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BEFORE
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF QHIO
DIRECT TESTIMONY OF
SELWYN J. DIAS
ON BEHALF OF OHIO POWER COMPANY

1. PERSONAL DATA

Q.

A,

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS.

My name 1s Selwyn J. Dias and my business address is 850 Tech Center Drive,
Gahanna, Ohio 43230.

BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED AND IN WHAT CAPACITY?

I am employed by the American Electric Power Service Corporation (“AEPSC”) as
Vice President of Distribution Operations for Ohio Power Company (*OPCo™), known
as AEP Ohio or the Company. AEPSC is a subsidiary of the American Electric Power
Company, Inc. (“AEP™) and provides technical and other services to AEP Ohio and
other operating units within the AEP System.

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND
PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE.

I graduated from the University of Central Oklahoma with a bachelor’s degree in
Business Administration (Accounting Major) in 1981. [ have also completed the
Executive Management Program at the University of Virginia, Darden School of
Business. I hold the professional designations of certified internal auditor and certified
fraud examiner administered by the Institute of Internal Auditors and the National

Association of Certified Fraud Examiners.
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I began my career in 1981 as an international internal auditor with Kerr-McGee
Corporation, an oil and gas drilling and exploration conglomerate. In 1985, I joined
Central and South West Corporation (“CSW™) as an internal auditor and progressed to a
management level position within the internal auditing organization. During my tenure
with CSW, 1 held several other leadership positions within the company including
Manager of Corporate Services, Director of Pricing Development and Director of
Regulatory Administration.

After the merger of CSW and AEP in 2000, I continued as Director of
Regulatory Administration with responsibilities expanded to include the remainder of
AEP’s regulated jurisdictions. In June 2003, I was appointed Director, Regulatory
Affairs for AEP Ohio and in September 2008 [ was promoted to Vice President,
Regulatory and Finance. In January 2013, I was appointed to my cuirent position, Vice
President, Distribution Operations. In this capacity, I am responsible for providing
organizational leadership on AEP Ohio’s delivery of clectric service. 1 oversee the
electric distribution system, including engineering, infrastructure design and
construction, safety, meter reading and meter service functions.

HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED BEFORE ANY REGULATORY
COMMISSIONS?
Yes. I have presented testimony on behalf of CSP and OPCo before the Public

Utilities Commission of Ohio (“PUCO” or “Commission”) in various cases in Ohio.

II. PURPOSE OF TESTIMONY

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY IN THIS PROCEEDING?

1
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The purpose of my testimony is to support the recovery of the costs incurred as a
result of the Major Storms outlined in the Application filed in this docket on
December 21, 2012 and supplemented on March 1, 2013. T will ensure the
Commission is aware that the primary goal during restoration is to keep our
employees and customers safe and to restore electric service as quickly as possible. 1
will address the Major Storm Restoration employee overtime policy in effect during
the major storm events that occurred on June 29, July 18 and July 26, 2012, T will
explain the use and benefits of Mutual Assistance Agreements. I will discuss the use
of Storm Service, LL.C, and the benefits derived from the use of this company. I will
describe how the Company balances the restoration and accounting processes to
achieve the priorities of public and worker satety and the fast restoration of electric
service. [ will also explain how the Company proposes to collect these major storm
O&M restoration costs through a fixed $2.85 charge to residential customers and a
fixed $11.76 charge to commercial/industrial customers over a set twelve month
period. The calculation of these rates is provided as Exhibit SDJ-2. As shown on this
exhibit, these rates refiect the impact of removing from the requested revenue
requirement necessary adjustments for commemorative hats, linen replacement
charges from Storm Services, and reflection of refunds recorded after the November
30, 2012 cutoff date used in the original application. Exhibit SDJ-2 is described
further later in my testimony.

ARE YOU SPONSORING ANY EXHIBITS WITH YOUR TESTIMONY?

Yes. 1 sponsor the following exhibits:



EXHIBIT SID-1 Discovery Response from OCC re: Travel Policy
EXHIBIT SiD-2 Monthly Impact on Customer Bill
| also support the relevant portions of the Application filed in this docket on
December 21, 2012 and supplemented on March 1, 2013 (Company Ex. 1 and la

respectively) and provide updated or more specific information where appropriate.

III. MAJOR STORM RESTORATION OVERTIME POLICY

HOW ARE EMPLOYEE OVERTIME RATES DETERMINED?

Overtime policies vary by employee categories and geographic region. The
overtime policies for Union employees are governed by labor agreements. These
agreements are negotiated based on the prevailing industry rates for the geographic
regions served. The overtime for non-Union employees are governed by the
Company’s internal labor policy.

WHAT IS THE AEP OHIO EMPLOYEE OVERTIME POLICY FOR
MAJOR STORM RESTORATION?

The overtime compensation for Major Storm Restoration is dependent on the
employee’s classification, non-exempt or exempt, and their location. For non-exempt
employees within the impacted distribution district, the Major Storm Restoration pay
provisions begin at the end of the 24 hour from the effective start time of the Major
Storm Restoration. For non-exempt employees outside the impacted distribution
district, the Major Storm Restoralion pay provisions begin when they depart in a
vehicle to travel to the affected distribution district. Non-exempt employees assigned

to Major Storm Restoration work are paid one and one-half times their regular



straight-time rate for applicable Major Storm Restoration hours. They will also
receive eight hours Holiday pay for applicable days. For Sundays, they receive twice
their straight-time rate (“double-time rate™). The Major Storm Restoration pay
provisions end when the non-exempt employee is no longer working during the Major
Storm Restoration, has arrived home if traveling outside the distribution district, or
when the Company declares the Major Storm Restoration has been completed.
Depending on their salary grade, exempt employees working during a Major
Storm Restoration are paid either: their straight-time rate for all overtime hours
worked; their straight-time rate for overtime hours worked in excess of ten overtime
hours per event during a Major Storm Restoration effort; or receive no compensation,
based on the level of their base salary. For applicable Major Storm Restoration
employees, AEP Ohio pays overtime for hours worked over eight hours per day with
the exceptions previously described. Employees are provided a minimum eight-hour
rest period after completing 16 hours of work.
DID AEP OHIO FOLLOW THE COMPANY EMPLOYEE OVERTIME
POLICY FOR EACH OF THE MAJOR STORM RESTORATIONS?
Yes.
SHOULD DISCRETIONARY EXEMPT OVERTIME PAID DURING A
MAJOR STORM BE RECOVERABLE?
Yes. As previously stated in my testimony, the AEPSC Human Resource Department
participates in survey comparisons with other utilities or similar industries to
determine competitive labor rates for straight-time, over-time, and double-time rates.

The comparisons ensure that the labor rates are fair and reasonable, and that the
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Company can attract and retain qualified employees. For exempt or salaried
employees, the salaries are structured to include compensation for occasional
overtime associated with an employee’s normal work duties. The Staff and the Office
of the Ohio Consumers’ Counsel (“*OCC™) have argued to disallow the exempt
overtime incurred during the Derecho. The Company maintains the exempt overtime
incurred during the Derecho was paid in accordance with Company policy, and is a
legitimate expense and should be recovered, The exempt salary structure was never
intended to compensate exempt employees for extended overtime for multiple days
during the exireme conditions of a major storm over a national holiday. It is during
these difficult and extreme situations the Company must exercise its discretion to pay
exempt employees for extended overtime. Failure to do so would be punitive to these
employees and discourage them from working during major storms in the future.
Using contract emnployees instead of the Company’s exempt employees would require
paying a comparable salary including the overtime expense, without any assurance
that sufficient non-Company personnel are available for hire.

DO ALL CONTRACTORS RECEIVE THE SAME LEVEL OF OVERTIME
COMPENSATION AS AEP OHIO EMPLOYEE POLICIES?

Not necessarily, again the goal of major storm restoration is for safe and quick
restoration of electric service. Consistent with standard industry practice, the
responders from other utilitics use their own labor agreements and policies to govern
their employees. When utilizing Mutual Assistance Agreements, the Company agrees
to abide by those agreements and pay the prevailing wages for the workers coming

from outside the AEP Ohio service territory.
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PLEASE EXPLAIN WHY SOME OF THE ASPLUNDH CONSTRUCTION
CREWS CHARGE FOR OVERTIME AT THE DOUBLE RATE VERSUS
TIME AND A HALF.

In the case of some of the Asplundh Construction Company (“ACC”) crews, their
fabor agreement provided for double-time rate when they travel outside of their
normally assigned territory. The Staff and OCC argue the double rate should not be
recoverable. The Company disagrees with Staff and OCC’s recomrnendation that
runs counter to industry standards. The double-time rate for the ACC crews was their
contract rate for these crews. Due to the widespread devastation cause by the
Derecho, the Company needed every available crew to repair infrastructure as
expediently as possible. When a major storm of the size and magnitude of the
Derecho causes such widespread destruction, the Company does not have the luxury
of negotiating labor rates for every utility or contractor that provides assistance. If
the Company did not agree to these terms, those employees would not be available
for emergency service, and the services of the ACC crews were absolutely needed.
Q. DO YOU AGREE WITH THE STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR AN
ASPLUNDH LABOR ADJUSTMENT?

No. The Company does not agree with the labor adjustment recommended by Staff.
The Staff incorrectly identified an overpayment on the ACC labor. The adjustment
recommended for Labor Adjustment in the Staff Report filed May 29, 2013 at page 2
would decrease the total amount of costs associated with the storm eligible for
recovery by $448.344 for double-time rates for 10,706 hours on days other than

Sundays or the July 4, 2012 holiday. The overtime rates submitted by ACC were per
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their contracted labor agreements. These costs were properly incurred and therefore,
recoverable. The alternative would have been to not have these crucial resources
available to restore service; if the Company chooses not to pay these rates, the -

contractor does not have to provide assistance.

IV. MUTUAL ASSISTANCE AGREEMENTS

PLEASE EXPLAIN THE IMPORTANCE OF MUTUAL ASSISTANCE
AGREEMENTS,
The importance of the Mutual Assistance Agreements cannot be overstated. It would
be completely inefficient and impractical for utilities to maintain the required labor
and resources to respond to a major storm the size and magnitude of the Derecho. To
tllustrate this point, AEP Ohiv has approximately 2,000 internal workers for line
restoration, which included internal contract workers, while the effort responding to
the damage caused by the Derecho utilized 4,400 individuals. Mutual Assistance
Agreements provide a critical ability for utilities to share labor and equipment
resources during a major storm event. Through the use of these agreements, utilities
experiencing a major storm are able to significantly reduce the outage response time
and outage duration during the restoration process without carrying those employees
year round in anticipation for the few times they will be needed.

Utility customers clearly appreciate the effort expended to restore their
electric service as quickly as possible, routinely offering thanks to both local crews
and those participating through MMAs, whe travel great distances to assist.

HOW ARE MUTUAL ASSISTANCE AGREEMENTS UTILIZED?
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When a major storm event strikes, the Company’s primary concerns are safety and to
restore customers as quickly as possible. Utilities control costs throughout the year
by balancing available resources such as labor, materials, and equipment with the
requirements of maintaining utility assets and constructing new facilities to meet the
needs of customers. When a major storm causes severe damage, an exponential
increase in the amount of resources is needed to respond, repair the damage, and
safely restore power. These Mutual Assistance Agreements provide the additional
temporary irained labor and equipment needed to restore power to customers as
quickly and safely as possible. These agreements have become industry best practice
and are invaluable and absolutely necessary during a Major Storm event.

[t is important to point out that Mutual Assistance is not a guarantee that
resources will be available. Utilities providing Mutual Assistance have to balance the
resources they can make available with the needs and commitments they have in their
respective service territories. Many utilities will be contacted for assistance, but all
may not be able to respond. It is imperative that neither the Company nor the state of
Ohio create any chilling rules or practices that would decrease the willingness or
dampen the enthusiasm of the outside utilities or contractors that provide mutual
assistance to bring their services to Ohio in times of crisis to restore power to Ohio
homes and businesses.

HOW DOES AEP OHIO COMPENSATE THE UTILITIES PROVIDING
MUTUAL ASSISTANCE?
The utility providing mutual assistance agrees to provide it at their cost using their

internal contracts and processes. Providing services at cost ensures that all utilities
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using Mutual Assistance Agreements at any given time will receive services at a
reasonable, industry-based cost. This practice is consistent with accepted industry
best practice. It is understood that each utility is unique and will have different cost
structures for their services, but the cost of the services will be comparable.
Reasonable rates are encouraged and expected among the utilities., AEP Ohio agrees
to pay the actual costs incurred by the other utilities including travel to and from their
location. If this were not the case, the cut-of-state utilities would not agree to provide
mutual assistance, and personnel shortages would need to be fulfilled by hiring and
carrying on staff a large number of additional full time employees for the possibility
of random major storm events or by hiring even more outside contractors like AAC.
WHAT IS THE IMPORTANCE OF MUTUAL ASSISTANCE IN MAJOR
STORMS?

