an 

Executive Summary or General Overview. Duke Energy Ohio replies here to the 

introductory comments of the Industrial Energy Users-Ohio (lEU-Ohio), the Office of the 

Ohio Consumers' Counsel (OCC) and American Municipal Power (AMP). 

1. Industrial Energy Users-Ohio 

IFvU-Ohio suggests that an RTO is incapable of serving the public interest.^ It 

improperly attacks regulators by stating the regulators are creating the false illusion that 

RTOs are working in the public interest.^ But lEU-Ohio's comments are both 

unsubstantiated and patently incorrect. 

As detailed in its initial comments, Duke Energy Ohio believes that the Midwest 

Independent System Operator (ISO) has functioned properly in achieving the goals of the 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC). Moreover, the FERC also 

acknowledges tlie undeniable fact that RTOs provide benefits to customers. Indeed, on 

July 16, 2009, the FERC approved MidAmerican Energy Company's request to join the 

hi the MaUer of the Commission's Investigation into the Value of Continued Participation in Regional 
Transmission Organizations, Case No. 09-90-EL-COI, Comments of Industrial Energy Users-Ohio, pg. 2 
(May 26, 2009) (liereiiiafter referred to as, lEU-Ohio's Initial Comments). 
•' kl, pp. 2-3. 

hi the Matter of the Commission's hivestigalion into the Value of Continued Participation in Regional 
Transmission Organizations, Case No. 09-90-EL-COI, Comments of Duke Energy Ohio, Inc., pp. 2-3 
(May 26, 2009) (hereinafter referred to as, Duke Energy Ohio's Initial Comments). 
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Midwest ISO.'̂  In the press release announcing this action, FERC Chairman Jon 

Wellinghoff stated that ''having MidAmerican join the Midwest ISO will strengthen the 

Midwestern energy markets,...[and that]...membership in organized regional power 

markets produces important benefits for consumers, such as by expanding electricity 

supply options through increased access to renewable energy resources and improving 

operating performance." lEU-Ohio's criticism of RTOs is thus sorely misplaced. 

Without justification or citing specific examples, lEU-Ohio further claims that 

RTOs - the agents of regulation - have contributed to significant reliability failures.^ 

Duke Energy Ohio vehemently objects to this statement. The Midwest ISO has 

improved reliability in the region. In fact, the Midwest ISO's tariff has been enhanced 

since the creation of Midwest ISO through the additions of the "Day 2" through "Day 4" 

markets. "Day 1" refers to the implementation of a single transmission provider and 

tariff administrator within the Midwest ISO footprint. "Day 2" reflects the 

implementation of the Midwest ISO energy market, also known as the security-

constrained economic dispatch with a locational marginal pricing (LMP) clearing market. 

"Day 3" co-opdmized energy and ancillary services markets with a single balancing 

authority. And "Day 4" refers to the implementation of a uniform resource adequacy 

requirement. 

As reflected in its initial comments, Duke Energy Ohio believes that as each the 

above-referenced enhancements to the Midwest ISO tariff has occuiTed, reliability has 

been improved and economic benefits have been realized. The reliability benefits 

provided by the Midwest ISO include an improved coordination of multi-company 

^ Midwest independent Transmission System Operator, hic, 128 FERC \ 61,046 and 128 FERC 1̂ 61,047, 
Orders Conditionally Accepting Proposed Tariff Revisions (July 16, 2009). 
^ lEU-Ohio's Initial Comments, pg. 3. 
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operations, which decreased transmission loading problems; a broader, more regional 

approach to security coordination; an improved ability to coordinate transmission and 

generator outages that might otherwise adversely affect the transmission system; and 

increased the options available to those operators that respond to system loading 

problems.^ The enhanced reliability in the Midwest ISO footprint is a benefit to Duke 

Energy Ohio's customers. 

lEU-Ohio further alleges that RTOs have built commercial platforms that have 

permitted market participants to manipulate commerce for the purpose of transferring 

massive amounts of wealth from consumers to producers, including some producers that 

purportedly manufactured false information.^ Duke Energy Ohio strongly disagrees with 

such a position, for which lEU-Ohio fails to provide any corroboration or substantiation. 

Indeed, it is inconceivable that the Commission would allow for wealth transfers from 

regulated customers on a scale that lEU-Ohio contends. 

lEU-Ohio states that without major reforms, it is not in the public's or customers' 

interest to confinue to permit: (1) participation in RTOs as such participation may relate 

to "Day 2" luarket structures; and, (2) electric distribution utilities (EDUs) to pass on the 

cost of RTO participation to Ohio retail customers until they make an affirmative 

demonstration that the direct customer benefits of the RTO selections (made by the EDUs 

or their affiliates) exceed the costs. Duke Energy Ohio strongly disagrees with lEU-

Ohio's position. Significantly, Senate Bill 3 effectively required Ohio transmission 

owners to join an RTO. Furthermore, both Midwest ISO's and PJM Interconnection, 

L.L.C.'s (PJM) tariffs include "Day Two" markets, which have been found to be just and 

' Duke Energy Ohio's Initial Comments, pp. 5-17. 
^ lEU-Ohio's Initial Comments, pg. 3. 
"Id. 
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reasonable by the FERC. Both the FERC and this Commission have found Midwest 

ISO's costs to be just and reasonable and an approved component of the Midwest ISO 

rate structure.'*^ 

Contrary to lEU-Ohio's asserfion, Duke Energy Ohio believes that it is in the 

public's and customer's interest to pardcipate in the Midwest ISO. The Midwest ISO 

provides a number of benefits including, enhanced reliability in the region, customers 

obtaining greater access to a more diversified generation base from a wider region, and 

improved utilization of regional transmission assets and better management of 

transmission congestion. Recent changes to the Midwest ISO's Module E will improve 

regional reliability in that parfies are required to meet a Midwest ISO established 

minimum reserve requirement and demonstrate they have procured the capacity to do so. 

