In the Matter of the Application of Ohio
Power Company and Columbus Southein
Power Company for Authority to Merge
and Related Approvals

In the Matter of the Application of
Columbus Southern Power Company and
Ohio Power Company for Authority to
Establish a Standard Service Offer
Puisuant to §4928.143, Ohio Rev. Code,
in the Form of an Electric Security Plan.

In the Matter of the Application of
Columbus Southern Power Company and
Ohio Power Company for Approval of
Certain Accounting Authority

In the Matter of the Application

of Columbus Southern Power
Company to Amend its Emergency
Curtatiment Service Riders

In the Matter of the Application

of Ohio Power Company

to Amend its Emergency Curtailment
Service Riders

Int the Matter of the Commission Review of

the Capacity Charges of Ohio Power
Company and Columbus Southern Power
Company

In the Matter of the Application of
Columbus Southern Power Company

for Approval of a Mechanism to Recover
Deferred Fuel Costs Ordered Under
Ohio Revised Code 4928.144

In the Matter of the Application of
Ohio Power Company for Approval
of a Mechanism to Recover
Deferred Fuel Costs Ordered Under
Ohio Revised Code 4928.144

In the Matter of the Application

of Ohio Power Company for Approval
of An Amendment to Its Corporate
Separation Plan

BEFORE
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO
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JOINT MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE AND REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED
TREATMENT

Now come AEP Retail Eneigy Partners LLC, the Association of Independent Colleges
and Universities of Ohio, the City of Grove City, the City of Hilliard, Columbus Southern Power
Company, Constellation Energy Commodities Group, Inc, Constellation NewEnetgy, Inc., Duke
Energy Retail Sales, LLC, Exelon Generation Company, LLC, the Kroger Co , the Ohio
Environmental Council, the Ohio Energy Group, the Ohio Hospital Association, Ohio Power
Company, the OMA Enetgy Group, Paulding Wind Farm II, LLC, PJM Power Providers Group,
and the Retail Energy Supply Association, (“Joint Movants™) hereby respectfully moves the
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (“Commission”), pursuant to Rule 4901-1-12, Ohio
Administiative Code (“O.A.C ), to consolidate Ohio Powetr Company’s (“AEP Ohio”)
Application for the Approval of modifications to its Corporate Separation Plan docketed in Case
No. 11-5333-EL-UNC (“Corporate Separation Compliance Filing™), with the above consolidated
dockets (“Stipulation Case™).

As demonstrated further in the attached Memorandum in Support, the Corporate
Separation filing is an essential component of the Stipulation Case that necessitates joining the
two cases for purposes of heating. Furtther, considering the Corporate Separation Compliance
Filing and Stipulation Case together will prevent inconsistent decisions among the cases, avoid
duplication, and achieve process and administrative efficiencies.

Joint Movants request an expedited 1uling.



Respectfully submitted,
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Steven T. Nourse
On behalf of Columbus Southern Power
Company and Ohio Power Company.
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David F. Boehm
Michael L. Kurtz
On behalf of the Ohio Energy Group
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Thomas F. O’Brien
On behalf of The Ohio Hospital Association
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On behalf of Constellation NewEnergy, Inc.,
and Constellation Energy Commodities

Group, Inc.
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Lisa G. McAlister Maik Yurick

On behalf of The OMA Energy Group
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On behalf of The Kroger Co

Christopher L. Miller o
On behalf of the City of Hilliard

Chlistopher L. Miller e
On behalf of the City of Grove City
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On behalf of the Association of Independent On behai_f of AEP Retall Energy Partners LLC
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M. Howard Petricoff Philip B Stheneng
Sandy I-ru Grace On behalf of Duke Energy Retail Sales, LLC

Jesse A. Rodriguez
On behalf of Exelon Generation Company,
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M. Howa.rd PetricofT M. Howard Petricoff
On behalf of PIM Power Providets Group On behalf of the Retail Energy Supply
Association
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Terrence O’ Donnell 4 Trent A Dougherty J il
Christopher M. Montgomery } 57“)011 behalf of the Ohio Environmental Council