Mutual Assistance is crucial for restoring service due to damage caused by major
storms when needed. It is imprudent to staff a utility for the catastrophic events that
may not occur but, even as the Commission understands as indicated by the fact that
this mechanism is even set up, catastrophic events will happen and the utility needs to
focus on safely restoring power in those cases. Being able to reliably tap into the
Mutual Assistance network saves the industry from having to carry the costs year-
round for employees not needed to maintain and repair the distribution system under
normal conditions. Instead a utility can rely on its peers to answer an emergency call
in our common goal of ensuring customers are being served reliable and safe
electricity.  As Company witness Kirkpatrick notes in his testimony, this crucial

relationship has risen to the attention of the White House in the wake of Super Storm
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Sandy, although wtility companies and Commissions already know how integral
Mutual Assistance is as an industry best practice to ensure power is restored safely
and expediently.

WHY DID THE COMPANY UTILIZE STORM SERVICES, LLC DURING
THE JUNE 29, 2012 DERECHO?

The Company utilized Storm Services, LLC due to the magnitude of the Derecho
damage and type of services offered. Company witness Kirkpatrick goes into great
detail on the numerous specific justifications for using this company for this storm
response.

Storm Services, LLC is a company that evolved to specifically respond to
emergencies. Many of these types of companies were developed as a best practice in
states devastated by hurricanes. They are structured to quickly mobilize and provide
turnkey services to supply the needs of visiting utility responders. They have
developed efficient processes to provide temporary housing, meals, comfort facilities,
laundry services, and security at a reasonable price. These services can be quickly
scaled up or down and relocated as needed when permanent facilities are not
available. Using companies like Storm Services, LLC has become a utility best
practice, and they are an important resource during major storm events.

Prior to the Derecho, the Company had been reviewing companies similar to
Storm Services, LLC as part of the Company’s ongoing emergency preparedness
efforts to be prepared for such a catastrophic event. Storm Services was selected
because they offer a comprehensive packape of services typically needed by AEP

Ohio during a major storm event, and the services are competitively priced. And just

11
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to be clear, Storm Services, LLC was only utilized during the Derecho and not the
other two storms addressed in the Company's Application. As discussed in witness
Kirkpatrick’s testimony, the Derecho was the worst storm ever faced by the Company
with a magnitude requiring approximately 4,400 personnel, warranting the utilization
of Storm Services, LLC.

DID THE COMPANY RECEIVE THE EXPECTED BENEFITS FROM USING
STORM SERVICES, LLC?

Yes. Company witness Kirkpatrick discussed the operational advantages to having
the organized and regimented structure of a company like Storm Services, LLC in the
dynamic response required to respond to such a catastrophic event. For example,
there were not enough hotel and motel rooms available to house the visiting utilities
and contractors. This shortage is not unusual and happens for several reasons:; First,
many hotels and motels were previously bocked for local events. For example, there
was a National Junior Volleyball Tournament in Columbus during the weekend when
the Derecho arrived with an estimated 30,000 attendees. Second, many hotels and
motels in the immediate arca were also without power and could not provide
accommodations even if rooms were available. Finally, when residential customers
lose power for an expected long duration, it 15 not uncommon for them to book a
hotel or motel room to escape the inconvenience of not having electricity, particularly
in extreme weather conditions. Utilization of a company like Storm Services, LLC
provided the Company the ability to fill the void for lodging, provided the necessary
housing and services needed by responding personnel during the storm restoration,

and maximized the number of accommodations available to the general public.
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Additionally, this type of scrvice provides the neccssary flexibility in moving and
reallocating resources during the course of a restoration event.

EXPLAIN THE INDUSTRY PRACTICE FOR THE HOST UTILITY TO
PROVIDE ACCOMMODATIONS FOR RESOURCES THAT TRAVEL INTO
ASSIST IN STORM RESTORATION.

It is incumbent upon the host utility to make provisions for accommodations, meals,
and other services for resources that travel into an arca that support restoration
efforts. This practice enables the host to effectively manage resources and be more
efficient with the restoration effort. The host utility is knowledgeable with the area
and hospitality services offered. Traveling resources may include those acquired
through Mutual Assistance from external utilities, external and internal contractors,
and internal Company resources working outside their home work locations.

DO YOU AGREE WITH THE OCC RECOMMENDATION FROM ITS
COMMENTS ON THE ASSIGNMENT OF ROOMS FOR LODGING
INDIVIDUALS RESTORING POWER?

No. OCC’s argument in its comments is unrcasonable, inconsistent with its own
policies, and does not align with the best practices of the Company and the reality of
the challenges faced in the field. Several factors are considered when making room
assigmments: The availability of a single or double occupancy rooms; gender
differences require assigning one person to a room; where possible, two people of the
same gender are assigned to a room. However, as crews are coming and going or
reassigned to new locations, it is not always possible to assign two people to a room.

Additionally, some management or supervisor personnel may be provided with a
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single room, which provides the necessary privacy for plannng and conducting
business, and some union contracts also require single housing in hotels.

It is also interesting that OCC would accuse the occupancy of hotel and motel
rooms as an unreasonable or imprudent expense of storm restoration when its own
policy does not require its employees to share a room when traveling, even when such
space is available. As shown in a response to discovery attached as Exhibit SJD-1,
OCC does not require its employees to share a room. OCC alsv provided examples in
discovery of its employees out of state travel that verified that its employees do not
share rooms when traveling overnight. Thus, OCC is by extension calling the policy
of its agency and the state of Ohio an unreasonable and imprudent expense.

DID YOU RECOGNIZE EMPLOYEES AND CONTRACTORS FOR THEIR
EFFORTS AND ACHIEVEMENTS WHEN THE RESTORATION WAS
COMPLETE?

Yes. Apgain this was the most devastating major storm faced by the Company.
Luckily the call was answered by restoration heroes who worked 16 hour days in
100 degree heat to restore service to Ohio homes and businesses. These Company
employees, outside utilities, and contractors deserved recognition for their efforts
after the restoration was complete. For the Derecho restoration work, employces of
the Company were given ball caps to express gratitude and commemorate their
extraordinary efforts to safely return all of the Company’s customer’s electric
service. However, after reviewing the concerns raised in comments filed by the
different parties, the Company will agree to pay the cost of the ball caps as a much

deserved thank you to the men and women who worked tirelessly to respond to this



major storm over the summer holiday. In accordance with the adjustment
recommended for Hats in the Staff Report filed May 29, 2013 at page 3, the total
amount of costs associated with the storm eligible for recovery will be decreased by
$35,687. This amount represents the cost of Eats provided to employees working
during the restoration efforts.

WHY 1S IT IMPORTANT TO RECOGNIZE EMPLOYEES AND
CONTRACTORS FOR A SUCCESSFUL OUTCOME?

{t is important to remember that out-of-state responders and contractors choose to
come to Ohio during major storm events. They come because they are fairly
compensated for their service, but they also come because they are dedicated
professionals who truly want to help our customers during a difficult situation. [t is
persanally burdensome being away from your family and home on a holiday and
working 16-hour days in blistering heat in unfamiliar territory for more than a week.
Only a limited number of individuals are trained to safely and efficiently perform
dangerous tasks in challenging conditions. The Company wants all employees, out-
of-state responders, and contractors to know that their services are appreciated and
that AEP Ohio and our customers are grateful for the work they performed. It is in
the Company’s and all customers in Ohio best interest that these men and women
leave their families and come back, again, if their services are required in the furure.
DO YOU AGREE WITH THE STAFF ADJUSTMENT TO EXCLUDE
ADVERTISING OUTSIDE THE STATE?

No. Many warkers from outside the statc came to Ohio to help in the restoration

after the Derecho. Advertising was used both in-state and out-of-state to publicly



thank outside utilities and contractors for safely providing aid during Ohio’s time of
need. Advertising is an effective and efficicnt means of thanking many workers,
and is a legitimate cost that should be recoverable. As discussed above, the Mutual
Assistance network is critical in responding to a catastrophic event. There are times
when these unforeseen events have a larger footprint and impact multiple states.
Ensuring that companies in other states and even in Chio will answer the call and
focus on restoring service here in Ohio first is a primary concern for the
Commission and AEP Ohio alike. The ability to reach out and recognize the efforts
of traveling workers in other jurisdictions over the Fourth of July holiday in 2012
was part of that effort 10 ensure Ohio does not go without assistance in the future.
The Company does not support the recommended adjustment to deny
Advertising in the Staff Report filed May 29, 2013 at page 4, to decrease the total
amount of costs associated with the storm eligible by $367,914
SHOULD ALL OF THE STORM SERVICES, LLC COSTS BE
RECOVERABLE?
Yes. The services provided by Storm Services, LLC were actual costs that were
necessary and prudent for safely restoring electric service after the Derecho. Even
though the costs of a major storm restoration of this magnitude are significant, these
expenses arc a necessary cost of doing business. The Company has an obligation ta
restore electric service as safely and quickly as possible. Using Storm Services, LLC
allows the Company to meet this obligation while balancing resources and
minimizing its restoration costs. If the Company is not authorized to recover these

costs, the Company would no longer utilize this type of service after catastrophic
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storms. The consequence is the Company would be severely limited in the quantity
of external resources it could seek for future catastrophic major storm restoration
efforts. Ultimately, restoration from a major storm event would take longer.

IS IT NECESSARY TO REIMBURSE AEP OHIO FOR ALL MAJOR
STORM O&M COSTS?

Yes. This was the premise for establishing a Major Storm Recovery Mechanism in
the last Company Distribution Base Case {Case Nos. 11-351 & 11-352-EL-AIR),
which was approved by the Commission. The Company has a defined O&M
budget, which does include a line item for non-major storm expenses that typically
occur throughout the year. However, when a major storm event occurs, funds have
to be diverted from our routine O&M activities impacting prevention of outages
caused by equipment failures. If the Company is not fully compensated for the cost
incurred during a major storm restoration, the displaced routine Q&M activities
cannot be performed, which ultimately has a negative impact on the Company’s
reliability performance. This cause and effect creates a quandary for the Company
as there are mandated state requirements for maintenance and reliability targets, so
it is absolutely necessary that AEP Ohio receive timely reimbursement for all major
storm incurred costs so it can maintain scheduled routine Q&M activities. The
Commission recognized this fact and approved the mechanism indicating an
awareness of the importance of having an avenue to recover these types of Q&M
costs, Delaying the recovery of major storm expenses can have a detrimental

impact on the Company’s reliability.
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V. ACCOUNTING PRACTICES

Q.

PLEASE EXPLAIN HOW THE ACCOUNTING AND THE MAJOR STORM
RESTORATION WORK IS BALANCED TQ ACHIEVE THE OVERALL
GOALS.
As stressed throughout my testimony, the primary goal during restoration is to keep
our employees and customers safe and to restore electric service as quickly as
possible. When a major storm hits the Company’s service territory, there are many
hazards created. The hazards include downed energized wires, which could be
lying across fences, cars, or structures; mere critically, low-hanging energized wires
could easily be contacted by a customer, employee, or animal. These hazards have
ta be identified quickly and isolated. Then the restoration work can begin.

1t makes sense that the Company would have processes and procedures in
place that will allow the field employees to focus on the safety and restoration
processes while the accounting processes remain fransparent. The accounting
processes are administered in the back office to ensure that all of the safety and
restoration processes are properly coded and tracked. After the storm restoration is
completed, the Company assembles all of the costs and ensures all of the utility
accounting requirements are accurate and complete. The Application provides a
summary of the accounting processes in Paragraphs 24 and 25.
HOW IS THE ACCOUNTING TRACKED AND MANAGED FOR THE
MANY UTILITIES AND CONTRACTORS PERFORMING SERVICES?
An extensive explanation of the accounting is provided in the Application in

Paragraphs 24. In summary, the Company provides accounting information to each
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utility and contractor to reference on their invoices. As indicated in the Mutual
Assistance Agreement discussion, each external company or contractor providing
assistance uses their own internal mechanisms or processes to track their expenses.
When the invoices are received, the Company enters the information in the
Company’s accounting system to be combined with all of the other related expenses.
The Company also internally tracks the location, dates, times, and work assignments
of the external utilities and contractors, so their invoice information can be compared
with internal Company records. Afier all of the costs are entered into the Company’s
accounting system, the results are reviewed extensively and checked for accuracy,
HOW DOES THE COMPANY TRACK THE QUANTITIES OF
MATERIALS INSTALLED DURING THE RESTORATION PROCESS?