Additionally, several Midwest ISO studies enumerate the benefits of the Midwest ISO 

market in the Midwest. For example, the Midwest ISO informational report prepared for 

the FERC, Informational Filling of Midwest Independent Transmission System Operator, 

Inc., Docket No. ER04-691, March 3, 2006, enumerates the various anticipated benefits 

of the Midwest ISO Ancillary Services Market. The Midwest ISO Independent Market 

Monitor (IMM) has also submitted reports to the FERC regarding the effecfiveness of the 

ASM." Thus, Ohio retail ratepayers are receiving benefits from Duke Energy Ohio's 

membership in the Midwest ISO. 

lEU-Ohio recommends the Commission consider two options. The first option 

proposed by lEU-Ohio would result in Ohio utilities migrating back to "Day 1" RTO 

status, in which an ISO would assume responsibility for reliability and scheduling 

^ See e.g., In the Matter of the Application of Duke Energ)' Ohio, Inc. for Approval of an Electric Security 
Plan, Case No. 08-920-EL-SSO, Opinion and Order, pg. 40 (December 17, 2008). 
" Duke Energy Ohio's Initial Comments, pp. 2-21. 
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functions, but not operate a centrally-cleared energy and ancillaries market. The second 

option suggested by lEU-Ohio would look at the creation of an Ohio-only RTO limited 

to assuming responsibility for reliability and scheduling functions. Duke Energy Ohio 

questions the legitimacy and efficacy of either of these opfions. 

An Ohio-only RTO would roll back key fundamental and realized goals of the 

Midwest ISO's energy market; namely internalization of loop flows and implementation 

of a common system of market-based congestion management across the single market 

that is the Midwest. 

As stated above, Senate Bill 3 effectively required Ohio transmission owners to 

join an RTO. And again, the FERC has deemed both the Midwest ISO's and PJM's 

tariffs, which include "Day Two" markets, to be just and reasonable by FERC. Duke 

Energy Ohio also submits that the characteristics of Order 2000 preclude an Ohio-only 

RTO. An Ohio-only RTO would make it extremely difflcuh for Midwest ISO and PJM 

to efficiently dispatch generation and provide accurate monetary signals for congestion 

management. Today, the Midwest ISO and PJM have years of experience functioning 

under their Joint Operating Agreement. This agreement requires economic redispatch for 

congestion management between these tightly integrated energy markets for the benefit 

of their customers. This benefit would be given up if lEU-Ohio's plan was implemented. 

There is nothing that suggests that an Ohio-only RTO would be able to manage or resolve 

constraints arising from large transfers of energy between the East and Midwest markets. 

Without such capabilities, Ohio customers could suffer from iiTcsolvable congestion 

within Ohio. 

'' lEU-Ohio's initial Comments, pg. 
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Duke Energy Ohio reminds the Commission that some of the state's electric 

utilities have jurisdictional facilides that span multiple states. Therefore, Duke Energy 

Ohio believes that intra-company and intra-regional inefficiencies would result from the 

forced-fragmentation of the transmission operations. A bigger, broader footprint brings 

an economy of scale that lowers transmission costs, energy costs, and capacity costs that 

arc then spread over a much larger load. Smaller RTOs, such as an Ohio-only one, would 

raise hurdle rates (access to markets) and isolate Ohio from the broader Midwest market. 

Moreover, the smaller RTO would internalize fewer constraints and provide fewer 

resources to address constraint resolution. 

Also, in its Executive Summary, lEU-Ohio submits that RTOs are causing rate 

shock for customers rather than providing lower prices, better service, and enhanced 

infrastructure.''^ Duke Energy Ohio disagrees and, in doing so, reiterates here its 

comments demonstrating the enhanced benefits occasioned by RTOs. The Midwest ISO 

has provided independent oversight of transmission services, improved reliability, 

managed a more cost-effective dispatch of energy and ancillary services, lowered the 

planning reserve requirements for its members through regionalization, and provided 

another view of the region's competitiveness for consideration by federal and state 

commissions through the IMM. 

Customers are receiving economic benefits from RTO participation. A Midwest 

ISO-commissioned study found the "Day Two" energy market provides benefits of 

approximately $139 million annually.'"^ In addifion, the Midwest ISO projected this 

year's implementation of the Ancillary Services Market (ASM), along with the 

'̂  lEU-Ohio's Initial Comments, pg. 7. 
'•' Independent Assessment of Midwest ISO Operational Benefits, Addendian, May 1, 2007, submitted by 
ICr International, at pg. 9. 
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consolidation of control area functions, would achieve the additional annual gross benefit 

ranging from $88 to $183 million.'^ Duke Energy Ohio agrees with ICF Internadonal's 

assessment that when the Midwest ISO ended pancaked rates within its footprint, it 

provided an overall reducfion in transmission costs within the Midwest ISO region. In 

addition to eliminating the pancaked rates between Midwest ISO Transmission Owners, 

pancaked rates have also been eliminated for transactions between the Midwest ISO and 

PJM. Duke Energy Ohio notes that the IMM continues to express satisfaction with the 

operation of the Midwest ISO's ASM. As with all prior ASM Monthly reports, the IMM 

notes the markets "continue to operate as expected with no significant issues."^ 

Duke Energy Ohio believes the Midwest ISO's role as the single regional 

transmission provider responsible for administering its tariff and coordinating 

transmission scheduling and settlements provides benefits to Ohio's transmission 

customers. The Midwest ISO, acting as the transmission provider across the systems of 

multiple transmission owners, provides a more effective and efficient approach to grid 

management since one entity has information regarding both the footprint's transmission 

system as well as information for the systems beyond the borders of the Midwest ISO. 

Duke Energy Ohio believes the long-term transmission planning function of the Midwest 

ISO is working as designed as indicated by the Midwest ISO Midwest Transmission 

Expansion Project (MTEP) results. The Midwest ISO's regional transmission planning 

process has resulted in 475 transmission expansion projects in the 2008 MTEP, totaling 

'" See, htlp://elibrary.ferc.gov/idmws/common/opennat.asp?fiIeID^l 1454165. 
'̂  IMM Monthly Market Metrics Report June 2009, presented to the MISO Board of Directors Markets 
Conunittee on July 15, 2009(http://www.midwestmarket.org/publish/Document/ld44c3_l Ield03fcc5_-
7cdf0a48324a/Meeting%20Materials.zip?action=download&_prope!ly=Attachment). 
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$4.2 billion. Additionally, there are $1.6 billion in new projects that are still under 

consideration, but not yet approved for regional sharing. ̂ ^ 

lEU-Ohio suggests that, instead of an organization that yields standardization and 

scale or scope economies within the logical physical and commercial markets, "seams" 

have been established and maintained to encumber physical commerce, degrade 

reliability and add upward pressure to prices. Duke Energy Ohio would argue to the 

contrary. 

