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1 I. Qualificatioiis and Summary 

Please state your name and busmess address. 

My name is Stephen J. Baron. My business address is J. Kennedy and Associates, Inc. 

("Kennedy and Associates"), 570 Colonial Park Drive, Suite 305, Roswell, Georgia 30075. 

Have you previously filed testimony in this proceeding? 

Yes. I filed direct testimony in Case Nos. 11-346 and 11-348. 

On whose behalf are you testifying in this proceeding? 

I am testifying on behalf of The Ohio Energy Group ("OEG"), a group of large industrial 

customers of Columbus Southern Power Company ("CSP") and Ohio Power Company ("OPC")) 

hereinafter referred to as "the Companies" or "AEP." 

The members of OEG who take service from the Companies are: AK Steel Corporation, Aleris 

International, Inc. Amsted Rail, ArcelorMittal USA, Cargill, Incorporated, E.I. duPont de 

Nemours and Company, Ford Motor Co., GE Aviation, Linde, LLC, Praxair Inc., RG Steel, 

The Procter and Gamble Co., The Timken Company and Worthington Industries. 

These industrial companies purchase approximately 4.4% of the Companies' total retail sales 

in Ohio. All of these companies compete in national or international markets and reasonably 

priced electricity is very important to their competidveness and viability. 

What is the purpose of your testimony? 
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1 A. I provide testimony in support of the Stipulation and Recommendation agreed to by AEP, the 

2 Commission Staff, OEG and numerous other parties to these proceedings on September 7, 

3 2011. 

4 

5 Q. Did you directly participate in the negotiation of the Stipulation and Recommendation? 

6 A. No, but I was periodically advised by counsel about the progress of settlement negotiations. 

7 

8 Q. Have you reviewed the Stipulation and Recommendation? 

9 A. Yes. I have reviewed the entire Stipulation, 

10 

11 Q. Please summarize your testimony. 

12 A. OEG supports divestiture of .AEP Ohio's existing generating assets, but only if the Stipulation 

13 is approved without materiQl modification. OEG was very reluctant to agree to the 

14 divestiture of the existing generating assets of AEP Ohio because witliout utility ownership of 

15 the power plants a cost based standard service offer is much less feasible. Divestiture is a 

16 fundamental change to the regulatory system that has been appUed to AEP Ohio, and which 

17 may not necessarily end up serving the best interests of consumers. OEG agreed to support 

18 divestiture for AEP Ohio primarily because of the rate design mechanisms in the Stipulation 

19 which are intended to stabilize pricing for industrial and other high load factor customers 

20 during the transifion period. There are other beneficial elements of the StipuJadon, but 

21 without the carefully negotiated rate design elements it is doubtful that OEG would have 

22 supported divestimre at this Commission or at the FERC during the AEP Interconnection 

23 Agreement amendment proceeding. 
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1 From the perspective of large energy intensive manufacturing customers located in Ohio, who 

2 compete nationally and intemafionally, the Stipulation is reasonable and should be approved. 

3 There are many rate design features in the Stipulation which have the effect of stabilizing 

4 electric rates and providing certainty regarding retail electric service. These rate provisions 

5 help to promote economic development, job retention, energy efficiency, thus facilitafing 

6 Ohio manufacturing customers' effectiveness in the global economy. These rate design 

7 features include the Market Transition Rider, the Load Factor Provision, and the interruptible 

a rate program. Because the Stipulation is within the context of an Electric Security Plan 

9 ("ESP") and not a Market Rate Ofter ("MRO"), the Stipulafion will not result in absolute 

10 deregulation and the Commission will retain jurisdiction over rate design and other 

11 ratemaking features to a substantial degree. 

12 

13 I believe that tlie Reliability Pricing Mode ("RPM") "set aside" provision is reasonable. In 

14 pending cases at both the Conmiission and FERC, AEP Ohio has argued that all shopping 

15 customers should be charged a full embedded cost capacity rate, while others have argued that 

16 all shopping customers should pay only RPM capacity rates. Since no one can accurately 

17 predict how this Conmiission, PJM, FERC or the Courts will ultimately decide this issue, I 

18 believe that the compromise contained in the Stipulation is in the public interest and will 

19 result in an efficient transifion to full RPM capacity pricing, 

20 

21 While the Sfipulafion includes a divestiture of existing generation, within the context of an 

22 ESP the Stipulation will not result in absolute deregulation because of the provision allowing 

23 for utility ownership of at least a new 500 mw gas combined cycle power plant. If approved 
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1 by the Commission, the capacity and energy of this dedicated plant would be made available 

2 to consumers on a cost basis. This would provide a cost based hedge to full market pricing 

3 and could be a long run benefit to consumers. 