Each material item issued through the Company storeroom has a unique number,
When one or more items are issued, the storeroom includes all of the appropriate
accounting codes for the major storm on the issue request. When the job is
completed, any excess material is returned to the storeroom, and a credit is issued
against the same accounts the material was charged against. At the end of the
restoration process, the storeroom has a count of the materials installed during the
restoration process. This “As-Built” process 1s how the Company knows how many
poles or transformers, for example, were installed. This is the most efficient way to
restore service and kecp track of the materials used. See the testimony of Company
witness Mitchell, Exhibit TEM-5 for an example of the materials tracked by the

Company storeroom.
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TURNING NOW TO OCC’'S COMMENTS ON THE COMFPANY’S GROSS
REVENUE CONVERSION FACTOR (*GRCF”) FOR THE STORM
DAMAGE RECOVERY MECHANISM, CAN YOU FIRST DESCRIBE HOW
THE COMPANY COMPUTED ITS GRCF?

Yes, Exhibit F in the Company’s Application in this case lists four components:
uncollectable accounts expense, commercial activities tax, and both PUCO and
OCC assessment fees.

PLEASE ADDRESS OCC’S CRITICISM WITH THE COMPANY’S USE OF
UNCOLLECTABLE ACCOUNTS EXPENSE FACTOR.

The OCC proposes to revise the Company’s value of 0.414% for uncollectible
accounts expense to the factor used in the ESP I case, which is 0.321%.

DO YOU CONCUR WITH 0OCC’S PROPOSED UNCOLLECTIBLE
ACCOUNTS EXPENSE FACTOR?

Yes. While the Company, in its application, had initially used the GRCF from its
most recent distribution case, in consideration of the Storn1 Rider being approved in
the Electric Security Plan Case Nos. 11-346-EL-SSO and 11-348-EL-SSO, the
Company will agree to use the GRCF developed therein. The uncollectible
accounts factor proposed by OCC equals the one from that case. By agreeing to this
decrease, customers will realize a decrease of approximately $65,000 in the GRCF
gross up.

THE OCC OBJECTS TO THE INCLUSION OF BOTH THE PUCO AND
OCC ASSESSMENT FEES IN THE DETERMINATION OF THE GRCF.

PLEASE COMMENT.
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A. On page 15 of their comments, the OCC proposes to eliminate OCC and PUCO

assessments from the GRCF based on references to two older cases in which it
claims the PUCO has historically referenced when addressing treatment of this
issue. OCC appears to be applying the treatment of the OCC and PUCO assessment
in a rate case or a complaint about rates to this rider application, which specifically
addresses revenues that are incremental to base revenues. The two scenarios are
different. In a rate case, the Commission is reviewing costs and operations that all
fit into the larger statutory scheme that includes the assessment to fund the
Commission and the OCC. In this case, the Commission is considering the
recovery of incremental revenues based on costs incurred due to restoration efforts
that the Company 1s seeking to recover under a rider mechanism. Rate case
treatment of assessments is not applicable to incremental revenues received under a
rider. Assessments are allocated to the utility based on revenues, and revenues
increase, the allocation to the utility is higher .But for the incremental revenues
received in a rider, the assessment fees paid by the Company would be lower.

DID THE OCC PROPOSE TO ELIMINATE THE COMMERCIAL
ACTIVITIES TAX FROM THE GRCF?

No, the OCC did not propose any elimination of this tax from the GRCF,

DOES THE COMPANY HAVE A RECOMMENDATION FOR THE
RECOVERY PERIOD FOR THE INCURRED O&M EXPENSES FOR THE
MAJOR STORMS DESCRIBED HEREIN?

Yes. The Company is recommending the incurred O&M expenses be recovered

over a period of twelve months. [n accordance with the recommendation on billing
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in the Staff Report filed May 29, 2013 at page 4, the method of billing should be
based on a fixed charge as recommended by the Company and not a percentage of
the customer’s distribution revenue. Attached as Exhibit SJD-2 is a spreadsheet
showing the monthly impact on residential and non-residential customers based on
this allocation used previously in the Company’s grid SMART proceeding (Case No.
13-1939-EL-RDR).

IS THE COMPANY REQUESTING A CARRYING CHARGE FOR THE
EXPENSES THAT HAVE BEEN ON THE COMPANY BOOKS SINCE THE
MAJOR STORMS THAT OCCURRED IN JUNE AND JULY OF 2012?

Yes. In the application, the Company offered to forego a cairying charge for twelve
months if the full cost recovery was approved over that same period and completed
by April 1, 2013, That commitment would have allowed the Company to recover the
full amount of the storm costs incurred in 2012 by April 1, 2014, However, the delay
in this proceeding has obviously prevented such recovery over the actual twelve-
month time period.

As noted in the motion filed August 22, 2013, the Company is requesting the
Weighted Average Cost of Capital ("WACC”) be used for the carrying charge that
would accrue from April 2013 until recovery begins, and continue through a twelve-
month recovery period. Using the example provided at page four of Company’s
motion, the accrual would continue through December 31, 2013, and (assuming
recovery would begin for bills rendered after January 1) would continue to accrue as
the amounts where recovered over twelve months. See Exhibit SDJ-2 for the

calculation. OCC argues that a lower rate such as Chio Power’s cost of long term

[
[
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debt would be the appropriate carrying charge. But the use of the WACC is
appropriate in this situation duc to the nature of the costs being recovered and to be
consistent with past carrying cost levels, for example the Distribution Investment
Rider and gridSMART® Rider. The OCC also argues the recovered O&M expenses
should be allocated to customer classes on a KWh basis; however, the storm damage
was not incurred on a KWh basis. The storm damage was not unique to any customer
class; therefore, the Company recommends recovery from all customers on an equal

basts.

SHOULD THE STORM AMOUNT BE OFFSET BY THE §20 MILLION
OHIO POWER WAS OBLIGATED TO SPEND ON TURNING POINT?

No. This was a suggestion by the OCC in its issues list. The Company cannot
overstate the need to recover the O&M expenses prudently incurred and requested for
timely recovery in this filing. The $20 million obligation likely refers to the
Company’s commitment from a previous SEET case. | have been advised by counsel
that this prior commitment is rooted in statute and accounts for a capital investment
under the law and not an offset to prudently incurred O&M expenses restoring power
to customers as the result of a catastrophic storm. From a policy point of view, the
SEET issue will be addressed in other filings and should not be introduced or
congidered in this filing.

WHAT IS THE IMPACT ON CUSTOMERS FOR RECOVERY OF THE

STORM COSTS?
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As provided in Exhibit SJD-2, the monthly impact if the storm costs are recovered
over a twelve month period in the manner requested by the Company, a residential
customer will pay an extra $2.85 a month and a non-residential customer will pay an
extra $11.76 a month for the next 12 months.
PLEASE DISCRIBE THE CALCULATIONS SHOWN IN EXHIBIT SJD-2.
The calculation of the customer charge for residential and non-residential customers
that the Company is proposing in this case is shown in four parts of SJD-2:
[. Calculation of Monthly Recovery Charge - Totals the recoverable costs,
carrying charges for the adjudication and recovery periods, and a revenue tax
amourit gross up for the recoverable costs, and calculates a residential and non-
residential monthly customer charge based on the ratio of base distribution
reventues and customer counts.
II. Known Adjustments to Requested Revenue Requirement - This section
takes the current ask and updates it for specific activity incuired after the
November 30, 2012 cutoff date of the application and intervener adjustments
agreed to by the Company. This amount is grossed by the WACC based on
carrying charges described in Part IV, and the GRCF for revenue taxes is
applied to this sub-total to determine the total adjusted requested revenue
requirenent.
III. Gross Revenue Conversion Factor - Shows the calculation of the factor
used in Part II. This factor only reflects revenue based taxes, assessments and

expenses. The applicable factors were provided in the testimony of Company



witness Renee Hawkins, as filed in Exhibit RVH-1 in Case No. 11-0346-EL-
S80 et «l.
IV. Calculation of Carrying Charges - supports the carrying charges applicable
to the nine month adjudication period proposed in the Company’s August 22,
2013 motion, and those applicable to the proposed twelve month recovery
period. The pre-tax WACC rate used in this calculation is also taken from
Exhibit RVH-1. Tt is a pre-tax rate, thus it only reflects income taxes related to
the carrying charge, and does not include the revenue-based gross-ups, which
will be assessed on the total adjusted requested revenue requirement, as
discussed in Part I11.
WHAT ARE THE CONSEQUENCES IF THE COMPANY IS NOT FULLY
REIMBURSED FOR THE MAJOR STORM COSTS?
As previously stated, the Company has made prudent decisions during emergency
conditions to utilize outside utilities and contractors to restore electric service as
safely and as quickly as possible, Mutual assistance is a commen best practice and
the foundation of major storm restoration efforts for the electric utility industry. This
practice is continuously being improved for faster deployment of external resources,
at a reasonable cost. If the Company is denied recovery of these costs, the
consequences will be the use of fewer external resources in the future, which will
unfortunately lengthen the restoration time in the most catastrophic of storms. It will
also have a direct negative outcome on the industry practice of mutual assistance and
the state’s economy, as described in Company witness Kirkpatrick’s testimony, [t

will reduce the amount of Q&M available to perform needed operation and
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maintenance activities, which will have a negative impact on the future reliability of
the distribution system. Bottom line, if the Commission devalues the resources
utilities use to safely restore power to customers as soon as practical after major
storms, then utilities will not use as many resources and restoration times will be
slower.

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR PREFILED TESTIMONY?

Yes.



EXHIBIT SJD-1



9. Please indicate if OCC has a policy on room occupancy for its employees or agents traveling
overnight and needing a hotel/motel room.
RESPONSE:

OCC objects to this interrogatory because it is irrelevant to the subject matter of this
proceeding and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence,
In this proceeding, the PUCO must determine whether the costs incurred by Ohio Power
for storm restoration during the three storms in 2012 were reasonable and prudent.
OCC’s travel policies are irrelevant to the PUCQO’s determination.

SUPPLEMENTAIL RESPONSE (July 26, 2013):
Without waiving any specific and/or general objection, OCC responds as follows:

The Office of Budget and Management’s (OBM) rule on reimbursement of travel expenses
for state agents does not mandate that state agents have to share lodging with a another
state agent (when one or more state agents require overnight lodging at the same
time/place) to be reimbursed for lodging expenses for state travel. OCC employees are
reimbursed for travel expenses in accordance with OBM’s rule on travel reimbursement—
Ohio Adm. Code 126-1-02.
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EXHIBIT SJD-2
Page1of2

Storms Recovery Rider Charges Allocated on Base Distribution Revenue and Charged as a Per-Bill Rate

L Gaicylation of Monthly Recovery Sharge

Adjusied Requeslad Recovary BOT
Carrying Cosls - During Adiulicatipn § 001,493
Carrying Costs - Duning Recovery § 3,600,500
GRCF $ 513677

Residental Base Disinbution § 397,598,956 Residential Revenue Requirement $ 43,517,436

Non-Res Base Distribution 3 241,224,918 Non-Res Revenie Reguitement s 26,402,207
Rasidential Customers 1,273.36¢ 3418
Non-Residentiat Cusiomers 187,036 14116
Resdential Customers Mondhiy Rate § 285
Non-Residential Customers Monkhiy Rate § 11.76

H. Known Adjustmants to Requasted Revenus Regulrement

Requested Recovery - March 1, 2013 1 €1,001,384

Refunds Pike (52,453)

Refunds Storm Services (77,396}

(126,549

Remove Hals {35,687)

Remava Linen Charge from Storm Service lnvolce (32,175)

Adjusled Requested Recovery 3 203,974

Pre -ax WACC Carrying Charge from April 2043 5.001,433

lhrough Decamber, 2013 s nated ia August Z2nd

Motion

12 Month Carrying Charge based on Pre-lax WACC 3,600,500

Adjusied Recovery with Carrying Chargea $9,905,996

Gross Ravenue Conversion Faclor 100.740% = $513,677

Total Adjusted Hequesled Recovery

3 gagrgedd
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EXHIBIT SJD-2
Page 2of 2

Storm Recovery Rider Charges Allocated on Base Distribution Revenue and Charged as a Per-Biil Rate

lil. Bross Revanua Canversion Factor (A}

Cperaling Revenues 100.000%
Less:

Uncollecuble Accounts Expense D321%

Commercial Actbies Tax 0.260%

PUCO Annual Assessmend 0.1226%

QLCC Annual Assessment 0031% 0.734%
Ingame Balore Income Tax 99.266%
Grogs Revenue Conversion Fasior (100% /99 265533%) 100 140%

{A} Component rales for (3ross Revenue Conversion Faclor from R. Hawkin's lestmony in ESP Modifiad
cxes flad March 14, 2012 and approved for use in tha DIR caledation

V. Carrying © .

Fre-tax WACC Rale: 1083% @)

During Adjudication as Requested in August 22nd Motlon.