In Duke Energy Ohio's opinion, the movement to an RTO has reduced the seams 

between the previous transmission providers and allowed a more streamlined 

transmission service and scheduling process through the Midwest ISO energy market. 

The major seams issues between Midwest ISO and adjoining systems have been 

addressed through seams operating agreements. 

2. The Office of the Ohio Consumers' Counsel 

The OCC claims that the cost allocation mechanism for transmission expansion 

should be reviewed and at least partially allocated to generators since they benefit 

substantially from transmission upgrades.' But Duke Energy Ohio reminds this 

Commission that the FERC has approved the Midwest ISO's cost allocation methods for 

transmission upgrades for reliability and economic projects (RECB I & II). Thus, the 

proper forum in which the OCC would need to address these issues is at the FERC. 

'̂  Midwest ISO Transmission Expansion Plan 2008, at pg. 1 of Executive Summary. 
"̂  lEU-Ohio's Initial Comments, pg. 49. 
'"̂  In the Matter of the Commission's Investigation into the Value of Continued Participation in Regional 
Transmission Organizations, Case No. 09-90-EL-COI, Comments of the Office of the Ohio Consumer's 
Counsel, pg. 3 (May 26, 2009) (hereinafter referred to as, OCC's Initial Comments). 

282508 



The OCC mistakenly suggests that day-ahead LMP markets are fundamentally 

flawed in that they base long-term price signals on short-term market conditions.̂ "^ But 

Duke Energy Ohio notes that day-ahead and real-time LMPs are short-term prices that 

provide imbalance market pricing. And over a long period, they provide an input to 

longer-term pricing. It is Duke Energy Ohio's belief that the lack of significant demand 

response capabilities makes it unwise to pursue an energy-only market structure where 

scarcity pricing solely provides the impetus for longer-tenn contracting. 

The OCC recommends that RTO boards be independent and contain at least two 

slots on the board that are filled by someone representing retail consumer interests - one 

of which has experience advocating for retail consumers. It suggests that the RTO 

mission statement include language on cost effectiveness as well as state that it exists for 

the benefit of retail consumers (consistent with Order 719) and that transmission planning 

and expansion processes should include explicit evaluation of non-transmission 

alternatives for reliability and economic enhancements.^' 

Duke Energy Ohio disagrees with this proposal. As Duke Energy Ohio notes, a 

current member of the Midwest ISO's board of directors has served on a state 

commission. Duke Energy Ohio believes that mandating the make-up of the board of 

directors, as the OCC suggests, could result in only two representatives having the 

recommended experience. Duke Energy Ohio believes it is the duty of utilities to 

advocate for their customers' interests, and as such, the Midwest ISO board of directors 

has several members with experience representing the needs of retail customers. 

""Id, at 3. 
' ' Id, at 14. 
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3. American Municipal Power 

AMP encourages the Commission to consider, and follow, the Electric Market 

Reform Initiative (EMRI) studies in 2008 and 2009.^^ In contrast, Duke Energy Ohio 

would encourage AMP, along with others having concerns over the existing market 

designs, to participate in the RTO open stakeholder process to offer comments on market 

design improvements. 

B. Reply Comments to the Comments Offered in Response to Specific 

Questions Raised by the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (Part I), 

As noted in its introduction, Duke Energy Ohio is not replying to every comment 

offered by each interested person. Rather, it replies here to those comments of specific 

interest or concern to it. In so responding, Duke Energy Ohio has organized this Section 

B and the subsequent Section C to coiTCSpond with individual questions posed by this 

Commission in its March 4, 2009, Entry. 
1. Are FERC's Order 2000 goals and objectives being realized to 

promote efficiency in wholesale electric markets and to ensure that 
electric consumers pay the lowest price possible for reliable 
service? 

lEU-Ohio opines that RTOs are not fulfilling the primary goals and objecfives 

identified in Order 2000 of ensuring that electricity consumers pay the lowest price 

possible for reliable service. Duke Energy Ohio disagrees. 

As explained in its initial comments and above, Duke Energy Ohio generally 

believes the FERC's goals are being achieved through the tariffs, practices, and 

procedures of the Midwest ISO. Indeed, the Midwest ISO has provided independent 

'•' In the Matter of the Commission's Investigation into the Value of Continued Participation in Regional 
Transmission Organizations, Case No. 09-90-EL-COI, Comments of American Municipal Power, Inc., pg. 
10 (May 26, 2009) (hereinafter referred to as, AMP's Initial Comments). 
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oversight of transmission services, improved reliability, managed a more cost-effective 

dispatch of energy and ancillary services, lowered the planning reserve requirements for 

its members through regionalization, and provided another view of the region's 

competitiveness for consideration by federal and state commissions through the IMM. 

And the annual benefits of the "Day Two" energy market are undeniable - approximately 

$139million.^^ 

2. Are RTOs providing value to Ohio's customers through more 

effecdve management and use of the grid? 

lEU-Ohio suggests that RTOs have reduced the ability of vertically integrated 

utilities to discriminate in regard to use of their transmission assets and helped with 

reliability.^^ Although lEO-Ohio observes that RTOs serving Ohio have nominally 

eliminated pancaked rates, it states that it is not clear if this has provided value to 

consumers. In fact, lEU-Ohio believes that the elimination of pancake rates has resulted 

in an increased cost for some consumers.^^ Again, Duke Energy Ohio disagrees with the 

connnents of lEU-Ohio. 

Duke Energy Ohio instead concurs with ICF's assessment that when the Midwest 

ISO ended pancaked rates within its footprint, it provided an overall reduction in 

transmission costs within the Midwest ISO region. In addition to eliminating the 

pancaked rates between Midwest ISO Transmission Owners, pancaked rates have also 

been eliminated for transactions between the Midwest ISO and PJM. 

' ' See, footnote 4, infra. 
'̂ Sec, footnote 5, infra. 

'^ IllU-Ohio's Initial Comments, pg. 54. 
' ' Id. 
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3. Are the RTOs' locational marginal pricing (LMP) policies 

providing value to Ohio's consumers? 

lEU-Ohio notes the economic dispatch performed by RTOs reflects the use of 

LMP to provide an operational tool to physically balance generation and demand in real 

lime. lEU-Ohio continues that dispatching performed by RTOs requires regional 

knowledge of actual real-time transmission grid conditions and this has translated into a 

better ability to manage transmission congestion with other tools, such as NERC's 

transmission loading relief (TLR). In lEU-Ohio's opinion, regional economic dispatch is 

not a new phenomenon; nor does it require the use of LMP. 