4 

5 The "more favorable in the aggregate" test cannot be conducted with mathematical precision 

6 or certainty as to future projections. It certainly cannot be conducted with mathematical 

7 precision without being able to predict with certainty the outcome of the capacity pricing case 

8 (10-2929-EL-UNC), which is not possible. The "more favorable in the aggregate" test is both 

9 a quantitative and qualitative test based on judgment. In ray opinion, an ESP is inherently 

10 superior to an MRO because an MRO results in absolute deregulation, whereas the ESP 

11 continues to maintain state jurisdiction over important matters such as new generation, rate 

12 design and economic development. 

13 

14 II. Divestiture of Generation 

15 Q. Does OEG support the divestiture of existing AEP Ohio generation as set forth in the 

16 Stipulation? 

17 A. Yes, OEG supports divestiture of AEP Ohio's existing generating assets, but only if the 

18 Stipulation is approved without material modification. The divestiture of generating assets is 

19 a fundamental change to the regulatory system that has been applied to AEP Ohio. Divestiture 

20 will give this Commission less jurisdiction and control over utility rates and, absent the 

21 mitigating rate protections negotiated as part of the Stipulation, could very well turn out not to 

22 be in the best interests of the utility or its customers. Currentiy, all consumers have the option 

23 of choosing the lower of a cost-based standard service offer if they do not shop and a market 
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1 based generation rate if they do. "Lower o f pricing is a significant benefit for consumers and 

2 that option will effectively be eliminated under the Stipulation once there is an auction for 

3 standard service offer load. 

4 

5 Nevertheless, OEG has agreed to support divestimre at this Commission and at FERC because 

6 of the mitigating rate protections contained in the Stipulation, primarily the rate design 

7 features. Tliere are other beneficial provisions in the Stipulation, but without the carefully 

8 negotiated rate design provisions it is unlikely that OEG would support divestiture at the 

9 Commission or at FERC during the AEP Power Pool modification proceeding. 

10 

11 HI. Rate Design Provisions 

12 Q. Has the Ohio General Assembly recognized that it is appropriate to address economic 

13 development and job retention concerns in an ESP? 

14 A. Yes. I have been advised by counsel that under R.C. 4928.143(B)(2), an ESP "may provide 

15 far or include, without limitation...[pjrovisions under which the electric distribution utiUty 

16 may implement economic development, job retention, and energy efficiency programs, which 

17 provisions may allocate program costs across all classes of customers of the utility and those 

18 of electric distribution utilities in the same holding company system." 

19 

20 Q. Has the Ohio General Assembly recognized that it is appropriate to address rate 

21 stability and certainty concerns in an ESP? 

22 A. Yes. I have been advised by counsel that under R.C. 4928.143(B)(2)(d), an ESP may also 

23 include provisions that "would have the effect of stabilizing or providing certainty regarding 
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1 retail electric service." Accordingly, rate stability and certainty were recognized by the 

2 General Assembly as appropriate considerations when analyzing an ESP. 

3 

4 Q. Please explain the Load Factor Provision ("LFP") discussed on pages 3-4 of the 

5 Stipulation and Recommendation. 

6 A. The LFP provides that a nonbypassable demand charge and nonbypassable energy credit will 

7 be established on a revenue-neutral basis among all demand-metered customers until May 31, 

e 2016. The LFP is intended to promote economic development and provide certainty and 

9 stability regarding retail electric service. AEP Ohio does not earn any profit or margin on the 

10 LFP and it is therefore appropriate for the LFP to be non-bypassable. The LFP does not affect 

11 residential customers since residential customers are not in a demand metered customer class. 

12 

13 The LFP recognizes the lower relative cost of serving high load factor customers (whether 

14 they are large or small; industrial or commercial) compared to lower load factor customers. 

15 By definition, high load factor customeis use fixed generation assets more efticiently than 

16 lower load factor customers. Consequently, high load factor customers are less costiy to serve. 

17 As a result, utility rates have traditionally been designed in order to recognize this difference 

18 in the cost of service for high load factor customers versus lower load factor customers. The 

19 LFP maintains an element of this cost-of-service rate design during the transition to full 

20 market pricing and complete divestimre. While on-peak and off-peak market energy pricing 

21 also recognizes the importance of load factor, it is to a lesser degree than under cost based 

22 ratemaking in which fixed costs are recovered through a kW demand charge for large 

23 customer rate classes. The LFP provides rate certainty and stability to high load factor 
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1 industrial and commercial customers during the transition to market rates contemplated by the 

2 Stipulation. This fiirther promotes economic development. The LFP also encourages energy 

3 efficiency and peak demand reduction by rewarding the efficient use of generation resources. 