Apri 2013 555,721
May 555,721
Juhe . 555,721
July 555721
August 555721
Seplember 558,721
October 55571
November 555,721
December 5557121
Tolal Cerrying Charges % 001453

During 12 Month Recovery Packod
Recovery Period Recovery Balance Raia Monthly Carrying Charge
Maonth 1 60,803,974 094110% 553,923
Month 2 55,736,978 09410% 507,783
Month 3 30,669,978 0.2110% 461,603
Manth 4 45602 980 0.9119% 415442
Manth § 40,535,982 0.M10% 360,282
Manth 6 35408985 0.8110% 323422
Maonth 7 30,401,987 na110% 276.962
Morih 8 25,334,980 0.0110% 230.80%
Mot 9 20,2579 0.9110% 184,641
Month 10 15,200,893 0.9110% 136,481
Mantn 11 10,133,998 0.9110% 92,31
Month 12 5,066,898 0.9110% 4% 160

Camying Chame Dunng One Year Recovery Period S0
{B) Fre-tax WACC from R. Hawiin's testimony in ESP Modfied
case filed March 14, 2012 and approved for use in the DIR caiculation
including a 10 2% ROE. Does nat includa revenue based gross-up, which will be assessed
an the total adjusied requested revenue requirement, including canying charges.
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BEFORE
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO
DIRECT TESTIMONY OF
THOMAS E. MITCHELL
ON BEHALF OF
OHIO POWER COMPANY

I. PERSONAL DATA

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS,

My name is Thomas E. Mitchell and my busingss address is 1 Riverside Plaza
Columbus, Ohio 432135,

ON WHOSE BEHALF ARE YOU TESTIFYING IN THIS PROCEEDING?

[ am testifying on behalf of Ohio Power Company (OPCo) or referred to as AEP Ohio

or the Company.

II. BUSINESS EXPERIENCE

BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED AND IN WHAT CAPACITY?

I am employed by American Electric Power Service Corporation (AEPSC), a
subsidiary of American Electric Power Company, Inc. (AEP), as Managing Director
of Regulatory Accounting Services. AEP is the parent company OPCo.

WHAT ARE YOUR RESPONSIBILITIES AS MANAGING DIRECTOR OF

REGULATORY ACCOUNTING SERVICES?
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My primary responsibilities include providing the AEP System operating subsidiaries,
including OPCo, with accounting support for regulatory filings. This suppert
includes the preparation of cost-of-service adjustments, accountiing schedules, and
accounting testimony. I direct a group of professionals who provide accounting
experlise, compile necessary historical accounting schedules, present expert
accounting testimony and respond to data requests in connection with rate filings with
eleven regulatory commissions and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC).

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND
PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE.

I received a Bachelor of Science Degree in Accounting from Virginia Polytechnic
Institute and State University (Virginia Tech) in [977. [ also hold a Master of
Business Administration Degree from Virginia Tech and a Bachelor of Arts Degree in
Government from the University of Notre Dame. [ have been a Certified Public
Accountant since 1978. I was first employed by Appalachian Power Company
(APCo) in 1979, an affilialed operating company of OPCo and, except for
employment with Norfolk Southern Corporation as an Assistant Accounting Manager
{1984-19835), have held various positions in accounting continuously since that date.
In 1998, | was promoted to Director, Accounting Policy & Research and in 2008, I
was promoted to my present position as Managing Director of Regulatory Accounting
Services. 1 have served as Chairman of the Accounting Standards Committee of the

Edison Electric Institute (EEl) and am currently Chairman of the Joint Accounting



Liaison Committee of the EFI which meets annually with the FERC Accounting Staff
to discuss accounting issues of mutual interest to EEI and the FERC.

HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED BEFORE THIS COMMISSION?

Yes, [ recently testified for both Columbus Southern Power Company (CSP} and
OPCo in the 2009 Significantly Excessive Earnings Test (SEET) proceedings, Case
No. 10-1261-EL-UNC. [ have also recently filed accounting tesnmony for both CSP
and OPCo (collectively referred to as AEP Ohio in the past) for approval of their
Electric Security Plan (ESP) in Case No. 11-346-EL-SSO and Case No. 11-349-EL-
AAM for CSP and Case No. 11-348-EL-3530 and Case No. 11-350-EL-AAM for
OPCo. Also, | have filed testimony in the distribution base rate cases in Case Nos.
11-351-EL-AIR for CSP and 11-352-EL-AIR for OPCo. In addition, I have filed
accounting testimony and testified on behalf of other AEP affiliates including APCo
and Wheeling Power Company (also an AEP affiliate) before the Public Service
Commission of West Virginia, and on behalf of APCo before both the Virginia State
Corporation Commission and the FERC. 1 have also filed accounting testimony on
behalf of Indiana & Michigan Power Company (also an AEP affiliate) before the
Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission and for Kentucky Power Company (also an

AEP affiliate) before the Kentucky Public Service Commission.

III. PURPOSE OF TESTIMONY

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR TESTIMONY IN THIS PROCEEDING?
The purpose of my testimony is to support the recovery of the costs incurred as a

result of the Major Storms as outlined in the Application filed in this docket on



December 21, 2013 and supplemented on March 1, 2013. T will address accounting
comments of the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) Staff and the Office of
Ohio Consumers” Counsel (OCC) regarding the recovery of cost of three major storm
totaling $61 million that the Company has requested to recover in this case to
establish the initial Storm Damage Recovery Rider Rates (Storm Rider). [ will
address varicus accounting issues including the overtime component of the §5 million
major storm base rate level threshold (and used for purposes of regulatory accounting
over/under recovery) established in the distribution base rate cases in Case Nos. 11-
351-EL-AIR and 11-352-EL-AIR and AEP Ohio’s Standard Service Offer (S80) in
Case Nos. 11-346-EL-SSO and 11-348-EL-SSO. I will briefly address the
Company’s accounting for refunds and credits from vendors. My testimony will also
support the Company’s accounting appreach to determining the proper split between
capital and O&M costs for the major storms in this case. Finally, I also address the
PUCO Staff’s and OCC’s accounting comments included in their recent lists of non-
binding issues filed in November 2013

ARE YOU SPONSORING ANY EXHIBITS IN YOUR TESTIMONY?

Yes. | am sponsoring the following Exhibits:

Exhibit TEM-1: Hecker ESP Testimony

Exhibit TEM-2: Staff’s Exclusions from Storm Threshold

Exhibit TEM-3: Overtime Included in $5 Million Storm Threshold

Exhibit TEM-4: OCC’s Supplemental Responses and Objections 1o OPCo’s First Set
of Interrogatories, Request for Admissions and Request for Production of Documents

Exhibit TEM-3: Response to Staff Data Request 10-3



I also support the Application filed in this docket on December 21, 2012 and
supplemented on March 1, 2013 (Company Exhibit 1 and Exhibit 1a respectively)

and provide updated or more specific information.

1IV. ACCOUNTING COMMENTS RELATED TO PUCO STAFF’S INITIAL

COMMENTS PRIOR TO STAFF’S LIST OF NON-BINDING ISSUES
CAN YOU FIRST COMMENT ON THE STAFF'S SUMMARY OF OPCO’S
REQUESTED TOTAL AMOUNT TO RECOVER?

Yes, first to be clear, the amount of deferred storm damages at issue in this
proceeding is $§61 million. The Staff referenced the Company’s original filing dated
December 21, 2012 requesting recovery of $61.8 million. However, the Staff did not
take imo account the Company’s March 1, 2013 filing in this case in which OPCo
decreased the total request by $0.8 million to $61 million (before gross-up to a
requested revenue value of $61.5 million) due to an offsetting increase in the
calculation of the capital portion of the Derecho storm. Although the total storm
costs remain unchanged, the Operations and Maintenance (O&M) expense portion at
issue in this case decreased by approximately $0.8 million with a corresponding
increase to the capital amount that is not included for recovery in this case. The $61
million of deferred incremental O&M major storm costs is net of the Commission
approved $5 miliion threshoid established in the Company’s base distribution rates.

HOW DO YOU RESPOND TO THE STAFF'S RECOMMENDATION TO
DECREASE O&M FOR INTERNAL LABOR OF $675,597 TOGETHER

WITH A LABOR OVERHEAD LOADINGS OF $176,236, RELATED TO
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THEIR VIEW THAT THE FIRST 40 HOURS OF A WEEK WOULD BE PAID
BY CUSTOMERS IN BASE RATES?

The Staff recommendation is inconsistent with OPCo policy and the structure of the
existing storm recovery mechanism. The $5 million major storm base rate level
threshold (hereafter referred to as “threshold™) includes internal labor for overtime
paid. In order to be consistent with the structure established by the Commission that
determined the $5 million threshold, no major storm internal tabor for overtime
should be excluded. Consistency is important to maintain comparability with the
Commission approved $5 million threshold. Company witness Dias discusses the
Company’s overtime policy which would determine the amount of internal labor for
overtime for major storm events.

CAN YOU FIRST CLARIFY THE ORIGIN OF THE COMMISSION
APPROVED §5 MILLION THRESHOLD?

Yes. The $5 million threshold approved by the PUCO was based on Staff witness
Hecker's testimony in AEP Ohio’s S5O in Casev Nos. 11-346-EL-SSO and 11-348-
EL-8SO which is attached as Exhibit TEM-1 (Hecker ESP Testimony), specifically
page 2 lines 13 and 14. The calculation of the $5 million threshold was the average
of incremental storm expenses incurred over various periods consisting of: $1.3
million for CSP (average of 2006, 2008 and 2010) and $3.7 million for OPCo
(average of 2006, 2007, 2008 and 2010). These average amounts resulted from
Staff’s use of different years to be included in the average as well as the exclusion of
certain costs (such as regular straight time labor but not any internal overtime

labor)by Staff from Company amounts filed in the SSO case related to “....1abor



incurred that was not incremental to storms (and would have been incurred anyway),
or was incentive-based pay and benefits.” (Exhibit TEM-1 page 3 lines 3 - 5). See
Exhibit TEM-2 which illustrates the components of Staff’s $1.353 million exclusion
of costs in their calculation of the $5 million storm threshold, none of which relate to
overtime,

DID STAFF'S RECOMMENDED $5 MILLION THRESHOLD FOR
INCREMENTAL MAJOR STORM EXPENSES INCLUDE COMPANY
OVERTIME?

Yes, Staff’s $5 million threshold average excluded regular labor, but included all paid
overtime (based on Company policies discussed by Company witness Dias) as
recorded in the respective years., The threshold was also supported in the CSP and
OPCo Staff reports which were accepted in the Commission approved distribution
base cases Stipulation in AEP Ohio Case Nos. 11-351-EL-AIR for CSP and 1§-352-
EL-AIR for OPCo.

HOW MUCH WAS THE INTERNAL LABOR OVERTIME COMPONENT
OF THE $5 MILLION THRESHOLD THAT STAFF INCLUDED?

Pleasc refer to Exhibit TEM-3 which shows the overtime component of the $5 million
threshold was approximately $1.4 million which is 28% of the total threshold.
WHAT IS THE RELEVANCE TO THIS CASE OF PAID COMPANY
OVERTIME BEING INCLUDED IN THE $5 MILLION THRESHOLD?

The proposed Staff adjustments to recharacterize some portion of the paid overtime as
“straight time labor” cost category are inconsistent with how the $5 million threshold

was determined. The Company’s request is for the amount of incremental storm



damage in excess of the $5 million threshold, and it is not appropriate to redefine the
standard after it has been approved by the Commission.

IF THE COMMISSION WOULD CONCUR WITH STAFF’S PROPOSED
ADJUSTMENT TO RECHARACTERIZE SOME INCURRED OVERTIME IN
THIS CASE AS STRAIGHT TIME LABOR, SHOULD THIS EFFECTIVELY
RESULT IN A DECREASE IN THE AVERAGE THRESHOLD (DUE TO THE
REDUCTION FOR RECHARACTERIZED OVERTIME) WITH AN
OFFSETTING INCREASE IN THE COMPANY’S REQUEST FOR
RECOVERY OF INCURRED MAJOR STORM EXPENSES?