Duke Energy Ohio does not believe lEU-Ohio has addressed how an RTO could 

revert to using the NERC TLR process exclusively and provide the same effective 

congestion management process as demonstrated through the use of the LMP dispatch 

model. Duke Energy Ohio comments that Midwest ISO's LMP-based energy market 

provides transparent economic signals to guide short- and long-run decisions made by 

Duke Energy Ohio and other participants, in coordination with their regulators. Although 

these benefits arc the most difficult to quantify, they may be among the largest benefits 

because they accumulate over time as better investment and redrement decisions are 

made by participants in response to these price signals. 

9. Are the RTOs' transmission cost allocation methodologies and 

iDolicies resulting in value for Ohio's consumers? 

IRU-Ohio comments that the FERC's cun'ent transmission cost allocation 

methodologies may place a disproportionate burden on Ohio customers.^^ But Duke 

I'jiergy Ohio believes that the existing transmission cost allocation methodologies have 

' ' Id. at 58. 
' ' id , at 61. 
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provided value for Ohio customers. Indeed, Duke Energy Ohio submits that these 

mctliodologies have resulted in a reasonable cost allocation that promotes the 

construction of transmission facilities necessary to maintain reliability within the region. 

Additionally, the cost allocation methodologies approved within the Midwest ISO 

footprint are consistent with the Organization of MISO States' principle that parties 

causing and benefiting from an upgrade should fund the project. 

11. Are the RTOs' demand response programs, policies toward 
behind-the-meter generation, and other Load Modifying Resources 
effective and providing value to Ohio's consumers over and above 
state sponsored programs? 

The OCC urges this Commission to direct Ohio utilities to actively pursue 

development of demand resources and to work with RTOs to ensui'e they are fully 

integrated in the energy and capacity markets. The OCC further suggests that the 

Commission should require Ohio utilities to incoiporate demand resources into their 

markets as well as commission a study to assess barriers to demand resource participation 

in Ohio.̂ '̂  

Duke Energy Ohio observes that the FERC has ordered RTOs to do the same 

thing at the wholesale level.^^ Thus, if the Commission finds value in a duplicative 

inquiry, it should concentrate on retail issues and baniers at the retail level. Duke Energy 

Ohio believes that another study of overall barriers to participation or barriers at the 

wholesale level is neither necessary nor economical. 

"'' OCC's Initial Comments, pg. 34. 
'̂ ' Wholesale Competition in Regions with Organized Markets, Order No. 719, FERC Stats & Regs 31,28: 
(2008), Order on rch'g Order No. 719-A, 128 FERC f 61,059 (July 16,2009). 

282508 14 



16. Are the RTOs' administrative expenses and corresponding 
assessments to member companies reasonable and resulting in 
value to Ohio's consumers? 

lEU-Ohio claims that subjecting Ohio retail customers to market-based pricing 

under either an electric security plan (ESP) or market rate option and requiring them to 

pay RTO administrative costs adds insult to injuiy. lEU-Ohio offers that the Commission 

should find the incurrence of RTO administrative costs to be imprudent unless lower 

generation prices for retail customers can be demonstrated."^' 

The Midwest ISO's administrative costs have been found to be just and 

reasonable by the FERC. Additionally, this Commission approved Duke Energy Ohio's 

ESP, which includes RTO administrative costs.^^ Thus, lEU-Ohio's comments are 

misplaced and untimely. 

C. Reply Comments to the Comments Offered in Response to Specific 
Questions Raised by the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (Part II). 

1. Are there viable, cost-effective alternatives to the existing RTO 
memberships of Ohio utilities or to Ohio utility participation in 
RTO managed functions (e.g. renewable tracking, reserve sharing 
groups, etc.)? 

lEU-Ohio submits that there are viable alternatives such as to withdrawal from the 

RTO and contract with a third party for scheduling and reliability functions, such as 

Louisville Gas & Electric (LG&E) has done. Duke Energy Ohio disagrees with such an 

ill-conceived proposal. LG&E's withdrawal caused LG&E to incur approximately a $28 

million exit fee, which was likely passed on to LG&E customers. Additionally, Senate 

Bill 3 effectively requires Ohio's electric utilities to join a RTO. As stated earlier, even 

"̂ ' lEU-Ohio's Initial Comments, pg. 66. 
'•̂  Midwest ISO Tariff Schedules 10, 16, and 17 assess administrative costs to market participants. 
'̂ '' See footnote 10, infra. 
'̂ '' lEU-Ohio's Initial Comments, pg. 67. 

282508 



though Senate Bill 3 required Duke Energy Ohio to join a RTO, there are many benefits 

associated with RTO membership. 

Indeed, as discussed under Section II. A. I, irifra, participafion in an RTO has led 

to tangible benefits such as improved reliability, better management of transmission 

congestion, and access to a more diversified generation base. And it is Duke Energy 

Ohio's opinion that each enhancement to the MISO tariff resulted in increased benefits. 

lEU-Ohio believes that Ohio utilities can withdraw from an RTO but still participate in 

the current reserve sharing group. ^ Duke Energy Ohio submits this is not likely as the 

existing reserve sharing group agreement will be terminafing at the end of 2009. 

Finally, lEU-Ohio identifies RTO reform as another option because it is supported 

by several industrial customers in PJM. In Duke Energy Ohio's opinion, there are no 

cost effective RTO alternatives given the current structure of the Midwest region. 

Moreover, given that RTOs are regulated by the FERC any such reform would need to be 

handled by FERC and potendally Congress. 

2. Would it be reasonable, cost effective, and viable for the Ohio 

Commission to pursue the construct of an Ohio-only RTO? 

According to the lEU-Ohio, the Commission should consider an Ohio-only RTO, 

along with Ohio utilities contracting with a third party to administer scheduling and 

reliability functions. Duke Energy Ohio disagrees. 

Duke Energy Ohio notes that the characteristics of Order 2000 preclude an Ohio-only 

RTO. Some of the companies have jurisdictional facilities that span multiple states. 

Therefore, inefficiencies would be induced solely from the forced-fragmentation of the 

lEU-Ohio's Initial Comments, pg. 67. 
• ' ' ' Id . 