4 

5 Q. Are there any other distribution utilities that have a mechanism similar to the LFP in 

6 their rates? 

7 A. Yes, Toledo Edison, Ohio Edison and Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company each have a 

8 nearly identical non-bypassable load factor rider applicable to GT customers in their current 

9 rates. Within the context of an ESP, a load factor provision is an accepted rate design feature. 

10 

11 Q. Is it reasonable that the Load Factor Provision (LFP) does not apply to any customer 

12 with a monthly peak demand of greater than 250 MW? 

13 A. Yes. The effect of this Hmitation on the applicability of the LFP is that it excludes only one 

14 large customer of the Companies, Ormet Primary Aluminum Corporation ("Ormet"). If the 

15 LFP was apphcable to Ormet, the intended purpose of the LFP would be defeated. Ormet has 

16 a peak demand of approximately 520 mw and a load factor of approximately 98%. Applying 

17 the LFP to Ormet would dramatically skew the intended results of the LFP and would result 

18 in a significant rate increase to all of the OS 2, GS 3 and GS 4 commercial and industrial 

19 customers of AEP Ohio. Including Ormet in the LFP would cost the GS2 customers of AEP 

20 Ohio approximately $11.9 million and would cost the GS3/GS4 customers $50.9 miUion. 

21 Further, Ormet has often been treated as a unique customer, frequently operating under a 
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1 series of special arrangements for its electric service.' It is reasonable to treat Ormet as 

2 unique in this proceeding as well. 

3 

4 Q. Please explain the Market Transition Rider ("MTR") discussed on pages 5-6 of the 

5 Stipulation and Recommendation. 

6 A. The MTR is a non-bypassable rider designed to facilitate the fransition from CSP and OPCo's 

7 cunent generation rates to market-based rates. AEP Ohio's current generation rates were 

8 originally the resuh of the SB 3 unbundhng process in 2001, as modified by the Rate Stability 

9 Plan increases in 2006-2008, as modified yet again in the first ESP for the period 2009-2011. 

10 Customers have relied on this rate design and planned tiieir manufacturing operations and 

11 production schedules accordingly. The MTR is intended to provide rate certainty and 

12 stabilized pricing during the transition to the deregulation of generation service pricing for 

13 standard service offer customers. This is particularly important to business customers because 

14 AEP Ohio is transitioning from a demand/energy rate structure to an energy-only rate 

15 structure. The MTR limits the rate changes for customer classes by uniformly transitioning 

16 any above or below average changes. Any revenue shortfall that is produced by limiting the 

17 increases for certain customer classes is collected from those classes whose decreases are 

18 limited. This rate design feature is revenue neutral to AEP Ohio and provides the Companies 

19 with no additional revenue or earnings. 

20 

See In the Master of the AppUcation of Ohio Power Company for Approval of a Special Contract Arrangement with 
Ormet Primary Aluminum Corp., Case No. 96-999-EL-AEC, Finding and Order (Nov. 14, 1996); In the Matter of the 
Complaint of Ormet Primary Aluminum Corp. and Ormet Aluminum Mill Products Corp. v. South Central Power Co. and 
Ohio Power Co., Case No. 05-1D57-EL-CSS, Supplemental Opinion and Order (Nov. 8, 2006); In the Matter of the 
Application of Ormet Primary Aluminum Corporation for Approval of a Unique Arrangement with Ohio Power Company 
and Columbus Southern Power Company, Case No. 09-U9-EL-AEC {July 15,2009). 
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1 Over the 41 months of this ESP, the MTR will provide a credit to the residential customers of 

2 Columbus Southern of approximately $62.9 million. For the Ohio Power residential 

3 customers the comparable number is $12.8 million. 

4 

5 Q. Are either the MTR or LFP provisions "generation charges"? 

6 A. No, both the LFP the MTR are rate design mechanisms, not elements of the generation 

7 charge. They are 100% revenue neutral to the Companies. They are specifically designed to 

8 help customers transition to market-based rates. They do not provide any additional revenue 

g to the Companies for generation service and are therefore appropriately non-bypassable. 

10 

11 Q. Can you please discuss how the interruptible credit is dealt with in the Stipulation? 

12 A. The Stipulation states (on page 5) that the Company v/ill maintain an interruptible credit of 

13 $8.21/kW/month tiu-ough the end of the ESP on May 31, 2016 for existing IRP-D customers. 