Yes, if the Commission concurs with Staff’s argument that overtime should only
apply after 40 hours worked, an adjustment to decrease overtime related to the first
40-hours incurred by Company personnel! in the respective years used to establish the
average would reduce the $5 million threshold, which would increase the eligible
deferred major storm damage expense. Note however, that Staff made no such
recharacterization of overtime proposal when the $5 million threshold was set and the
information was available and provided to Staff. Nor did Staff recognize in this case,
that any decrease from eligible major storm costs would affect the $5 million
threshold (which had included all paid overtime). Staff’s proposal is mistimed and
incomplete. The historical $5 million average has been approved by the PUCO and it
included ali Company personnel overtime. If Staff now recommends in this
proceeding, converting incurred Company paid overtime to straight time, it must

recommend a comparable decrease (based on an amount of apparently now disputed
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historical overtime) in the $5 million threshold, which if adjusted, would increase the

Company’s deferred incremental storm costs.

V. ACCOUNTING COMMENTS RELATED TO OCC’S INITIAL COMMENTS

PRIOR TQ QCC'S LIST OF NON-BINDING ISSUES

CAN YOU FIRST COMMENT ON OCC’S SUMMARY OF OPCO’S

REQUESTED TOTAL AMOUNT TO RECOVER?

Yes, OCC correctly referenced the Company’'s revised March 1, 2013 filing,
Statement 5 which calculates the total revenue request of $61.5 million including a
gross-up of $0.5 million on the incurred $61 million in previously deferred
distribution expenses for major storm repairs in 2012, Consistent with my comments
above related to the Staff, | will provide comments on the OCC’s initial comments
related to certain of their recommended adjustments to the Company’s requested

recovery, on the basis of cost amounts before the gross-up to a revenue requirement.

OCC Initial Comments on Refunds and Credits from Vendors

Q.

OCC'S INITIAL COMMENTS RECOMMENDED THAT REFUNDS AND
BILLING ADJUSTMENTS TOTALING $2.1 MILLION (OCC COMMENTS,
SECTION B.2.) SHOULD BE CREDITED AGAINST THE INCREMENTAL
DEFERRED STORM COSTS AND REDUCE OPCQO’S STORM DAMAGE
EXPENSE. PLEASE ADVISE HOW THESE AMOUNTS WERE CREDITED
TO THE DEFERRED STORM COSTS.

The $2.1 million in question consists of refunds from Pike of $1.2 million and

$753,041, both of which the Company accrued as receivables in October 2012 (and
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which reduced the storm deferral) as well as $52,153 received from Pike in January
2013 and credited to the deferral. Note also that in Responses and Objections to Ohio
Power Company's First Set of Interrogatories, Request for Admission and Request
for Production of Documents filed by OCC on July 22, 2013 (Exhibit TEM-4),
subsequent to OCC initial conunents, the OCC admitted on page 16 that no further
reduction to storm costs be made fof refund checks issued by Pike Electric, LLC
totaling $1,252,153 and on pages 16 — 17, OCC also indicated that no further
reduction related to the $753,041 was necessary. The remaining refund amount at
issue in OCC’s response on page 17 of $44,982 was reclassified to Wheeling Power
Company in November 2012 and which reduced the storm deferral.

PLEASE COMMENT ON OTHER REFUNDS CREDITED TO THE
DEFERRAL.

The following retunds were eredited to the deferral: 1) $311,932 from United Pole
Technologies which reduced the deferral in November 2012 and 2) $77,396 received
from Storm Services in September 2013 which reduced the deferral in October 2013.
DID THE COMPANY ANTICIPATE THAT FUTURE COSTS OR VENDOR
REFUNDS MIGHT OCCUR WHEN THE COMPANY FILED ITS REQUEST
FOR RECOVERY, AND HOW DID IT PLAN TO ACCOUNT FOR SUCH
DIFFERENCES?

Yes, the Company’s Application (item 28 pages 16 and 17) proposes that the Storm
Damage Recovery Rider (SDRR) be reconciled to the actual expenses six months
after the SDRR becomes effective. Additionally, the Company currently practices

over/under accounting for the difference between the annual $5 million threshold and
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incurred major incremental storm expense. This regulatory accounting practice,
following Financial Accounting Standards Board {(FASB) Accounting Standards
Codification (ASC) 980, records any difference as either a regulatory liability or
regulatory asset. The Company has recorded a regulatory asset for the requested $61
million of 2012 major storm incremental O&M.

Q. WHAT HAPPENS IF THERE ARE ANY ADDITIONAL CREDITS OR
CHARGES RELATED TO THE 2012 DEFERRED STORM COSTS SOUGHT
IN THIS PROCEEDING?

A, Should any subsequent credits be realized, they would reduce that balance while any
additional charges would increase the balance, with any difference between the storm
damage revenue authorized by the PUCO and the recorded regulatory asset would
remain for Commission resolution.

OCC Initial Confidential Comments Related to Split of Costs between Capital and

0&M

Q.  OCC CONFIDENTIAL COMMENTS ON THE COMPANY’S SPLIT
BETWEEN CAPITAL AND O&M (OCC COMMENTS, SECTION C.4.) AND
RECOMMENDS THAT “THE PUCO SHOULD REDUCE THE AMOUNT
OHIO POWER SEEKS TO COLLECT FROM CUSTOMERS THROUGH
THE RIDER BY MAKING A MORE APPROPRIATE SPLIT BETWEEN
CAPITAL AND O&M”. PLEASE PROVIDE AN OVERVIEW OF THE
COMPANY’S APPROACH.

A, The accounting for major storms recognizes that a detailed accounting of the work

performed for major storms is more accurate after all the work is finished and an
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accurate assessment (described as “as-built™) of the distribution capital items can be
made. Company witness Dias explains that this as-built process allows for the most
efficient storm restoration efforts while providing an accurate accounting record of
the costs captured in distribution storm work orders. The as-built final determination
relates to the‘calculation of the capital costs based on the quantity of actual property
units installed at cost adjusted values for additional storm costs.

DID THE COMPANY USE THE SAME ACCOUNTING METHOD TO SPLIT
CAPITAL AND O&M COSTS FOR ANY PAST MAJOR STORMS?

Yes, the Company used the same accounting methodology in the determination of the
2008 Hurricane Ike costs approved by the PUCO for recovery as part of the
Distribution Asset Recovery Rider (DARR) and later securitized on August 1, 2013,
CAN YOU PLEASE PROVIDE SOME BACKGROUND HOW ON CAPITAL
ACCOUNTING IS PERFORMED FOR DISTRIBUTION LINE PROPERTY?
The Company accounts for its distribution line property using a mass property
accounting system where assets such as poles, cross arms and arrestors are not
segregated by location, as would be assets at a distribution station for example. Mass
property accounting systems are utilized regularly by utilities for assets with large
volumes and typically low unit price.

DID THE COMPANY PROVIDE ITS AS- BUILT POLICY IN RESPONSE TO
A DATA REQUEST IN THIS PROCEEDING?

Yes, the Company provided its as-built policy as well as its support for the capital
determination for the Derecho storm through its response to Staff data request set 10-

3 (Exhibit TEM-5). The as-built calculation for the Derecho storm capital costs



resulted in construction costs of $15 million and remeval costs of $2 million which
totals $17 million and supports the $17 million displayed for the capital component of
the Derecho storm in the Company’s revised filing. Again, these capital amounts are
not requested for recovery in this proceeding.

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE PROCESS THE COMPANY USES TO
DETERMINE THE CAPITAL AS-BUILT AMOUNT RELATED TO A
MAJOR STORM.

As described in Exhibit TEM-35, major storm work orders are established to capture
the costs of storm restoration work. Initially, the work orders are established with the
following controls: 1) “M” for maintenance, 2) “7” for capital, 3) “8 for removal and
(4) “0 (zero)” for all other costs pending allocation. Material is charged directly to
the applicable “M”, “7”, or “8” control. Labor, meals, lodging, outside services, and
other costs are initially charged to the “0 (zero)” control and then allocated monthly
for financial reporting and storm cost tracking purposes between capital, removal and
maintenance based on historic percentages according to the nature of the storm as
determined by distribution operations. For the three storms in this proceeding, the

preliminary split between capital and O&M was as follows:

Capital %
Major Event 0O&M % | (Including Removal)
Derecho wind storm 6/29 75 25
Thunderstorm 7/18 92 8
Thunderstorm 7/26 92 8

13
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Following the compilation of all costs and determination of total retirement units, the
final step for major storms exceeding §1 million (Derecho wind storm and the July
26, 2012 major storm) in the split of capital/maintenance accounting is the as-built
phase which involves assigning a cost to the actual quantity of retirement units
installed and adjusting the estimated split between capital, removal and maintenance
that was previously recorded in the accounting records.

TO CLARIFY IS THE SEPARATION BETWEEN CAPITAL AND
MAINTENANCE FOR MAJOR STORM WORK INITIALLY DONE ON AN
ESTIMATED BASIS AND THEN TRUED UP BASED ON ACTUAL
RETIREMENT UNITS INSTALLED?

Yes, as indicated in my testimony, initially the cost classification between capital and
O&M is estimated on historical percentages which provides for the tracking of the
large volume of transactions and personnel costs associated with the major storm.
This allows storm personnel to focus on storm restoration and as discussed by
Company witness Dias.

FOCUSING ON THE FINAL AS-BUILT PROCESS, PLEASE FIRST
DESCRIBE THE RETIREMENT UNITS USED BY THE COMPANY,

The retirement units are the component units of the Company’s capital assets. In
accordance with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Uniform
System of Accounts, utilities determine the individual level of component costs or
retirement units of their capital assets, such as poles and conductors. Installation of
these items will result in a capital cost and a retirement of a previously capitalized

Coslt.
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FOR THE CAPITAL ITEMS INSTALLED FOR THE STORM
CALCULATION OF THE AS BUILT PROCESS IN THIS PROCEEDING,
HOW DID THE COMPANY DETERMINE THE QUANTITY?

As described by Company witness Dias, the Distribution personnel compile the actual
quantities of installed retiremnent units from their operational records.

ONCE THE ACTUAL QUANTITIES OF RETIREMENT UNITS ARE
KNOWN, HOW ARE THEY PRICED IN ORDER TO DETERMINE THE AS-
BUILT CAPITAL AMOUNT?

The following steps are performed: 1) the quantity of retirement units is multiplied
by the prior year actual cost to install the units to determine the total average installed
cost of each retirement unit; 2) the installed cost of each retirement unit is separated
into labor and non-labor components based on the prior year labor percentage; 3) the
labor component is multiplied by a factor depending on the nature of the storm to
give effect to the overtime and related significant costs that impact the capital costs of
a major storm; and 4) to arrive at the final as-built capital cost, a total is calculated
consisting of the adjusted labor component discussed in 3) and the non-labor
component.

FOR STORMS LARGER THAN §25 MILLION, ARE THERE ANY
ADDITIONAL COMPONENTS OF THE AS-BUILT ESTIMATE?

Yes, for major storms larger than $25 million such as the Derecho storm, the
Company also calculates adjustments to both the capital and removal costs for the
amount of distribution labor related to the installation and removal of distribution line

transformers.
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WHY ARE THESE ADJUSTMENTS INCLUDED IN DETERMINING THE
AS-BUILT AMOUNT?

The material cost of distribution transformers are already capitalized when purchased.
Thus, they are not separately listed as a retirement unit for the as-built calculation.
However, the additional labor to install and remove distribution line transformers in
large major storms should be included in the total as-built calculation so as not to
understate the cost of the capital work performed since the additional related labor
was charged to the storm capital work orders.

HOW ARE THE DISTRIBUTION LINE TRANSFORMER COSTS
CALCULATED?

The labor costs are calculated in a similar manner as the labor costs for retirement
units where the Company’s non-storm labor and overhead rates for distribution
transtormer installation and removal are increased to reflect the additional work hours
due to the severity of working conditions and overtime costs.

IS THERE A SIMILAR PROCESS FOR THE AS-BUILT REMOVAL COST
ELEMENT OF THE MAJOR STORM COSTS?

Yes, the Distribution Operations Support group obtains a work management as-built
report that cstimates the retirement costs based on the installed units described above.
This amount is multiplied by the same factor used for the installation costs. The
calculated costs are then compared to the removal costs included in the work order to

determine the amount of the necessary adjustinent.