" Id, at 69. 
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transmission operations. A bigger, broader footprint brings an economy of scale that 

lowers transmission costs, energy costs, and capacity costs that are then spread over a 

much larger load. A footprint that is much larger than the ill-conceived Ohio-RTO. 

Smaller RTOs would raise hurdle rates (access to markets) and isolate Ohio from 

the broader Midwest market and remove many of the positive aspects that lEU-Ohio 

states are working in the RTO. The smaller RTO would internalize fewer constraints and 

provide fewer resources to address constraint resolution. 

The OCC recommends a study to ascertain whether all Ohio utilities should join 

Midwest ISO or PJM. Duke Energy Ohio objects to such a study on the grounds that it 

would be both unnecessary and extremely costly. This objection is further supported by 

the OCC's failure to address the significant exit fees that would be incuiTcd and the 

treatment of utility assets in other states, (such as Kentucky) with respect to an Ohio-only 

RTO. If such assets are contemplated for inclusion in an Ohio-RTO of less scope and 

scale, opposition to that transfer is inevitable. 

III. CONCLUSION 

Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. appreciates the opportunity to provide reply comments on 

the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio's deliberate invesdgation into the value of 

regional transmission organizations. 

OCC's Initial Comments, pg. 43. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

erT0047277^ )iller 
Associate^ General Counsel 
Elizabeth Watts (0031092) 
Assistant General Counsel 
Duke Energy Business Services, Inc. 
221 E. Fourth Street, 25 AT 11 
Cineinnafi, Ohio 45202 
(513) 419-1810 (telephone) 
(514) 419-1846 (facsimile) 
Amy.Spiller@duke-energy.com (e-mail) 

Counsel for Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. 
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6800 Eastland Road 
Middleburg Heights, OH 44130 

Coshocton Port Authority 
106 South Fourth Street 
Coshocton, OH 43812 

Empowerment Center 
3030 Euclid Avenue, Unit 100 
Cleveland, OH 44115 

City of Akron 
166S. High St., Room 200 
Akron, OH 44308 

City of Toledo 
One Government Center, Suite 2250 
Toledo, OH 43604 

Energy Industries of Ohio 
PO Box 31274 
Independence, OH 44131 

FPL Energy Power Marketing Inc. 
700 Universe Boulevard CTR/JB 
Juno Beach, FL 33408 
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Cleveland Flousing Network 
2999 Payne Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44114 

Great Lakes Brewing Company 
2516 Market Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44113 

Miller Brewing Company 
2525 Wayne Madison Road 
Trenton, OH 45067 

Ohio Schools Council 
6133 Rockside Road, Suite 10 
Independence Ohio 44131 

Morgan Stanley Capital Group, Inc. 
1585 Broadway 4"'Floor 
New York, NY 10036 

Natural Resources Defense Council 
101 N. Wacker Dr., Suite 609 
Chicago, IL 60606 

Paulding County Economic Development 
Inc. 
101 E.Peny Street 
Paulding, OH 45879 

Policy Matters Ohio 
3631 Perkins Ave., STE 4CE 
Cleveland, OH 44114 

Northeast Ohio Public Energy Council 
31320 Solon Road, Suite 20 
Solon, OH 44139 

Southgate Coiporation 
1499 West Main St. 
PO Box 397 
Newark, OH 43058-0397 

Northwest Ohio Aggregation Coalidon 
One Government Center, Suite 2250 
Toledo, OH 43604 

The Association of Independent of 
Independent Colleges & Universities of 
Ohio 
41 South High Street, Suite 2720 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Nucor Steel Marion, Inc. 
912 Cheney Avenue 
Marion, OH 43302 

The Ohio Environmental Council 
1207 Grandview Ave, STE 201 
Columbus, OH 43212-3449 

Office of Governor 
77 South High Street 
30"' Floor 
Columbus, OH 43215-6117 

United Clevelanders Against Poveity 
May Dugan Center 
4115 Bridge Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44113 

Village of Walton Hills, Ohio 
7595 Walton Road 
Walton Hills, OH 44146 

James Anderson 
TEMBEC 
PO Box 2570 
Toledo, OH 43606 
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Village of Whitehouse 
6925 Providence St. 
PO Box 2476 
Whitehouse, OH 4357 

William R. Arnett 
Fairfield County Economic Development 
210 East Main St., Room 404 
Lancaster, Oh 43130-3879 

Wind on the Wires 
1619 Dayton Ave., Suite 203 
Saint Paul, MN 55104 

Dale Arnold, Dir. Energy Services 
Ohio Farm Bureau Federation, Inc. 
PO Box 182383 
Columbus, OH 43218 

Waheedan Abdul-Jabir 
Cuyahoga CT Dept. of Senior. & Aduh 
Senior 
1701 E. 14"'Street 
Cleveland, OH 44114 

Lauren Azar Commissioner 
PubHc Service Commission of Wisconsin 
61 ON. Whitney Way 
PO Box 7854 
Madison, WI 53707-7854 

Michael S. Adeock 
Orinet Primary Aluminum Corp. 
POBox 176 
Hannibal, OH 43931 

J. Craig Baker, Sr. VP Reg. Services 
American Electric Power 
1 Riverside Plaza 
Columbus, OH 43215-2373 

Trevor Alexander 
Calfee Halter & Griswold LLP 
1400 Keybank Center 
800 Superior Ave. 
Cleveland, OH 44114 

Brian Ballenger 
City of Northwood 
6000 Wales Road 
Northwood, OH 43619 

Sharon S. Allan, Chief Knowledge Officer 
Elster Electricity LLC 
208 S. Rogers Lane 
Raleigh, NC 27180 

Brian J. Ballenger, Law Dir. 
Ballenger & Moore Co., L.P.A. 
3401 Woodville Road, Suite C 
Toledo, OH 43619 

Charles E. Bayless, Attorney at Law 
American Electric Power Co. 
707 Virginia St. East, Suite 1100 
Charleston, WV 25301 

David Blair, R. P. E. 
BHP Energy Solutions LTD 
95 Execudve Parkway, Suite 700 
Hudson, OH 44236 

T Paul Bernard 
Toledo Museum of Art 
2445 Monroe 
Jbledo, OH 43620 

Steven L. Beeler, Asst. Dir. Of Law 
City of Cleveland Dept. of Law 
601 Lakeside Ave., Room 106 
Cleveland, OH 44114 
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David M. Blank, VP Rates & Reg. Affairs 
First Energy 
76 S. Main Street 
Akron, OH 44308 