On behalf of Paulding Wind Farm I, LLC



MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT

On September 7, 2011, a Stipulation and Recommendation was filed in AEP Ohio’s
second Electiic Security Plan proceeding docketed at Case Nos. 11-346-EL-SSO, ef o/ ("AEP
Ohio ESP II”). Among other things, the Stipulation calls for an auction procurement format that
supplies capacity and power commencing June 1, 2015 with a transition plan to ptepate for the
procurement change commencing duting the time period of January 1, 2012 through May 31,
2015. The Stipulation also provides that by March 2012, AEP Ohio will notify PIM
Interconnection, LLC (*PIM”) that it plans to participate in its annual Base Residual Auction for
capacity. In both these instances,. the Stipﬁlation contemplates that the Commission’s approval
of full legal cotporate separation is a necessary precondition to AEP Ohio’s transition to an
auction-based SSO, and that the Commission’s approval of the full legal corporate separation is
to be obtained by virtue of approval of the Stipulation.

In response to questions posed by Commissioners during a public hearing conducted on
September 19, 2011, regarding the Stipulation, AEP Ohio promptly filed revised testimony of
Richard E. Munczinski, which: 1) provided additional detail concerning the corpoiate separation
proposal embodied in the Stipulation; 2) explained that the settling parties intended that
substantive approval of AEP Ohio’s full structural corporate separation would be obtained
through the adoption of the Stipulation; and 3) assured the Commission that AEP Ohio would
make a compliance filing to illustrate the specific details regarding the corporate separation
contemplated by the Stipulation (“Cotporate Separation Compliance Filing”). On September 29,
2011, AEP Ohio moved to substitute the tesﬁmony of Richard E. Munczinski with the testimony

of Philip J. Nelson, including the Exhibit PTIN-1 (formerly Exhibit REM-1).



Contemporaneous with this motion, AEP Ohio is hereby submitting its Corpoiate
Separation Compliance Filing, in both this Stipulation Case, as well as in Case No. 11-5333-EL-
UNC, pursuant to this Commission’s practice and procedure regarding these types of filings.
This Corporate Separation Compliance Filing provides a redline of Ohio Power Company's
corporate separation plan, the substance of which has already been described in Exhibit PIN-1.
By adopting the Stipulation, the Commission will approve the merger of CSP into OPCo; thus,
amendments are necessary to OPCo's corporate separation plan to incorporate the Commission's
approval of full corporate separation and approval of the meiger. The Joint Movants now file
this Joint Motion to Consolidate the Corporate Separation Compliance Filing, to be docketed at
Case No 11-5333-EL-UNC, with the Stipulation Case. The Corporate Separation Compliance
Filing and the Stipulation Case should be joined as approval of full legal corporate separation is a
necessary component of the Stipulation, and joinder will prevent inconsistent and conflicting
decisions, allow for timely implementation of the Stipulation, and promote judicial economy.

As described above, the Commission’s approval of full legal corporate sepaiation is an
essential component of the Stipulation because full legal corporate separation is necessary to
achieve the two main components of the Stipulation’s auction procurement format: AEP Ohio’s
implementation of the competitive bidding process (“CBP”) to meet its SSO obligation and AEP
Ohio’s participation in PIM’s Base Residual Auction. (See Stipulation, fiV.1.q and TV.1.t)
Paragraph IV.1 q of the Stipulation states “[a|pptoval of this Stipulation will serve as the
Commission’s approval of full legal corporate separation....”, requiring that the Stipulation and
Corporate Separation Compliance Filing be considered as one case. Thus, while the Corporate

Separation Compliance Filing merely provides additional, technical detail to the substance of



what has already been described in the Stipulation Case, these two dockets are so interconnected
that they cannot be considered independent of one another.