HOW DO YOU RESPOND TO THE OCC’S COMMENTS ON PAGE 19
WHICH STATE THAT “THERE WAS NO ACCOUNTING FOR CAPITAL
COSTS UNTIL THE WORK WAS OVER.”

This is not accurate, as discussed above. Monthly, the costs of a major storm are
recorded in the Company’s financial records, using the estimated capital, retirement
and maintenance amounts {prior to the as-built final determination). These estimated
amounts are trued-up following the determination of the as-built capital amounts.
HOW DO YOU RESPOND TO THE OCC’S CRITICISM OF THE
MULTIPLIER FACTOR (FOR EXAMPLE, 2.0 FOR THE DERECHO
MAJOR STORM) APPLIED TO LABOR AND INDICATES IT DOES NOT
ALLOW FOR ADDITIONAL SUPPORTING COSTS SUCH AS MEALS,
HOUSING, ETC?

[ disagree with OCC’s criticism. The multiplier applied to the labor component of the
1otal cost for cach retirement unit is a fully compensating value not only for the
additional labor {overtime including contractor rates) but also the related support
costs. The fact that the multiplier is applied to a labor value does not mean the
product is labor only. The additional amount due to the multiplier is intended to
compensate for both the additional labor cost due to overtime and contractor rates
during a major storm as well as the attendant costs such as lodging and meals. The
labor portion of the capital and retirement costs serves as a base to be uplified and
ther added to the non-labor costs in order to arrive at the total costs. The 2.0 factor is
based on historical distribution major storm costs data for AEP with the non-labor

major storm costs expressed in relationship to the major storm cost labor.
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IS THERE A SIMILAR PROCESS THAT OPCO USES FOR NON-STORM
IMSTRIBUTION LINE WORK IN ORDER TO ASSIGN COSTS BETWEEN
0&M, CAPITAL AND RETIREMENT?

Yes, the Company uses a Compatible Unit System (CUS) to post the O&M and
capital related to distribution line work orders, The CUS is driven by the work
performed by distribution personnel and includes a final true-up to the actual work
performed from the original estimated work plan. The CUS initially issues
documents including stores issuance records and standard cost estimates to complete
distribution line jobs. Distribution personnel charge actual material directly to the
respective work order controls for maintenance O&M, capital and retirement while
other costs including labor are initially charged to the zero work order control to be
allocated based on the percentage of work done for these three respective cost
categories, The final allocation of the zero work order control to O&M, capital and
retirement is based on a distribution “red-line process” that accounts for actual
quantities of material installed instead of the estimated CUS quantities which
produces a revised CUS split of the zero wark order control, For example, if two
poles were actually installed instead of one pole, a red-line change would be made by
distribution personnel in order to adjust the CUS estimates which will adjust the non-
material allocation applied to actual costs among O&M, capital and retirement to
reflect actual field experience and activity,

IS THE PROCESS OF THE AS-BUILT STORM ACCOUNTING WHICH IS

AT ISSUE IN THIS CASE SIMILAR TO THE ACCOUNTING FOR THE
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COMPANY’S NON STORM DISTRIBUTION LINE WORK WHICH USES
THE CUS AND THE REDLINE PROCESS?

Yes both processes account for actual work performed using incurred costs.
Distribution accounting for mass property in major storms can only be performed
after the work is completely done. Prior to the finalization of the as-built capital
amounts, monthly accounting based on estimates is performed as described earlier in
my testimony. As discussed by Company witness Dias, the priority during storm
recovery is the restoration of service in a safe and timely manner. It is not practical to
determine the split between capital and O&M on individual contractor invoices or for
internal fabor at the time the work is done. The Company’s distribution accounting
system including the as-built process for major storm restoration accurately
determines the amount of capital costs and is consistent with the manner applied to
the determination of the incremental costs for Hurricane Ike as previously discussed
HOW DO YOU RESPOND TO OCC COMMENTS ON PAGE 21 THAT
IMPLY THE COMPANY’S CAPITAL COSTS MAY BE UNDERSTATED?
The Company determined its capital costs in the same manner as any other major
storm, using its documented process of basing the final capital costs on the retirement
units actually installed. This as-built process, applicable to major storms over $1
million, is a primary Sarbanes-Oxley financial control of OPCo and is tested annually
by Internal Audit and subject to review by its independent external auditors The
capital amounts are not a part of this proceeding but become a part of the Distribution

Investiment Rider (DIR) which recovers the excess of the capitalized distribution



investment above the amount used in the development of the Company’s distribution
rates.

DOES THE COMPANY EARN AN EQUITY RETURN ON THE
CAPITALIZED PORTION OF THE MAJOR STORM COSTS INCLUDED IN
THE DIR?

Yes.

DID THE COMPANY RECOMMEND A CARRYING COST IN THIS
PROCEEDING?

Yes, as discussed by Company witness Dias, the Company recormmends a full
Weighted Average Cost of Capital on the unrecovered deferred incremental storm
expenses which includes both debt and equity, similar to what it receives under the
DIR.

WHAT RELEVANCE IS THERE THAT THE COMPANY RECEIVES AN
EQUITY CARRYING CHARGE ON THE DIR FOR INVESTMENT IN
DISTRIBUTION CAPITAL ASSETS AND HAS PROPOSED A WACC FOR
THE BALANCE OF DEFERRED STORM COSTS?

Those facts show that any concern by OCC, as indicated on page 21 of its comments,
that there may be some intent to understate the capital costs is unfounded because the

company proposes a WACC regardless of the recovery mechanism.

VI. ACCOUNTING COMMENTS RELATED TO NON-BINDING LIST OF ISSUES

20



3%

DO YOU HAVE ANY ITEMS TO ADDRESS IN TESTIMONY REGARDING
THE NON-BINDING ISSUES FILED BY STAFF AND OCC IN NOVEMBER
20137

Yes. Both Staff and OCC raised issues that T will address in my testimony. Staff
recommends an additional decrease to incremental storm O&M for labor for overtime
and related fringes for exempt salaried employees. OCC again questions whether
refunds from vendors have reduced the currently requested incremental storm O&M
costs.

WHAT ISSUES WOULD YOU ADDRESS WITH STAFF'S PROPOSED
REDUCTION FOR EXEMPT OVERTIME?

As noted previously on page 5 of my testimony, Company witness Dias addresses the
Company’s policy on incurred overtime paid and why it is appropriate to have some
level of overtime expense associated with exempt salaried employees during a storm
restoration event. [ would again point out {(as [ did previously on pages 5 - 7 of my
testimony) that Staff does not also propose a modification to the $5 million threshold
to reflect their recommendation that overtime for exempt salaried employees be
excluded from storm expenses. Again, there was not a previous recommendation to
exclude this incremental overtime from the $5 million threshold and if the
Commission accepts Staff’s argument then an adjustment to decrease overtime in the
respective years used to establish the average would reduce the $5 million threshold
and therefore would increase the allowable deferral. If the threshold adjustment is not
made, then there will be an improper comparison of actual incremental storm O&M

costs to the base level.
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IN REGARDS TO O0CC’S COMMENT THAT THE COMPANY HAS AGAIN
FAILED TO ADJUST THE REQUESTED INCREMENTAlL O&M FOR
REFUNDS AND CREDITS RECEIVED FROM VENDORS DO YOU AGREE?
No, as previously discussed in my testimony, the Company has recorded all known
refundsfcredits in the appropriate period when they became known and properly
reduced the requested incremental storm O&M costs for the additional amounts.
Again, as I note on page 14 of my testimony, any refunds/credits after the Company’s
initial filing would be reconciled after the SDRR becomes effective and therefore
would reduce the amount collected from customers as shown on Company witness
Dias Exhibit SJD-2.

INCLUDING ALL REFUNDS/CREDITS FROM VENDORS TO DATE, HAS
THE COMPANY’S BALANCE OF DEFERRED INCREMENTAL 2012
STORM EXPENSE CHANGED SIGNIFICANTLY SINCE THE $61 MILLION
DEFERRED INCREMENTAL MAJOR STORM EXPENSE WAS FILED AND
SUPPLEMENTED IN THIS CASE?

The 2012 deferred major storm balance as of October 31, 2013 is $60.9 million
which approximately equals the $61 million requested in this case and includes all
appropriate refunds and known billing adjustments including those questioned by
OCC. This October 31, 2013 balance also includes 367,862 of reductions that
Company witness Dias has included in Exhibit SID-2 that Company witnesses Dias
and Kirkpatrick are addressing related 1o certain items questioned in the comments of
the intervening parties.

DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR PREFILED DIRECT TESTIMONY?



Yes.
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EXHIBIT TEM-1

Please state your name and business address.
My name is Jeffrey Hecker. My address is 180 East Broad Street,

Columbus, Ohic 43215-3793.

By whom are you employed and in what capacity?
1'am a Utility Specialist 2 in the Accounting and Electricity Division of the

Utilities Department for the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio.

Briefly state your educational background, experience and qualifications.

I graduated from Miami University with a Bachelor of Science Degree in
Business with an Accounting major. Afier graduation, | performed
accounting functions for the Dayton Power and Light Company and other
companies before joining the PUCO in December 2004, 1 have also com-
pleted various workshops and classes on the ratemaking process and pro-

vided workpapers, research, and testimony for several previous rate cases.

What is the purpose of your testimony?
I am supporting the Staff’s adjustment to the Companies’ Storm Damage

Recovery Mechanism (*Mechanism™).

How much are the Companies proposing to include in this “Mechanism,”

and how was it determined?
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The Companies are proposing a threshold in the amount of $8.9 million
($6.2 million for Ohio Power Company (OP) and $2.7 million for
Columbus Southern Power {CSP)) for major storm repairs. This amount is
included in the Companies’ operation and maintenance expenses in their
pending rate cases (Case Nos. 11-351-EL-AIR and 11-352-EL-AIR). The
Companies are also proposing to institute a rider to charge customers for
any amount spent over $8.9 million in a year, or a deferred liability to
refund customers if the amount spent for major storm repairs is less than

$8.9 million in a year,

How much does Staff conclude should be included in this Mechanism?
Staff has determined that an appropriate amount to be included is
$5,050,000 ($1.2 millien for CSP and $3.75 million for OP) instead of the

$8.9 million requested.

How did you calculate that amount?

The Companies calculated the requested amount, $8.9 million, by
averaging the amount of expenses incurred for major storm repairs per year
over the years 2005-2009. In the transaction detail provided in responses to
data requests, one of the years in the calculation of the average, 2009, had
an unusually high level of expenses. Staff ﬁnds that this would be an

exception and as such has excluded that amount from the calculation, Also,
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in 2007, the Companies only showed $53.00 in major storm repairs for
Columbus Southern Power, and this was also excluded. Secondly, Staff
determined that approximately $1,353,000 was for labor incurred that was
not incremental to storms (and would have been incurred anyway), or was
incentive-based pay and benefits, Lastly, when 2010 expenses are included
in the average, and 2005°s expenses are excluded, allowing the average to
be calculated based on amounts in years that are more recent, the average
declines. Staff believes that this is due to the fact that the on-going
vegetation management program is effectively reducing the amount of
storm-related damage. This decline should continue in the future, The
reductions discussed above lower the average for the 2006-2010 period
{excluding 2007 for CSP and 2009 for CSP and OP) to $5,050,000, or a

reduction of $3.85 million ($1.4 million for CSP and $2.45 million for OP).

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes, it does.
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NEWENERGY, INC., CONSTELLATION ENERGY
COMMODITIES GROUP, INC., AND THE
CoMPETE COALITION

Samuel C. Randazzo

Frank P. Darr

Joseph E. Oliker

McNees Wallace & Nurick

21 East State Street, 17" Floor
Columbus, OH 43215

sam{@mewncmb.com

fdarr@mwnemh.com

joliker@mwncmh.com

ON BEHALF OF INDUSTRIAL ENERGY USERS-
Ou10
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Henry W. Eclthart
1200 Chambers Road
Suite 106

Columbus, OH 43212
henrveckhart@eol.com

Shannon Fisk

Natural Resources Defense Council
2 North Riverside Plaza, Suite 2250
Chicago, 1L 60606

sfisk@nrdc.org

ONBEHALF OF THE NATURAL RESOURCES
DEFENSE COUNCIL AND THE SIERRA CLUB

David Fein

Cynthia Fonner Brady
Constellation Energy Resources
550 West Washington Boulevard
Suite 300

Chicago, IL 60661

david.fein(@constellation.com
cynthia. brady(@constellation.com

ON BEHALF OF CONSTELLATION
NEWENERGY, INC. AND CONSTELLATION
ENERGY COMMODITIES GROUP, INC.