Michael A. Beime, Dr. of Government 
Affairs 
American Municipal Power-Ohio Inc. 
2600 aiiport Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219 

Sally Bloomfield, Attorney at Law 
Bricker & Eckler LLP 
100 South Third Street 
Columbus, OH 43215-4291 

Arthur Korkosz 
Kathy Kolich 
Mark A. Flayden 
Michael R. Belting 
First Energy 
76 S. Main Street 
Akron, OH 44308 

David Boehni 
Ohio Energy Group, Inc. 
36 E. Seventh Street, Suite 1510 
Cincinnati, OH 45202 

Langdon D. Bell 
Bell&Royerco., LPA 
33 South Grant Ave. 
Columbus, OH 43215 

John Bentine 
Chester, Wilcox & Saxbe, LLP 
65 East State Street, Suite 1000 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Wayne Bostick 
WAB Associates 
12570 E.Shelby Road 
Minster, OH 45865 

Carl W. Boyd 
Direct energy Business, LLC 
1^0 Gateway Center, 9"' Floor 
Pittsburg, PA 15222 

William Byrd, Dir. Rate Strategy 
First Energy 
76 S. Main Street 
Akron, OH 44308 

Andrew J. Campbell 
Jones Day 
325 John H. McConnell Blvd., Suite 600 
Columbus, OH 43215-2673 

Mayor Bob Breneman 
City of Wooster (Water Pollufion Control 
Plant) 
1123 Columbus Road 
Wooster, OH 44691 

David F. Carlone P.E. 
Manger Global Energy Services ALCOA 
201 Isabella St. at 7"̂  St. Bridge 
Pittsburg, PA 15212-5858 

Ted Bronson 
Power Equipment Associates, LTD 
204 Redwing Drive 
Carol Steam, IL 60188 
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Jim Chakeres 
Ohio Poultry Associadon 
5930 Sharon Woods Blvd. 
Columbus, OH 43229 

Samuel Randazzo 
Thomas O'Brein 
Daniel L. Nelsen 
Joseph M. Clark 
MeNees Wallace & Nurick LLC 
21 E. Stalest., 17"'Floor 
Columbus, OH 43215-4228 

John M. Burke, VP 
OSCO Industries, Inc. 
919 Chillicothe Street 
Portsmouth, OH 45662 

Eric L. Burkland, President 
Ohio Manufacturers Association 
33 North High Street 
Columbus, OH 43215-3005 

William Cleland Jr. 
6083 Thiel Road 
Defiance, OH 43526 

Robert J. Schmidt 
Daniel Conway 
Porter Wright Morris & Arthur LLP 
41 South High Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 

C êcilia Conway 
VREBA-FIoff Dairy Development 
1290N. ShoopAve. #140 
Wauseon, OH 43567 

Wendale E. Dreve 
Farmers Ethanol LLC 
9665 Young American Road 
Adamsville, OH 43802 

Mare Gerken 
Randall J. Corbin, Sr. Dir. Of Government 
Affairs 
American Municipal Power-Ohio Inc. 
2600 Airport Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219 

Jennifer D. Duffer 
Armstrong & Okey, Inc. 
222 East Town Street, 2"*̂  Floor 
Columbus, OH 43215 

John Cuttica 
Midwest CFIP Applieadon Center 
University of Illinois At Chicago Energy 
Resources Center (MC 156) 
851 South Morgan Street 
Chicago, IL 60607-7054 

Christopher Miller 
Gregory FL Dunn 
Schottenstein Zox & Dumi Co. 
250 West Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 

LPA 

Joyce Davidson 
Midwest ISO 
720 City Center Drive 
Carmcl, IN 46032 

Tom Dunn, Plant Manager Power Plant 
Kent State University 
POBox 5190 
Kent, OH 44242 
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Selwyn J. R. Dias 
Columbus Southern Power Co. 
88 e. Broad Street, Suite 800 
Columbus, OH 43215-3550 

F. Mitchell Dutton 
Gexa Energy Holdings LLC 
700 Universe Boulevard CTR/JB 
Juno Beach, FL 33408 

I'rent Dougherty, Attorney 
1207 Grandview Ave, Suite 201 
Columbus, OH 43212 

Michael Eckhardt 
Ohio League of Conservation, Voters 
1200 W. Fifth Ave. 
Columbus, OH 43212 

Henry Eckhart 
Attorney at Law 
50 West Broad Street, Suite 23117 
Columbus, OH 43215-3301 

Kevin Elder 
Ohio Department of Agriculture 
8995 E. Main Street 
Reynoldsburg, OH 43068 

David I. Fein 
Cynthia A. Fonner 
Constellation Energy Group, Inc. 
550 W. Washington St. Suite 300 
Chicago, IL 60661 

Nicholas C. York 
Tucker Ellis & West LLP 
1225 Huntington Center 
41 South High Street 
Columbus. OH 43215-6197 

Doug Forbes Deputy Direct 
Ohio Dept. of Rehabilitation/Corrections 
1050 Freeway Drive, North 
Columbus, OH 43229 

Williams Whitehead 
Andrew Ott 
Joseph J. Kerecman, VP 
Andrew G. Engle Analyst 
Mai-ket Monitoring Unit PJM 
955 Jefferson Ave. 
Norristown, PA 19403-2497 

Rev. Mike Frank, Co-Chair 
Neighborhood Environmental Coalition 
5920 Engle Ave. 
Cleveland, OH 44127 

Brian A. Farley, Dir. FERC & RTO Policy 
FirstEnergy 
76 S. Main St. 
Akron, OH 44308 

Jack 1-isher, CEO 
Larry R. Gearhardt 
Ohio Farm Bureau Federation 
280 N. High Street 
POBox 182383 
Columbus, OH 43218-2383 

Denis George 
The Kroger Company 
1014 Vine Street-G07 
Cincinnati, OH 45202-1100 
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Stephen G. Kozey, VP Gen. Counsel 
David W. Hadley, VP State Reg. Reladons 
Midwest ISO 
PO Box 4202 
Carmel, IN 46092-4202 

Paul Goldberg 
City of Oregon 
5330 Seaman Road 
Oregon, OH 43616 

l':than E. Rii 
Presley R. Reed 
Clinton A. Vince 
limina F. Hand 
Sonnenschein Nath & Rosenthal LLP 
1301 K. Street NW, Suite600 East Tower 
Washington DC 20005 

