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1, 2013.
VOLUME X - PUBLIC

12-426- EL-5S50

12-427-EL-ATA

12-428-EL-ARM

12-429-EL-WVR

12-¢72-EL-RDR

Bryce A.
Public Utilities

on Monday, April

Armstrong & Okey, Inc., Columbus, Ohio (614) 224-9481



%S9'ES

%re Il

%PETY
%95°CT
%LOTT
%08
%rOTl
%CE8T
%CL6T

%L VE

%SE6'ET

%096
%LY'EL
%r9TT
%OEET
WSTPL
L YATR R
%ILL8T

a8ejany Jesh-g  pOOT

%ES Y

%SRET

%16°L
pTA AN
%68'TT
%9C'ST
%LT'ST
%LSPT
%¥L6T

5002

%8t'TS

%I8ET

%0T'¥1
%8E'6
%S6°LT
%60
BLOTT
%61 8T
%1607

900T

%SFEE

%09°ST

%881
®ITTT
%8987

%80'v
%9v° 2T
%6T'ET
%80T

00z

%I6'9E

%ro vl

%ES'ST
%SL YT
%6E "1
USEV

%8L'6

%ED'6T
%002

800z

%CI'BIT %ST'E0T

%07'8

%56’y

%ESOT
%98'0-
%6479~
%I80T
%ESOL
WE6LT

600L

%086

%sy'8
%¥ToL
%08'S
%9L°L-
%9L'6
%8191
%06°61T

010z

“SanIIn an2adsal fo T uod yy34 -e0inas

dO P38 33 JO JOH Sex

“TT0Z 40 pUa 3Y1 38 JO Yum pasiai :,

f, AN 4

%2001

%EV'6
%¥0'9T
%15'S
%99°E
%SYTT
VN
%S0T

1102

30y afesany
ugyy 1Yy 9% 18da

Ifesony

uosipg op3jol
uosp3 o4O

(£ o]

Nng

#»xd0

dsd

1840

sALNILN

A.n,nON - roﬂw SaINNIN 2119)7 J0len s,olyoQ jo Ajnb3 uo uinlay jo uosuedwo) :9-drq ugwiyaelly posindy

LY 259



&dﬁmwf Ex. |

BEFORE

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO
In the Matter of the Application of The :
Dayton Power and Light Company for : Case No. 12-426-EL-SSO
Approval of Its Electric Security Plan -
In the Matter of the Application of The : Case No. 12-427-EL-ATA
Dayton Power and Light Company for
Approval of Revised Tariffs

Case No. 12-428-EL-AAM

e wd e an

In the Matter of the Application of The
Dayton Power and Light Company for
Approval of Certain Accounting Authority

(1)

In the Matter of the Application of The : Case No. 12429-EL-WVR
Dayton Power and Light Company for the
Waiver of Certain Commission Rules

Case No. 12-672-EL-RDR

as sa w8

In the Matter of the Application of The
Dayton Power and Light Company to :
Establish Tariff Riders i

EDGEMONT NEIGHBORHOOD COALITION
EXHIBIT NUMBER 1

The Edgemont Neighborhood Coalition and Dayton Power & Light stipulate as follows:

1) In 2012 there were 33,478 residential customers in the DP&L service territory disconnected for
nonpayment.

2) The average disconnection amnount for each DP&L customer disconnected was $375 in 2007,
$321 in 2008, $317 in 2009, $347 in 2010, $435 in 2011, and $469 in 2012.

3) In 2012 there were 78,502 residential customers participating in commission ordered payment
plans in order to avoid disconnection in the DP&L. service territory.

4) In 2012 there were 35,715 residential customers on the PIPP or PIPP plus program in the DP&L
territory.

5) 1In 2012 there were 5023 PIPP or PIPP plus customers disconnected for nonpayment in the
DP&L service territory.

Respectfully submi

[ 4

Ellis Jacobs 7 -

FOR THE EDGEMONT NEIGHBORHOOD
COALITION
Jeffrey Sharkey

FOR THE DAYTON POWER AND LIGHT
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Power and Light. In fact, Dayton’s economic development efforts are directly rclated to
increasing demand for electric services within the region. To this end, Dayton Power and
Light has been very supportive of Dayton’s economic development initiatives during this
most recent period of decline.

However, any increase in electric service rates would serve to discourage
economic development in Dayton. I believe that Dayton Power and Light recognizes this
and has consistently addressed this issue in the past in its proceedings before the Public
Utilities Commission of Ohio. The financial contributions that Dayton Power and Light
has provided to Dayton in the past have been integral in allowing Dayton to continue to
pursue economic development initiatives within the City amidst an environment of
increasing electric service costs. Without this previous support from Dayton Power and
Light, it is doubtful that Dayton could continue to pursue its present economic
development agenda in this demanding economic climate. In order to be able to attract
businesses to Dayton that will employ our residents, increase the quality of life here, and
deliver necessary municipal services to our residents, it is imperative that Dayton
continue to rigorously pursue its economic development agenda.

Can you summarize the City of Dayton’s position?

The City wants to make sure that Dayton Power and Light is a viable entity, while
expressing the concerns, such as those mentioned above, regarding the City’s population
and economic development. The City does oppose Commission approval of the proposed
ESP.

Does that conclude your testimony?

Yes it does.