14 The incremental costs associated with this interruptible credit (approximately S5 million) will 

15 be collected through the Economic Development Rider. The $S.21/kW/month demand credit 

16 is equal to the Companies' Fixed Resource Requirement ("FRR") revenue requirement that it 

17 proposes to charge CRES suppliers. There is an economic development aspect to the 

16 interruptible rate program by enhancing the national and international competitiveness of 

19 those energy intensive customers who can utilize power with a lower level of reliability. 

20 Also, to the extent that the interruptible rate program encourages certain customers to remain 

21 SSO customers of AEP Ohio, a larger portion of the RPM set aside is available to other 

22 customers. During the transition period this benefits all consumers who desire to purchase 

23 generation from alternative suppliers. 
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1 Q. How docs the level of the interruptible credit contained in the Stipulation compare to the 

2 interruptible credit of the other Ohio utilities that have divested their generating assets? 

3 A. The interruptible credit contained in the AEP Stipulation is considembly lower than similar 

4 credits for Toledo Edison, Ohio Edison and Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company, which 

5 each provide credits of $10/kW/month to their interruptible customers. Like the interruptible 

6 credit described in the AEP Stipulation, a portion of the Toledo Edison, Ohio Edison and 

7 Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company interruptible credit is recovered through an 

8 Economic Development Rider. 

9 

10 Q. Why is it appropriate to include rate design provisions in the Stipulation that benefit 

11 Ohio's industrial manufacturing base? 

12 A. Economists classify industrial companies that compete in national and international markets 

13 as "export industries" since these companies primarily serve customers outside of the state, 

14 Such companies have the option to move production to any location with features that may be 

15 attractive to the company, including lower electric rates. These industrial companies typically 

16 provide a large number of well-paying, household-sustaining jobs. Employees of such 

17 companies spend their wages on local goods and services, fiirther bolstering the state's 

18 economy. In contrast, lower load factor customers generally include smaller commercial 

19 customers like local service and retail companies. 

20 

21 State and local governments use many tools to try to spawn, grow, retain, and attract 

22 industrial firms in export industries. The rationale behind using such tools is that the costs of 

23 any incentives provided will be sufficientiy offset by the economic benefits of having the 
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1 export industry company in the state. In contrast, commercial businesses rarely receive 

2 incentives because tliose businesses are population based and have relatively little choice 

3 regarding their location. 

4 

5 Providing lower electric rates is one mcentive Ohio can use to attract and retain industrial 

B customers, benefitting the state's economic development. Accordingly, it is appropriate to 

7 include provisions in the Stipulation that address economic development concerns by 

8 benefitting large, high load factor customers. 

9 

10 IV. RPM Set Aside 

11 Q. Is the Reliability Pricing Model ("RPM") "set aside" provision in the Stipulation 

12 reasonable? 

13 A. Yes. Under that provision, AEP commits to "set aside" the following amounts of capacity at 

14 an RPM-based price: 21% of AEP Ohio's total retail load in 2012, 29%-31% in 2013, and 

15 41% in 2014.^ 

16 

17 This provision reflects a reasonable compromise in the face of substantial uncertainty 

18 regarding die outcome of litigation that could impact AEP Ohio's capacity price. In PUCO 

19 Case No. 10-2929-EL-UNC, parties are currentiy disputing whether all shopping customers 

20 should pay a full embedded cost-based capacity price rather than an RPM-based capacity 

21 price. There is also pending FERC litigation that could impact the price of AEP's capacity,^ 

^Stipulation at 21. 
^ FERC Docket Nos. ELI 1-32 and ERl 1-2183, 
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1 In the midst of the uncertainty surrounding this Htigation, the "set aside" provision is a 

2 reasonable compromise. 

3 

4 The "set aside" provision facilitates a reasonable transition to market. The amounts of 

5 capacity that AEP conunits to "set aside" each year are substantial because AEP is such a 

6 large utility. AEP Ohio's total annual retail load is approximately 48 million MWh. The 2012 

7 RPM "set aside" of 21% of AEP Ohio's load is approximately equal to the entire load of 

8 Toledo Edison;'* the 2013 set aside of 31% of its load is approximately equal to the entire load 

9 of Dayton Power & Light;^ and the 2014 set aside of 41% of its load is approximately equal to 

10 the entire load of Duke Ohio. 

11 

12 V. New Generation Dedicated to Ohio 

13 Q. Is the possibility that AEP Ohio would own new generation after the divestiture of its 

14 existing generation a potential benefit to consumers? 