The Joint Movants further request that the Commission act upon this request on an
expedited basis. First, the hearing on the Stipulation itself is meant to commence on October 4,
2011. Moreover, AEP Ohio must obtain full legal corporate separation promptly under the terms
of the Stipulation in order to give notice to PIM in March 2012 that it intends to participate in the
Base Residual Auction for delivery years 2015-2016, and in order to conduct its first CBP in
September of 2013. (See Stipulation, JJIV.1.q and IV 1.t). Thus, failure to consider these cases
together will likely cause unnecessary delay in the implementation of the Stipulation, and may
materially affect the terms and conditions of the Stipulation.

Combination of the cases is in the public interest as it will achieve judicial economy for
both the Commission Staff and the intervenors to consider the cases together, preventing
additional trials and allowing for a single forum to establish facts and debate issues. The
Commission has alteady recognized the importance of consolidating cases in the interest of
judicial economy and efﬁciency‘. On September 8, 2011, Joint Movants filed a Joint Motion to
Consolidate requesting consolidation of Case No. 10-2376-EL-UNC (“Merger Case™), Case No.
10-2929-EL-UNC (“Capacity Charge Case™), Case Nos. 10-343-EL-ATA and 10-344 EL-ATA
(“Energy Curtailment Cases™), and Case Nos. 11-4920-EL-RDR and 11-4921-EL-RDR (*Fuel
Deferral Cases™), with the AEP Ohio ESP II case. Pursuant to the Entry dated September 16,
2011, the Attoiney Examiner granted the Joint Motion to Consolidate the above cases into a
single Stipulation Case, tecognizing that the motion was “reasonable” and the “most efficient
process to consider the interrelated issues addressed in the Stipulation....” (Entry, 7).

Combination of the Corporate Separation Compliance Filing with the Stipulation Case does not



prejudice any party to the AEP Ohio ESP 11, as the Stipulation terms placed all parties to the
AEP Ohio ESP II on notice that approval of the Stipulation necessitated contempolaneous
approval of AEP Ohio’s full legal corporate separation. Moreover, the substance of AEP Ohio’s
corporate separation plan has already been provided to the parties in Exhibit PTN-1

The hearing on the Stipulation is now scheduled for October 4, 2011  Because of the
need to prevent inconsistent and conflicting decisions, and the need to promptly implement the
Stipulation if so approved, Joint Movants request that the Corporate Separation Compliance
Filing be joined with the Stipulation Case promptly for the purposes of hearing. If this motion to
consolidate is not granted, the Joint Movants ask that, at a minimum, administiative notice be
taken in the Stipulation Case docket of the Corporate Separation Compliance Filing in Case No.

11-5333-EL-UNC.

Respectfully submitted,
._ Tlons £ O ﬂovwil b
Steven T, Nourse Thomas F. O’Brien
On behalf of Columbus Southern Power On behalf of The Ohio Hospital Assomatwn

Company and Ohio Power Company.
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David I'. Boehm M. Howard Pefiicoff
Michael L. Kurtz On behalf of Constellation NewEnergy, Inc,
On behalf of the Ohio Energy Group and Constellation Energy Commodities

Group, Inc.
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On behalf of The OMA Energy Gloup On behalf of The Kroger Co.
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Christopher L. Mfler
On behalf of the Association of Independent
Colleges and Universities of Ohio

Jay E. dw1
On behalf of AEP Retaﬂ Energy Partners LLC
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M. Howard Petiicoff

Sandy I-ru Grace

Jesse A Rodriguez

On behalf of Exelon Generation Company,
LLC
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hlhp B. Sineneng
On behalf of Duke Energy Retail Sales, LLC
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HOWEIId Petricoff
On behalf of PIM Power Providets Gmup
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M. Howatd Petricoff -
On behalf of the Retail Energy Supply
Association
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Terrence O’Donnell
Christopher M. Montgomery
On behalf of Paulding Wind Farm II, LLC

Trent A. Dougherty
On behalf of the Qhio Environmental Council



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing motion
and request for expedited 1uling was served this 30 day of September, 2011 by electronic mail,

upon the persons listed below.