Barth Royer

Bell & Royer

33 South Grant Avenue
Columbus, OH 43215-3927

barthrover(@aol.com

Gary A, Jeffries

Dominion Resources Services, Inc.
501 Martindale Street, Suite 400
Pittsburgh, PA 15212-5817

gary.a.jeffries@aol.com

OnN BEHALF DF DOMINION RETAIL
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Pamela A, Fox/C. Todd Jones
Steven J. Smith/Christepher Miller
Gregory Dunn/Asim Haque
Schottenstein Zox and Dunn

250 West Street, Suite 500
Columbus, OH 43215

pfox(@szd.com
cuiiller@szd.com

gdunnfzszd.com
ahaque(@szd.com

ON BEHALF OF THe CITY OF HILLIARD,

Omu10, THE CITY OF GROVE CITY, OHIO, AND

THE ASSOCIATION OF INDEPENDENT
COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES OF OHIO

Kenneth P. Kreider

Keating Muething & Klekamp
Cne East Fourth Street

Suite 1400

Cincinnati, OH 45202

gkreiderf@kmklaw, com

Holly Rachel Smith

Hitt Business Center

3803 Rectortown Rpad
Marshall, VA 20115-3338
holly{@raysmithlaw, com

Steve W. Chriss

Wali-Mart Stores, Inc.
Bentonville, AR 72716-0550
stephen.chriss@wal-mart.com

ON BEHALF OF WAL-MART STORES EAST
AND Sam’s EAST
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Sandy Grace

Exelon Business Services Company
101 Constitution Avenue, N.W. .
Suite 400 East

Washington, D.C. 20001

sandy, grace(@exeloncorp.com

Jesse A, Rodriguez

Exelon Generation Company
300 Exelon Way

Kennett Square, PA 19348

iesse.rodriguez@exeloncorp.com

M. Howard Petricoff

Vorys, Sater, Seymour and Pease
52 East Gay Street

P.0O. Box 1008

Columbus, OH 43215-1008
mhpetricoff@vorys.com

David M. Stahl

Arin C, Aragona

Scott C. Solberg ‘
Elmer Stah! Klevorn & Solberg
224 South Michigan Avenue
Suite 1100

Chicago, IL 60604

Anastasia Polek-O’Brien

Exelon Generation Company

10 South Dearborn Street, 49™ Floor
Chicago, IL 60603

ON BEHALF OF EXELON GENERATION
COMPANY

Nolan Moser

Trent A, Dougherty

Ohio Environmental Council
1207 Grandview Avenue
Suite 201

Columbus, OH 43212-3449
nolan@@theoec,org

trentfitheoec.org

ONBEHALF OF THE OH10 ENVIRONMENTAL

COUNCIL
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Detail of Staff Exclusions
from the Storm Threshold Calculation
Page 3 of Staff Testimony Line 3

EXHIBIT TEM-2

See TEM Exhibit 1
Year
Cost Component 2006 2007 2008 2010 Grand Total

11E Exempt Labor 71,665.15 127.66 80,796.86 149,388.84 301,978.52
11N Mon Exempt Labor 98,318.97 17,989.24 61,551.66 99,587.84 277,447.71
11$ Non Exempt Salaried Labor 31,038.06 740.08 31,742.23 22,504.75 86,025.13
120 Labor Fringes {Straight-time} 18,210.34 679.39 8,752.09 26,558.78 54,200.60
122 Labor Fringes {incentv Accr] 92561 4,192.74 495 .84 1,235.12 5,849.32
125 Payroll Dist Nonproductive 50,750.52 86,013.67 (316,203.62) 60,093.15 {119,346.29)
141  Incentive Accrual Dept Level 163,290.83 23,868.40 79,631.09 100,187.03 367,007.35
145 Stock-based Compensation 957.56 2,405.26 (1,077.13)  10,835.99 13,121.68
154 Restricted Stock Incentives 1,001.72 1,001.72
U3E Exempt Uncompensated Labor 18,443.55 7,093.69 9,661.90 35,199.14
190  Payrall Trans Other (Gen) (0.00)  (3,161.10) 331,611.38 328,450.28
153 Stock Option Charges 60.86 358.11 418.97
152 Incentive Comp Deferral Plan .91 0.91
Grand Total 453,662.35 133,243.47 284,394.09 481,055.12| 1,352,355.04
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14. Admit that the two refund checks issued by Pike Electric, LLC totaling $1,252,153
discussed on pages 11 and 12 of OCC’s Comments were reflected in the information
provided by the Company.

RESPONSE:

During the course of the audit Ohio Power provided copies of the two refund checks issued
by Pike Electric, LLC totaling $1,252,153. In its response to OCC INT-106 Ohio Power
indicated that these dollar amounts had not been credited against storm costs but would be
addressed in some future filing. OCC requested additional information and
documentation regarding these two refund checks during document review sessions at
Ohio Power’s offices but received none.



15.  Admit that there is no reason to reflect a further reduction of the two refund checks issued
by Pike Electric, LI.C totaling $1,252,153 discussed on pages 11 and 12 of OCC’s
Comments.

RESPONSE:

After QCC filed comments in this proceeding, Ohio Power provided additional supporting
documentation to substantiate its claim that $1,252,153 for two refund checks issued by
Pike Electric, LLC had been credited against storm costs. After review of the additional
documentation OQCC now believes the dollar amount for the two refund checks in question
have already been credited against storm costs. Hence, OCC recommends that no further
reduction to storm costs be made for the refund checks issued by Pike Electric, LLC
totaling $1,252,153.



16.  Admit that the wire refund from Pike Electric, LLC in the amount of $753,041 discussed
on page 12 of OCC’s Comments was reflected in the information provided by the
Company.

RESPONSE:

During the course of OCC’s review Ohio Power provided a copy of the bank wired refund
statement from Pike Electric, LLC.



17. Admit that there is no reason to reflect a further reduction of the wire refund from Pike

Electric, LLC in the amount of $753,041 discussed on page 12 of OCC’s Comments.

RESPONSE:

After OCC filed comments in this proceeding, Ohio Power provided additional supporting
documentation to substantiate its claim that $753,041 for a bank wired refund from Pike
Electric, LLC had been credited against storm costs. After review of the additional
documentation OCC now believes the dollar amount for the wired transfer of funds
totaling $753,041 has already been credited against storm costs. Hence, OCC recommends
that no further reduction to storm costs be made for the wired refund issued by Pike
Electrie, LL.C.



18.  Admit that the $44,982 invoice revision discussed on page 12 of OCC’s Comments was
reflected in the information provided by the Company.
RESPONSE:

Deny. During the course of OCC’s review Ohio Power provided a copy of an invoice from
Storm Services, LL.C which showed a $44,982 revised decrease to the original amount
billed Ohio Power and included in storm costs. Ohio Power was asked to provide
documentation to support its assertion that the invoice revision had been credited against
storm costs but provided none.



19.  Admit that there is no reason to reflect a further reduction of the $44,982 invoice revision
discussed on page 12 of OCC’s Comments.

RESPONSE:

Deny. Ohio Power has not provided documentation that would support its claim that the

$44,982 for the invoice revision has been credited against storm costs. The $44,982 revision
to the Storm Service, LLC inveice should be used to further reduce storm costs,
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EXHIBIT TEM-5
Page 10f7

OHIQ POWER COMPANY'S RESPONSE TO
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF QOHIO
DISCOVERY REQUEST
PUCO Case NO. 12-3255-EL-RDR
TENTH SET

DATA REQUEST

DR-~10-003  An explanation of how it was determined the charges are capitalized or
expensed. (I understand the procedure you provided from a prior DR.} If
it is done in the field, who makes that determination and how is it
determined? If done at the end, how is it determined?

RESPONSE

he determination of how storm costs are allocated to capital or expense is defined in the
Company Property Accounting Policy/Guideline that is attached as Staff DR 10-03
COMPETITIVELY SENSITIVE CONFIDENTIAL Attachment 1. The policy
provides for an initial allocation percentage based on the type of storm; these initial
percentages are based on analysis of historic data from past storms of similar type. The

capital cost split will be trued up to reflect the actual restoration activity for that specific
event.

This true-up is referred to as 'The Calculated Capital Costs Based on Retirement Unit
Materials’, or the 'As-built report’, and the template is shown in the Staff DR 10-03
COMPETITIVELY SENSITIVE CONFIDENTIAL Attachment 1 (as Exhibit 1).
This report is prepared by a Work Order Closing Group within AEP Ohio. See Staff DR
10-03, COMPETITIVELY SENSITIVE CONFIDENTIAL Attachment 2 for the as-
ouilt report for the June 29th 2012 Derecho storm. This specific report includes an
adjustment to correct for a clerical error that caused an overstatement in the amount
requested in the original application.

A repair is capitalized if it involves the replacement of certain types of plant equipment
collectively referred to as retirement units. The first column on CONFIDENTIAL
Attachment 2 lists the retirement units used in this storm recovery. A full list of
retirement units was presented in the response to Staff DR Set 4-001, Attachment 3.
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Property Accounting Policy/Procedure
@
Policy/Procedure Title | Storm Work Order Procedure — | Date - February 1, 2011
- Field Review _ Rev.1

Owner: Property Accounting Status: (Draft,.
Under Review, | Approved
Appmved}

Purpose :

The purpose of this procedure is to detail field review and documentation for Distribution
Storm Work Orders for the AEP System. This procedure is intended for major storms with
expenditures over $1M. Transmission is excluded from this procedurc since the transmission
group issues specific or defined scope work orders for repairing storm damage (not generic
storm work orders as issued by Distribution),

Procedure

Storm Work Order Review

Storm restoration work orders have always presented a challenge to properly account for
costs as capital or expense. During an emergency situation, such as a storm, work orders
need to be issued quickly to charge costs but the appropnate split between capital and
expense is not known until well after the storm restoration work is completed.

Since the split between capital and expense is not immediately known, a review of storm
related work orders is required to verify the appropriate classification of expenditures
between expense and capital.

To address this issue and help insure consistent treatment of storm costs, the Accounting
Department and AEP Utilities Planning and Budgeting have worked together to develop
standard procedures for reviewing and tracking major storm costs. The Utilities Planning and
Budgeting Group has issued instructions that includes the definition of a major storm event
and establishes a standard cost reporting and tracking system.

Establishing Werk Orders

Utilities Planning and Budgeting has issued instructions regarding the establishment of work
orders and a Budget Project Number for each Major Storm. Accounting Services
recommends that each Distnbution Operating Company establish at least three Budget
Project Numbers in advance to quickly facilitate capturing charges when a major storm
aceurs.

These storm work orders should be established in DWMS using estimate percentages
provided by AEP Utilitics Planning and Budgeting.

Bascd on historical storm data, the following percentages are guidelines that should be used
in initially establishing a work order in DWMS for storm restoration. Once an assessment
of the damage is performed by the Operating Company and prior to the recordation of
the initial storm accrual cost estimate, the percentage splits should be changed as
necessary to reflect the restoration work activities performed based on the type of

_1-




EXHIBIT TEM-&
Page 3 of 7

Property Accounting Policy/Procedure

®
damage incurred (replacing broken poles vs. re-stringing conductor). The change must be

approved by the Vice President of Distribution Region Operations prior to updating DWMS.

Storm Typs O&M % Capital % Removal %
Wind 75 20 ]
Moderate lee{< %"} on 8 2
Severe lce(> %) 75 20 &
Severe lce — Structural Damage 50 42 8
Snow 85 10 o)
Thundersiorm g2 7 1
Tornado a0 €0 10
Hurricans 75 20 5
Major Hurricane ~ Structural Damage| 60 35 5

Notes: These percentages are guidelines based on past storms, however, since no twa storms are alike and the
damage can vary widely based on the type of terain, severity of ice, wind, weight of snow (wet / dry), etc., the
final percentage split of the actual resteration work tould vary from these guidelines.

The Hurricane storm type should only be used by locations direerly hit by a moderate or major hurricane.
Typically, o hurricane has been downgraded 1o a Tropical Storm (Wind) by the (me it moves infand,

The percentages used should be reviewed at least every third year by AEP Utilities Planning
and Budgeting to determine if the percentages continue to reflect actual cxperience.

Once the work order has becn established, notification of the work order and work request
numbers should be issued to ali appropriate Distribution and Storeroom personnel. When the
work order is completed, the as built estimates (pole sheets) should be provided to identify all
major iterns that were installed and removed. (It is not necessary to provide the construction
units for (&M material items.}

The Storm Work Order should be reported in service when all services have been restored.
Storm Work Order Charges

All material (used for the restoration of the storm) must be accounted for in the capital or
maintenance work order section. Material should never be charged to the *“0” control of the
work order. It should be charged to cither the 7 control (capital} or the M control
{maintenance). If material from the “Quick Pick” area or truck stock was used during the
storm restoration effort, the storm work order (control 7 or M) should be charged, when
replenishing the Quick Pick area or truck stock.