15 A. Yes. Allowing for recovery of the costs of new generation plants dedicated to serving Ohio 

16 customers encourages the construction of new plants in Ohio that can: 1) enhance the 

17 reliability of the electric system; and 2) provide a cost-based hedge against fluctuations in 

18 market prices. In contrast with a reliance on 100% market pricing for energy and capacity, a 

19 cost-based hedge would provide customers a blended rate that is mostly market but also part 

20 cost of service. While 100% market pricing is currentiy attractive, in years past that was not 

•* SNL Brief Book: Electric Sales Detail for Toledo Edison Co. (reflecting 10,333,757 MWh of Total Retail Electric 
Volume in 2010). 
^ SNL Brief Book: Electric Sales Detail for the Dayton Power & Light Co. (reflecting 14,277,069 MWh of Total Retail 
Electric Volume in 2010). 
^ SNL Brief Book: Electric Sales Detail for Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. (reflecting 20,830,286 MWh of Total Retail Electric 
Volume in 2010). 
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1 the case. Properly designed, a cost-based hedge can be a risk mitigation tool for consumers. 

2 Further, such costs would still be subject to Commission review and approval under R.C. 

3 4928.143(B)(2)(b) and (c). 

4 

5 VL ESP Vs. MRO Comparison 

6 Q. Is the ESP that is developed in the Stipulation more favorable in the aggregate than the 

7 expected results of an MRO? 

8 A. I believe that it is more favorable. The "more favorable in the aggregate" test cannot be 

9 conducted with mathematical precision. It certainly cannot be conducted with mathematical 

10 precision without being able to predict with certainty the outcome of the capacity pricing case 

11 (10-2929-EL-UNC), which is not possible. The "more favorable in the aggregate" test is both 

12 a quantitative and qualitative test based on judgment. Although I did not perform a 

13 quantitative analysis of the MRO versus ESP comparison, all else being equal, I believe that 

14 an ESP is inherentiy superior to an MRO. I also understand based on Paragraph IV.7 of the 

15 Stipulation that Company witness Hamrock and Staff witness Fortney will be addressing the 

16 MRO test in more detail as part of their testimony. An MRO results in absolute deregulation 

17 leaving the Commission with little or no jurisdiction over the conshuction of new generation 

18 or future generation rates to consumers. On the other hand, the ESP continues to maintain 

19 state jurisdiction over important matters such as new generation, rate design and economic 

20 development. It is in the best interest of consumers and utilities for the Commission to have 

21 some ability to address future issues regarding generation rates that is provided in the ESP. 
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1 Q. Does that complete your testimony? 

2 A. Yes. 
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SONNEN-SCHEIN ^MTH.A. ROStNTSAVLlI' 

BOt ti STREET NW StJlTE 60q liAST TOWBR 

WASHtNGtoH DC 20005 

KRE?DER,K.ENNETiiP. 
KEATING, MUETHiNG. &.KLEKAMP PLl 
ON^ EAST FOURTH STREET. SUITE 1400 

\CR«)gU Î̂ ATf OH 45202 

• •fLAHlVEv<?AROLY1>IS 

THOMPSON HINE LLP 

4* SOirFHHtGIf STREET SUtTElTOG 

COLUMBUSOH 43215.6101 

ECKHARTifENRYW, 

;20OCKAM6ERSROA)3:$TE -toe" 

COLOMiBUSQH 43212. 

ROClRtGUEZ, JESSE A ATTORNEY 

3DO-EXEL0KWAY 

'KENNETT SQUARE'̂ A i '^m • 

ALEXA^DER^I^TRWOR 

CALpEg HAX;XER Ŝ  ORI^'^-GLiJUP 
;i JOO;nilB:TH.rRQ. CEi^ER 2 J EAST 
eOLUMBlIS OH 432;i5^243. 

•jSARMRAHlCP-ATTOKPfEYATLAW ' 
MqNeESWAL|;ACE;^NyR!<;iCLLC ' . ; 
21 EAST STATE STREET^ I.7TH: f tOOR •' • • 
'COLIIMBUS OH- -432i'5422. ' ' • " 
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:©RACE,$ANPYI- • • • 

WASHINGTON 0 0 201^01 

JJAEPT jLLiSON E, ATTOd^E^ ATLAW 

: ^ ] f ^ S . i ^ A Y • • • • 

aaSJOSN H'.;MCCOlfl̂ ELL BLV•t>,.su t̂E4o:& 
•COLUMeus•oH 43215*2673 

ALLWEIN, CHRWQPHER ̂  

1373;GRANDVIEW AVE .SUlTE2n 

COtXfMiBUSGH 43212 

^MOSEl^KOLANMMR. 
T'BE- oraOENVIROJJMSff^COlJNCIt" 
1.2Q7 GRANDVIEW AVE 

"•COLUMflPSGH432i2-344f '. 

O^SRip.iHPMAS. 