Amy Gomberg 
Environment Ohio-Environmental 
Advocate 
203 East Board Street, STE 3 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Ivlizabeth Flarsh 
Ohio Cattleman Association 
10600 US RT42 
Marysville, OH 43040 

Craig Goodman, Pres. 
National Energy Marketers Assoc. 
3333K. Street, N.W. Suite 110 
Washington DC 20007 

Barbara Hawbaker 
Balancing & Settlement Analyst 
MidAmerican Energy Company 
4299 NW Urbandale Drive 
Urbandale, lA 50322 

Thomas Hays, Solicitor 
Lake Township 
3315 Centennial Road, Suite A-2 
Sylvania, OH 43560 

Jim llicndlmayr 
BIO Gas Technologies 
3224 Angels Way 
Sandusky, OH 44870-5995 

Dick Isler 
Ohio Pork Council 
5930 Sharon Woods Blvd., Suite 101 
Columbus, OH 43229 

Everett Wolverlon 
University of Cincinnati 
2900 Reading Road Mail Locadon 0080 
Cineinnad, Oil 45221 

Subodh K. Jain 
Engineering Corp. of America Cogen 
Power Inc. 
36929 Meadowdale Drive 
Solon, OH 44139 

Scott E. Higgins 
Ohio Dairy Producers Assoc 
5950 Sharon Woods Blvd. 
Columbus, OH 43229 

Gary A. Jeffries 
Dominion Retail, Inc. 
120 Tredegar Street 
Richmond, VA 23219 
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Jeffrey Small 
Maureen Grady 
Ann Hotz, Attorney at Law 
Office of Consumers' Counsel 
l o w . Broad Street, Suite 1800 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Stephen M. Howard 
Vorys, Sater Seymour and Pease LLP 
52 East Gay Street 
POBox 1008 
Columbus, OH 43216-1008 

Daiuon E. Xetiopoulos 
OMNISOURCE Corporation 
1025 Thomas Jefferson Street NW 
8"' Floor West Tower 
Washington DC 20007 

Alan R. Johnson, Mgr Policy Dev. 
Governmental & Regulatoiy Affairs 
MIRANT Corp. 
1155 Perimeter Center West 
Atlanta, GA 30338-5416 

Peter Juggins 
ITEN Industries Inc. 
POBox 2150 
Ashtabula, OH 44005 

Craig Kasper 
Hall & Associates 
6161 Cochran Road, Suite A 
Solan, OH 44139 

Craig Kasper 
Hull & Associates Inc. 
6397 Emerald Parkway, Suite 200 
Dublin, OH 43016 

Leslie Kovaeik 
Dept. of Public Udlides 
42 0 Madison Ave., Suite 100 
Toledo, OH 43604 

Lance Keiffer 
Asst. Prosecuting Attorney 
711 Adams Street, 2 '" Floor 
Toledo, OH 43624-1680 

Glenn Krassen, Attorney at Law 
Bricker & Eckler LLP 
1375 East Ninth Street, Suite 1500 
Cleveland, OH 441140-1718 

Emmett Kelly, Jr. VP 
ITRON, Inc. 
2829 Grier Nursery Road 
Forest Hill, MD 21050-1524 

Gene Krebs 
Greater Ohio 
846 'A E. Main 
Columbus, OH 43205 

I'om Kurtz 
BIO Energy 
6900 Granger Road, Suite 200 
Independence, OH 44131 

Chantale LaCasse, SR. VP 
NERA Economic Consulting 
1255 23'" St. NW 
Washington DC 20037-1125 

James Lang 
Calfee, Halter & Griswold LLP 
1400 McDonald Investment Center 
800 Superior Ave. 
Cleveland, OH 44114-2688 

Douglas M. Mancino 
McDermott Will & Emery LLP 
2049m Century Park East, Suite 3800 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 
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Garrett A. Stone 
Shaun C. Mohler 
Michael K. Lavanga 
Brickfield, Burchette, Ritts, & Stone, PC 
1025 Thomas Jefferson Street, NW 
8"' Floor West Tower 
Washington DC 20007 

Dave Martindale 
3555 Electric Ave. 
Rockford,IL 61109 

Gregory K. Lawrence 
McDermott Will & Emery LLP) 
28 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109 

Tom Maves 
Ohio Dept. of Development 
77 S. High Street, 26̂ "̂  Floor 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Tim Leigh 
Macy's Inc. 
5985 State Bridge Road 
Duluth, GA 30097 

Sheilah McAdams 
City of Maumee 
400 Conant Street 
Maumee, OH 43537 

D. Loeffier 
Loeffler & Wargo 
122 N.Adams Street 
Port Clinton, OH 43452 

Becky Lumbrezer-Box 
Toledo Alfalfa Mills Inc. 
861 South Stadium Rd. 
Oregon, OH 43618 

Laura McBride 
Gallic Halter & Griswold LLP 
1400 KeyBank Center 
800 Superior Ave. 
Cleveland, OH 44114 

James F. Majer 
City of Cleveland (Cleveland Public 
Power) 
1300 lakeside Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44114-1175 

Joseph Meissner, Attorney at Law 
Dir. Of Urban Development 
1223 West Sixth Street 
Cleveland, OH 44113 

Colleen L. Mooney, Attorney at Law 
Ohio Partners for Affordable energy 
231 W.Lima Street 
Findlay, OH 45839-1793 

Steve Millard 
Council of Smaller Enterprises 
100 Public Square, Suite 2001 
Cleveland, OH 44113 

Nolan Moser 
Ohio Environmental Council 
1207 Grandview Ave., Suite 201 
Columbus, OH 43212-3449 

David S. Muntean 
1661 South High Street, Suite 202 
Akron, OH 44308 

Michelle M. Mills 
St. Stephen's Community House 
1500 East 17"'Ave. 
Columbus, OH 43219 
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James E. Moan Law Director 
City of Sylvania 
6730 Monroe Street 
Sylvania, OH 43560 

Aaron Ockerman, VP Procurement 
Strategies 
State Street Consultants 
137 E. State Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Steven T. Nourse, Sr. Counsel 
American Electric Power Company 
1 Riverside Plaza 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Greg Payne 
Ohio Dept. of Development 
Office of Energy Efficiency 
77 S. High Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Office of the Clerk 
Sagamore Hills Township 
11551 Valley View Road 
Sagamore Hills, OFI 44067 