Steven T. Nourse

"Bair, Jodi" <Jodi Bair(@puc state.oh.us>,

"Bentine, John" <jbentine(@cwslaw com>,

"Fortney, Bob" <Bob Fortney@puc state oh us>,
"McCarter, Dotis" <Doris. McCarter@puc.state.oh.us>,
"Montgomery, Christophet” <cmontgomery@bricker.com>,
"O'Donnell, Terrence" <todonnell@bricker com=>,
"Randazzo, Sam" <sam@mwncmh.com>,

"Reilly, Stephen” <Stephen Reilly@puc state.oh us>,
"Sineneng, Philip" <Philip. Sineneng@thompsonhine.com=>,
"Wright, Bill" <bill wright@puc state.oh .us>,
aaragona{@eimerstahl com,

ahaque@szd com,

Amy.Spiller@duke-energy.com,

barthroyer{@aol com,

callwein@williamsandmoser com,
cmiller@szd.com,

cmooney2({@columbus 1r.com,
cvince@sonnenschein.com,

cynthia brady(@constellation com,
dakutik@jonesday.com,

david fein@constellation com,
dbarnowski@sonnenschein.com,
dboehm@bkllawfirm.com,

dclark] @aep.com,

dconway@porterwiight.com,
dmeyer@kmklaw .com,

doug bonner@snidenton.com,

diinebolt@aol.com,

dstahl@eimerstahl com,

emma hand@snrdenton com,

etter@occ state oh.us,

fdarr@mwncmh com,

gary a.jeffiies@dom com,
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gdunn{@szd .com,
gpoulos(@enernoc com,
grady(@occ state.oh.us

greta. see@puc.state.oh us,
gthomas@gtpower group com,
gwegaber(@jonesday.com,
haydenm{@firstenergycorp.com,
hentyeckhart@aol.com,
holly@raysmithlaw.com,

jeff jones.@puc state oh us,
jejadwin{@aep.com,

jesse rodriguez{@exeloncorp.com,
jestes@skadden com,
jlang(@calfee com,
jmaskovyak@ohiopovertylaw org,
john jones@puc state oh.us,
joliker@mwnemh.com,
jroberts@enernoc.com,
kbowman@mwncmh.com,
keith.nusbaum@snrdenton.com,
korenergy(@insight.it.com,
kpkretder@kmklaw.com,
laurac@chappelieconsulting. net,
Imcalister@bricker.com,
Imcbride(@caltee com,
malina@wexlerwalker.com,
mhpetticoff@vorys com,
mjsatterwhite(@aep .com,
mjsettineri@vorys com,
mkuwrtz@bkllawfirm.com,
msmalz@ohiopovertylaw.org,
mwarnock{@bricker com,
myurick@cwslaw.com,

ned ford@fuse net,
nolan@theoec.o1g,

paul wight@skadden com,
pfox(@hilliardohio gov,
rgannon@mwnemh .com,
ticks(@ohanet org,
rplawrence(@aep com,

sandy grace@exeloncorp.com,
sfisk@nrde.org,

small@occ.oh us,
smhoward@vorys.com,

stephen chriss@wal-matt.com,
stnourse(@aep.com,
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talexander(@calfee com,

Terrance Mebane@thompsonhine.com>,
Thomas Lindgren <thomas.lindgten@puc.state oh us,
tobrien@Bricker.com,
trent@theoec.o1g,

tsantarelli@elpc org,

Werner Margard@puc.state.oh.us,
will@theoec org,
wmassey(@cov.com,
zkiavitz@cwslaw com,
afreifeld@viridityenergy.com,
achaedte(@jonesday com,
amvogel@aep.com,

carolyn flahive@thompsonhine com,
bingham(@occ.state oh.us,

dorothy corbett{@duke-energy.com,
jkooper@hess.com,
BAKahn@vorys.com,
lkalepsclark{@vorys.com,
kguerrv{@hess.com,
swolfe@veridityenergy.com,
ssolberg@eimerstahl com,
camille@theoec.org,

Daniel Shields@puc.state.oh us,
dsullivan@nrdc org,
joseph.dominguez@exeloncorp.com,
Tammy. Turkenton@puc.state oh.us,
mallarnee(@occ.state oh.us,
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