E(R1C*:ER & ECKLER LLP 

JOOSOWTHTHIRJ5: STREET 

C-OLtJMBUS QH 43215-4291: 

^SANTARELtLTARA. •" 
ENVi R:0NMENTAL LAW :Si- POLICY jpENTER 
1207 GRANDVIEW AVE.̂  STE. 201. 
COLUMBUS OH 432(2 

M$SANE,TERRAf^eEA 
TllOMP:SpNH04ELLP •••• 
41 S.HISH STREfcTSytTE n o o 
:CdLt|MBl)S.OH 43215 

*pLfFFER, JE>miFER MRS-

Aiyy(STRO?;G.&0KEY, INC. 

222 EAST TOWN STREEt 2Ĉ P ELQOR 

• COLUMa0S.0H 43215" 

Ŝ MiiTTJ, HOLLY RAlSkEL 

KEATmO MUETHtN^ &.K1BKAMP PLL 

n m BUSiN^SS- .CEî TER 3«03 RECTORTOWK R^Ap 

MARSHALL VA 20115 

MEBANE;T£RRANGE A 

THOMPSON HtNE LLP 
41 S,mGH STREET SlilTE 1700 
GOLiaMBUStDH 43215 

RSK.SHANNON- . • • 

l̂iJORTH RTVERSiBE PU\2A SUITE 2230 

cmcmoih mm 

ROVER, BARTS E 
B£LL&RQ!?ERCOtPA 
3f SOtJTH. GRANT AVENUE • 
COLUM&lfSOH 432B-3927 

*KALEPS^LARK, LIJA K MŜ  
V0RYS,SATER, SEYMOUR: AKO PEASE 

"52. B, GAY .ST. ^Q W K m ^ 
GpLtlMBBSGH 43^16 

MCNEESWAL4AC|"5cNURJCK-LLfe 

2J E, STATE S:n t | ^ , l ?TH FLOOR 

•iSOLiJMBtJSGH 43211 

G'DONNELL, TERRENtE ATTORNEY 

BRiCKER & ECKLER LLP 
100 SOUTH T ^ ! R ^ 5 T R E E T 

iCOLUMB^S OH 432-̂ 5 

*KALEPS-CLARli W M K : Ms, 

VORYSi. SAT^., SEYMOUR ; ^ d I'EASE 

52E.GAYSt,POBQX 1008 

COLUMBIJSOH 43216 

^SATTERWHITE, M A T T H I W J MR, ^>CtrriK;̂ J)AV]p AMR-

AJ^mCAKELEidTRI^ PO^^^RSERViCB C^RPORATIOK . ^ ^ ^ 

; iR«V,E^SIpEPL^i .3WPWR:- : 90riA^E:sipEAVEN.UE 

;Gci,trMBpSQH' 43315. . " " ' '." -CLEVELANP m ' m i 4 

•ILAWRENGE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CORPORATtt^- .HAQUE, ASiM Z • 

SpLtBlNGUS • • ..BffWESTSjREEt 

'K0.B0JC4m .- COLUMaOB-OH 43215 

SOUTHl;POMrOH45680-048g 

JAOWIN, JAY f COUNSELOF RECORD 
AjaEifCAN^EfcEfi^lC POWER-SERVICE CORPOi^T^ AM#lCANE-LE?WCP#:|R,SteR^]CE:C-aR:PO 
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i RlVER|li3£ PLAZA^ 2^TH FLOOR 

ASSOCIATION O F tNE^PENOe^ COLLEGES ANP 
"=I^iVBR$iTl£SQF'OHI0 • 

.41 ^WH^STRE^T^Sll iTE^^ • 
COLUMBOS' -OH 43215^6152 

.1 RIVERS"IPEPLA^,;29TH'W0R ."" 

GOLyMBt^SOH 43215 

MILLER. CHR^StOplIfiR L 
SC'HOJI^NstEIN,;EC)3C'A%3;Pi^;CO LPA 
•5:5t-WelTS$RE6T • ' • • • • 
'COLHM t̂JS"-OH: 43,215 

CITY OF GROVE CITY 

CHRlstO?IiER t . MILLER, AT 

250 WEST .STREET 
CdLtJMSUS OH 432.15 

ClTVOFHILLlARp 

CHRISMILLERV ATTORî EY 

SCHOTTENSTEIN, Z0>C& PUNI^ CQ-, LPA 
250WESTStRE.ET •• " 

.COLtJMStJS OH 43215' ' 

C0MfETE-COALlTiON: : 

BWp/sT^gETtwsy.iT0eod 

WASHINGTON S o 2fl,Qd4 

MASSEY,,WIU-IAM:L 

COVINGTON &BUKLFNG L L P 

1201 ]PENNSYLVAN1AAVEN1JE,.NW 

WASHINGTON. P C 2O(M)4>2401 

C0t^STELLA^0fJEN^GYCe^}^f«jGBlTlB.GROlJP,INC. ANTONS,LEO'. 