Joe Perlaky, Project Mgr. Alternative 
Energy 
University of Toledo Office of Research 
2801 w. Bancrofi 
Toledo, OH 43606-3390 

Thomas P. Perciak, Mayor 
City of Strongsville 
16099 Foltz Industrial parkway 
Strongsville, OH 44149-5598 

John Orr, VP Reg. Affairs 
Constellation Energy Commodides, Group, 
Inc. 
11 Market Place, 5"' Floor 
Baltimore, MD 21202 

Don Pesich, Pres. 
Capitol Square Group Ltd. 
379 Pari Blvd 
Worthington, OH 43085 

M. Howard Petricoff 
Buckeye Assoc, of School Administrators 
52 East Gay Street 
POBox 1008 
Columbus, OH 43216 

Timothy W. Polz 
Midwest Wind Energy 
211 East Ontario Street 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Grace C. Wung 
McDermott Will & Emery LLP600 
Thirteenth Street, NW 
Washington DC 20005 

David Rinebolt 
Ohio Partners for Affordable Energy 
337 S. Main St. 
4"̂  Floor, Suite 5 
POBox 1793 
Findlay, OH 45839-1793 

Richard Reese, Attorney at Law 
10 West Broad Street, Suite 1800 
Columbus, OH 43215-3485 
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Dona R. Seger-Lawson 
Edward Rizer 
Dayton Power & Light Company 
1065 Woodman Drive 
Dayton, OH 45432 

Dan Reinhard 
CALFEE 
21 East State Street, Suite 1000 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Marvin Renik 
American Electric Power Serv. Corp. 
1 Riverside Plaza, 29"' floor 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Stephen J. Romeo 
Smigel Anderson & Sacks 
River Chase Office Center 
4431 North Front Street 
Flarrisburg, PA 17110 

MaxRothal, Dir. OfLaw 
161 South High Street, Suite 2020 
Akron, OH 44308 

Barth E. Royer 
Bell & Royer Co. LPA 
33 South Grant Avenue 
Columbus, OH 43215-3927 

David Hughes 
Theodore S. Robinson 
Citizen Power 
2121 Murray Avenue 
Pittsburg, PA 15217 

David J. Rosengerg, Manager Market 
Development 
GE Energy 
16445 Lucky Bell Lane 
Chargrin Falls, OH 44023 

Bobby Singh, Sr. Attorney 
Integrys Energy Services, Inc. 
300 West Wilson Bridge Road, 
Suite 350 
Worthington, OH 43085 

Richard Sites, Gen Counsel & Sr. Dir. Of 
Health Policy 
Ohio Hospital Association 
155 E. Broad St. Floor 15 
Columbus, OH 43215-3620 

William T. Zigli 
City of Cleveland 
1300 Lakeside Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44114 

Michael R. Smalz 
Appalachian People's Action, Coalition 
55 Buttles Avenue 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Paul Skaff 
Village of Holland 
353 Elm Street 
Perrysburg, OH 43551 

Craig I. Smith 
Material Science Corporation 
2824 Coventry Road 
Cleveland, OH 44120 

Paul G. Smith, Energy Services Mgr. 
Brwer-Garrett 
6800 Eastland Road 
Middleburg Heights, OH 44130 

Kerry Stroup Mgr., State Gov. Policy 
PJM Interconnection 
1569 Broadview Terrace 
Columbus, OH 43212 
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Kitty Smith, Exe. Dir. 
EHOVE Vocational School District 
316 mason Road 
Milan, OH 44846-9500 

Richard T. Stuebi 
The Cleveland Foundation 
1422 Euclid Ave., Suite 1300 
Cleveland, OH 44115-2001 

Bill Spratley 
Green energy Ohio 
7870 Olentangy River Road, Suite 209 
Columbus, OH 43235 

Tom D. Tamarkin 
USCL Corporadon 
POBox 602018 
Sacramento, CA 95860 

Eric Stephens 
Direct Energy Services, LLC 
5400 Frantz Road Suite 250 
Dublin, OH 43016 

Rick Taylor 
Jay Plastics 
150 Longview Avenue, East 
Mansfield, OH 44903 

Alexander FL Stillpass 
Koss, Sinclaire & Associates, Inc. 
700 Walnut Street, Suite 600 
Cincinnati, OH 45202 

John Theilman 
Toledo Convention Center 
401 Jefferson Ave. 
Toledo, OH 43604 

Dane Stinson, Attorney 
Buckeye Association of School 
Administrators 
10 W. Broad St., Suite 2100 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Kelly Tisdale, Energy Services Mr| 
Brewer-Garrett 
6800 Easdand Road 
Middleburg Heights, OH 44130 

Robert J. Triozzi 
Cleveland, City Hall 
601 Lakeside Ave., Room 206 
Cleveland, OH 44114-1077 

Kurt Waltzer 
Clean Air Program Manager 
1207 Granview Avenue, Suite 201 
Columbus, Oh 43212-3449 

Sara Ward 
Office of Energy Efficiency 
77 s. High Street 
POBox 1001 
Columbus, OH 43266-2480 

Erie D. Weldele 
Tucker Ellis & West LLP 
1225 Huntington Center 
41 south High Street 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Sean W. Vollman 
161 S. High Street, Suite 202 
Akron, OH 44308 

Brandi Whetstone 
Sierra Club Ohio Chapter 
131N. High Street, STE 605 
Columbus, OH 43215 
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'fim Vought 
Gamesa Energy USA 
1801 Market Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-1628 

David White 
Ohio Livestock Coalidon 
Two Nationwide Plaza 
POBox 182383 
Columbus, OH 43218-2383 

Harvey L. Wagner 
Cleveland Electric Illuminating Co, 
76 s. Main Street 
Akron, OH 44308 

Tim Walters 
Consumers for Fair Utilities Rates 
4115 Bridge Avenue 
Cleveland, OH 44113 

Bradley W. Whitehead 
The Cleveland Foundation 
1422 Euclid Avenue, Suite 1300 
Cleveland, OH 44115-2001 

Howard Wise, Deputy Director 
Ohio Dept. of Agriculture 
8995 E. Main Street 
Reynoldsburg, OH 43068 

Asghar Zanganeh 
Ohio Department of Administrative 
Services 
4200 Surface Road 
Columbus, OH 43228 
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