MvB. PEfttTCQEE, ArrCffitNEV 1237CISLERDR 

K E A S T G A V S ^ R E E T P O B O X M MARlETtA OH 4:5750 

COttlMBtJS OH 432164908 

CONSTELLATION NEWENEBGY ING 

SENIORCOCfNSEL 

CYNTHIA: FONNER BHAOY 

550 W. WASHWGTON STREET'S W.1E, 309, 

CH:iC^qO|L60iS6t 

^PETRICOÎ F, M HOWARD 

VORYS SATER SE^(Sr t t . ^ P pEASE U P 

5a'E,;G"AY"STI^ETP-0.teOXldoa ; 

COLUMBGSOH 432i6̂ :}:0Q8 

DOMiNlON RETAIL m c 
ASSI$TA>n^ GENF^RAtCOUNSEl/ 

GARt'A3SF:FRffiS. •• 

SOI J^ARtlNPALE S-mEET SliltE 400 

PlTTSBllRGJl PA 15212 

RO>^BARtt*E 
BELL&RQYER«:GLPA 

• 33 SOllTH GRANT' AVENUE" 

COLUMBUS OH" •43%i;5f3927 

PUKfe H ^ C y RETAIL SERVICES/tiC 

pOR-OTIiY gCORBETT 

1.39 E, FOaTg STREET .̂ i3b3' 

•CoC^eiNNATroH 45202 

-SPILLER,AMY 

PUKE ENERGY OHIO 

13911 FOURTH STRBETvOT-MAmPOBOJ^ffit 
t^iNClSJATLOH'45201-0930 " ' 

eN^ii^0t:ifNG 
i.m :FEPERAL STREET SOJTE ti&O 

-BOSTON: MA 02110 ' • 

POULOS*:GRE^ORY lATTORNEV 

OttlO tONSMEftS' COLS^SEL 

10 WEST B R 0 > ^ S t StfXTE 1.̂ 00 

CC3LUMBUS.OH 4321"fr34S:S. 

^HVmONMENtAL.LAW^POLlC^t CENTER 

35 E. W A C ^ E R PRSTE IIQd' 

CHICAGO IL 60^0.1 ,̂̂ 06 

*SANTARELLLtARA: 

:ENViR0KMENTAtLAW.i&f0LICVCfeNT-ER 

120? JgRANI>VIEW AVÊ i Stfi, 201 

CQLtJMMUSQH 43:24,2. .- • ' ' 

BT^iRoNMK^AL y^W .ANp :POgCVC,Ei?J:T^R EXELON'5^E?J|RATI0N.G.0MPANY LLC-

SANt5YLGRA^E,i#Ty 
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;i2G^GM^ViEWAVEvSUtTl^"2Ki^' 
'•GJOL0M-BtIB -̂OB.43a)| ' - " 

;r&T't:oN'STlTlinOWAV|N.W^.SUn'E:40^tA^^ 
,WASHn^GT<3N:iic200,001^'.. " ' 

PtRSlENERGY SOLtl0<SMB £ORp M'ANAG^RMARl^ 
^ t o j G i N C i . 

t.C>ytS-MD^ALESsANpRlS ' 

34lWtfiTiRQKDDRJVt 
•AiOiON.tyi 44326 

•HAVraEN, M ^ ^ A :MR, 

FlRSfENEROycoRP 

.7^S0.UT,H MAJNSTREET 

AKRON OH 4430& 

" KROGER C O M P A ] 0 , . I B E 

MR- pENISGEORGfi- IQ J.4 VINE STREfeT^OJ 

CINCtNNAtft3H452M-LlfiO' " 

•vijRtCK:, MAR*: 
CHESTER WILLCOX 4 SAXBE LLP 
65 % STATE- STREET .SUltft iOOQ' '; 

.COLtJMBiJSOH432t5 

0H;tC? .ENVIRONM©^ALCOtJi>«:iL 
•J267 GRANPVIEWAVE. S l i r i t aof 
:COLU|itB '̂SGfl-432*2-3.449 

*D0VGHERTY, TRENT AMR. 

OH]OENV1RON?»4ENTAL COtH^fL 

1207 GRAXPVIEW AVE. StJITE291 

COLUMBUS: OH 43 .̂12 ; 

OHIO MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION 
33NJJOi5:STBEET : 

GGLUMBUSOH'432i)5 . 

MCALlSTEiU L1SA<̂  
BROKER &ECF;LER 

1(10 SOOTH THfRP STREET 
CGLUMBUSOH 432154291 

P 0 Q PARTNERS FOi AF^0RpJ*a3iB ENERGY 
RlNgBOLT PAVi!>C 

231 W E S T t-tMAST, p.o^ox 179.3 
FrnplAY OH 4583N 79$ 

ORMET FRJMAR:^ ALUMimiMC(5KK 
P.O. 80X176 

HA?lNIBAL-OH43^3?- • • 

MOOpY, COLLEEN .- ' • .' 

•?3iW|STiLIMASTMT- .-.• 
:FlNOLAt OH-4584P " • • • • - • • • 

.HAND,EMMAF • ". 

SONNEKSCHElN NATH-&R0SENfH-AL LLP 

pm-K STREET NW'SUiTE.^0;EAlTTOVVER 

WASHH^GTON B C 20003 

PAtJLPINtt WfisffiS FARlrf LLC 

STteX^ HOWARD, A^rtY 

•̂ 2 EASTiGA^ mP'OBOX IOCS: 
•cOLtJMBtlSOE4"32T5 

MoN'fGOMERY, CHfdSTOPHER 

BRICKER & ECKLER LLP 

IflO SOlJiH THlRfJ STREET 

cOLiBii^tJSoH 43:2-15 

RSTAniENERGyslJ.?PLVASSOClAT(QN:{RESA) 
STEP'PfENB^WARD 

52.t..GAYSt. 

€-GLUMfiU&OH43_3*5 - " . . . ' 

T ĴE WRpfWER PROVlPER? ;GRQ^^ 
STE|^tiEK-H0WAR%-ATTO^,EY -

53 i A ^ j ^ ^ S T R W S ' Q BGP^ ̂  

COLtiMBUStja ^1*^1)308: 

THE DlSiaUBlHED WiNp' ENERGY ASSOCIATION 

T E M E N C B O ^ N N E L L 

IBO S Q U T H T H M P STREET 

.COLUMBUS. Q t 4 3 i l N ^ t -

WAL-M.ARTSTORteSEA$t. •L -̂.ANpSAM'S EAST, INC 

:lCEmETHiyiEfpER^_ATlfOiNEY' • • • 

jJNEEAST S O U W .S^fiETStlJtl 3400. 
ClNCl^fNAffGH; 45202 • . ' 

A^JNEM.VQCIEL. 

i R J V . E R S # S P : L A Z A * 2 M ^ O O R 

3Ai3WlJ!l,3A:y.| 

•AEP,-

\$5 WN:ATiOl*-Wli>^tLVPSiffPS^B0 
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COLtJMfiUS. .0B432J.S Ĉ PLPMTBtlS OH 43215 

ASSOCrATKDNOFmDEPENDENTCOî LEGESAIiJp 
UfiliVERSITtBSCipOfilO 

• 4l S..1^<:p^STR^ET,-:StfJTE.272C)' 

iCOLGlvilUS •OB432i5w6:l-S2' 

iQNES,GvTOi3BGENERALCjOLWSEL • -
SCHGTTENStEt^l^oX &. m m CO LP A 
-250WESTSTOET" 
.COLUMBUS OH" 43213 

iNijiJSTRiAL ,EN^GY tlSERS OF 0J&O GENERAL 
GOtJ.liJSEL 

21'E>^T STATE .ST îEET/nTBELOCEft .. 

eDl-.tJMBUS.:OH 43215 

.OLiR^R. JOSEPH; E ATirbRNEV 
MCNEE' W m A C E & NtlRICK LLC • 
21 EAST STATE STREET̂  ITTHFLOOR 
COLtiMBUS OHIO 43215 

MEl'GSCOUNTVtOMMlSSiONERS 

MICHAEL OAVENPORT, PRESIPW 
too EAST lECONPST^ET 

POMESOT0tt457fe9 

GHiO CONSUMERS'COUNSEL 

10 W. BROAR :STREET SUITE 1800 

COLlJMBtJS'OH 43215-3.485 

iCRAVlTZ, ZACHARY .D. 
CHESTER WiLCOXife SAXBE, LLP 
65EAST STATE STREET,;StE 1.000. 
GOLUMteOH 43215 

EITER, TERRY 

OHIO GONStJMKRS? COUNSEL 
lOW-BROAD STREET SplTEUeO 
GOLUMBUSOB 43215 

TUSi^ARAWAS C O O l ' ^ 
3:30tJNiVERSiTY DRIVENE 
NEWpHlLAPEyHtA OH 44653 