The work request number should be used for labor that is entered into Spectrum or STS.
Labor entered directly into PeopleSoft should be charged to the “0” control of the work
order, Contract labor invoices should be charged to the “0” control of the work order.
Charges for meals and lodging that are directly attributable to the storm recovery work
should aiso be made to the “0” control of the work order.
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Property Accounting Policy/Procedure

®
Monitoring Storm Work Orders

All distribution storm work orders that have accumulated total capitat and removal costs of
£1,000,000 or more should be analyzed for reasonableness (as presented below) to determine
if costs are appropriately capitalized.

All storm restoration work activities, including clean-up, must be completed within 60 days
after all services have been restored. Exceptions to the 60-day limit will be made for
catastrophic damage to the distribution system. The work order may remain open for up to
6-months to allow for final contractor invoices and resolution of disputes.

The Utilities Planning and Budgeting organization will generate a report that should be used
to select the proper starm work orders to determine if all charges in the work order are
appropriate. All material, labor and other costs should be reviewed-to determine that they
have been properly classified between capital and O&M. The amount of retirement unit
material charged to the capital work order should be sufficient to support the total cost
charged to capital. If it does not support the total cost charged to capital, then a
reclassification between capital, removal and O&M may be needed. The JE Classification
Correction process should be used for any reclassification that may be required as a result of
the review.

The amount that should remain in the capital work order can be determined by using the
Calculated Capital Costs Based on Retirement Unit Materials spreadsheet (See Exhibit 1
attached). The average installed cost and labor percentage will be provided by Property
Accounting for each Operating Company on an annual basis. The areas of the spreadsheet
shaded in gray will require user input. As-built quantities that are entered on the spreadsheet
are multiplied by the average installed cost. That cost is then allocated between Labor and
Material/Transportation costs using the labor percentage provided by Property Accounting.
The labor component is multiplied by the appropriate multiplier from the table below

Type of Storm Multipher
Expenditures Less Than $5M 1.75
Expenditures Great Than $5M 2.00
Severe Icing 2.25

If the event is catastrophic, the multiplier should be reviewed and adjusted accordingly to
take into account the magnitude of the restoration effort. The difference between the total
construction and removal costs charged to the storm work order and the calculated
construction and removal costs should be reclassified to either O&M or capital, depending on
whether the difference is positive or negative. You cannot reclassify more than what was
actually charged to capital or O&M. A copy of the Calculated Capital Costs Based on
Retirement Unit Materials spreadsheet should be retained for 2 years.

Storm retirement work orders should also be reviewed to insure all retirement unit items that
were removed are included in the estimate, The amount of removal labor charged to the
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storm work order should also be reviewed. The removal labor should be compared to the
compatible unit labor standards for removal of retirement unit items.

Typically, review of storm work orders should begin 60 days following the storm. At that
time, as built information should be entered into DWMS for all major units installed and
removed during the storm. All labor and contractor invoices should be booked by this
time. If there are still outstanding contract laber invoices to be paid, do not enter the as
built estimates until they are paid.

In addition, Business Operations Support organization will monitor major storm work orders
to ensure these procedures are being followed and work orders are closed in a timely fashion.

Closing Storm Work Orders

The retirement units (major) installed and removed are the only units required for the as built
estimate. Once this data has been entered into DWMS, the storm work order should be
closed.

Effective Date:

Storm work order reviews will be performed monthly. This procedure is effective beginning
February 1, 2011.

Revision 1

Reviewers

Andy Murphree, Dave Hummel, Information Section Supervisors, Mike Lamantia

T R T
N :Eﬁr"f}}z:%.{ ;i»g:xﬂ,v

Approved By -

Janet Swanger
Larry Sullivan

Julie Williams

Edit History  :, . .

Rev.1 Effective 2/01/2011 - Changes made by this revision include:

» The threshold for applying the procedure has been revised from major storms costing
over $100K to major storms costing over $1M.

+ The approver for deviations from the percentage splits listed in the table has been
changed from the Assistant Controller to the VP of Distribution Region Operations.

» The percentage splits between O&M, capital and removal have been updated in the
table to reflect current experience.

¢ The 2.5 multiplier previously applied to material and labor charges was revised to a
variable multiplier based on the type of storm which is applied to labor charges only.

-4 -
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REDACTED
TQTAL CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS 5 206348017
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION SOSTS $ 18,087 04055
ot 2 we_J
Yerk Qroer Number DOPOTAGIA0 A540407] Derecho 8/29/12 ;
Retiremant tUnit installed  Averags instalied Total Avg Materisl and 0 Calculated
Description Cont Year Cast Quantity  inatali Cost  Labor % Labor Trang Muitiplier  Capltal Costs.

Poles 3028208 4736% 143425230 150285544 20 4482480 (4
Adrestars W7ATE  5774%  17T53T3 12083127 20 48501472
Culouts 752500 SOD4W  47BSS560  ATEMM444D. T 2D 1,420,055 80
Conguor 1.763.578 84.23% 1168,000.80 55573197 T 20 263,576 81
Natwork Cable tesBes 130% 13283875 2 B34OSRES - 20 ER.338 75
UG Concucior 2453958 4152% 10157248 14348513 - 10 347,230 09
Condut 43815 5000% 21,807 .00 2180700 20 85,421.00
Cross Ams 934471 S174% 46345041 451001 20 1,417,930 61
Lighls 50,344 47 84% 23984 90 20.350 10~ 20 74228 90
Grounds 70,040  50.38% 3520588 ¢ 34754147 20 105,325 86
Reclosers 222,518 19 B5% 4373367 178,784.03 20 208,251 87
Switches 18,380 M.47% 5140 1B 1129082 - 20 21,500 18
Regulalors 44,055  18ET% 7344 54 38,71046° 2.0 51,300 54
Capaciors 30,302 10.88% 7,752 35 118348 20 A7, 144,35
Senvices 878,588  G0.50% 53204237  34B.84583 20 1,412,530 51
SV Poias-Fiberglass 3480  5B26% 2,027.45 145255 50045

Calculsted Censtruction Costs o 15001.310

Remaval Cost Cakculation

LaborOvechag Transportation
astimatsd ramovai cost £70.401 144 588 ] $ From At Built Report $ asaqay
Calciated Removal Cost Muitiplisr for Removal

Total Caleulated Costs —— S 2,244 042

CONSTRUCTION REMOVAL
Total Charges inwork order . 15,507 041 4,432,142
Known Required Translers
Toto! Cost 188567 041 4,432 143
less Calcalaled Capital Cosis 15,0%1,31 2,244 542
Amount over Ceprslized 3,575,730 2,187.50M
Lass Canstruciion Gverheads m.ngl 84.807)
Amoun! to Transter to GEM 3,438,844 2102,084]  §,538,836]
Overhaad Galculaton
Total Cosl 18,607,041 4 43214
Cverhead Chargas : ?m,%*‘ e 3]
Avprage Overhead Aate .64, D4

Crvarheads to remaming
=111 $34,7 84,807}
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COMPETITIVELY SENSITIVE CONFIDENTIAL

OHIO POWER COMPANY
CASE NO. 12-3255-EL-RDR  Page 1 of 2
Sta#f DR 7-001 Attlachment 384

FPage 1 of 47 ﬁ

NOVA Receipts Cover Sheet
“Expense Support” (expensesupport@aep.com)
AEP Accounts Payable, ¢/o Receipts Admin

301 Cleveland Ave SW, Canton, OH 44702-1623
AMOUNT

Expense Report
Email Receipts to:
...or Send Recaipts by
Company Mai! or US Mail to:
Re d Receipts - NO
]
»
[ ]
*»
[ ]

ALL origmal mternational receipts must be mailed to the address shown above

ALL purchased materials and services -~ Hotel/Motel stays — International Travel
ALL trapsactions $75 or more made with cash or personal credit card

ALL safety shoe/boot purchases & small package shipping charges (UPS/FedEx)
ALL purchased software (canned) - IT involvatmarnt is requred

**Pleaxe Do Not submit bank statements or staple/paperclip multiple reports
**Attendees: Attach list to cover sheet OR use the functionality within NOVA

Are International Receipts Included? Y / N

Expense Report
INumber {177 [Date 114 Aug 2012 {Gross Clalm 32685.83]
Status |unsubmitted |Pereonal 0.00]
Period 07 Jul 2012 0 08 Jul 2012 [Net Claim 32565.63|
[meloyes  loooags2268  [pivision 103 If"'“”“" Pald 0.00
lmma [ROMAN, THOMAS M lg"'“l"“? Pald 32566,63
|CA Deduction 0.00}
l’“m H&n;pton Inn Lima - Hote! Rooms MSR June 29, [Reimbursament 5.00|
F {Tota! Recovery 0.00]
|Raterenca 1
|[Report tems
Number 1 Category {Hotsl IAmount 579.40
Number 2  {Category JHoke! JAmount 590.65)
Number 3 - [Catepory [Hotel  [Amount 590.65/
INumber 14 |Category Hote) jAmount 579.40
[Number s __ICutegory Hotet |Amount 580.85
Numbaer 1B [Catsgory |Hotel JAmount 580.85
INumber 7 Icm_gory IHote!  JAmount 580.85
 § L] | | | L ]

hittp://ohaephqas23 1/ReportServietrNum=-357517633482345204311345121

8/16/2012
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COMPETITIVELY SENSITIVE CONFIDENTIAL

OHIO FOWER COMPANY
CASE NQ. 12-3255-EL-RDR  Page 2 of 2
Staff DR 7-001 Atachment 364
Page 2 of 47 580.66
807.51
579.40'
570.4
£90.85
927.04
845,
B14.
.91
B811.18
826.91]
811.16[
A 811.18
Number 21 Hotel  JAmount 811.1
Number 02 {Catego Holsl JAmount B811.4
Number 923 legory [Hotel Amount 811.18]
Number 24 |Cstegory |Hote! Amount 811.18|
umber RS [Category [Hote! mourt 811.18
umber OB  [Catege {Hote! mount 811.18
Number *{] begory l_l'lotﬂi [Amount 811.18]
Number 28 legic Hote Amount 811.18]
Number 29 GOrY JHotel ount £11.15)
Number 30 ICategory [Hotel Amourt 811.16]
Number 31 {Category |Hotei Amount 811.18
Number 32 [Category [Hotal ount 811.18
Number 33 [Category JHotst ount 811.18
Number 34 begory fHote! [Amount 811.16
Number 35  |Category |Hote) [Amount 826.91
Number 38 [Catsgo JHotel Amount 826.81
Number 37  |Category JHotsl JAmount 828.91
Numbar 38 jCatego [Hotel JAmount 828.91
Number 30 atopc {Hotal JAmount 826.91
Number D |Category [Hotel lAmount 811.16
Number 41 [Catege |Hotel Amount 811.16]
Number 42 atugory [Hotel [Amount 811.16]
Number 43 _[Catmgory [Hote! Amount a11.16
8/16/2012

http://oheephqas23 1/ReportServiet?iNumn=-357517633482345204311345121406338 &rType=3



COMPETITIVELY SENSITIVE CONFIDENTIAL

: OHIO POWER COMPANY
CASE NO. 12-3255-EL-RDR
* 1933 ROSCHMAN AVE Staff DR 7-001 Attachmant 384

LIMA, OH 45804 Page 30f 47
TELEPHONE 416-225-230 FAY, 102288300
P AMERICAN ELECTRIC 428/308L |
4 N . 42012 | 6:50:00PM
TR012 ° 7:5200AM
COLUMBUS, OH 43221
Ba00
RATEPLAN . Lwf
i
CONFIRMATION NUMBER ; 88241730
8M2b1z PAGE 1
TH2012 $01424  QUEST ROOM 340200
TH2012 001424 ROOM TAXES $12.88
/212012 801808  GUEST ROOM $103.00
2Rz 201608 _ ROGM TAXES §12.88
1732012 B177e GUEST ROOM : $103.00
A2 801779 RODMTAXES $12.88
742012 P0180F  GUEST ROOM $103.00
Harm2 K809 ROOMTAXES §12.68
TisR2 PATT GUERT ROOM $102.00
752012 902071  ROOM TAXES 51288
Ha2012 002122 NC'D414 ($579.40)
. . ** BALANGE ** $0.00
EXPENSE REPORT SUMMARY
12 0D:00:000 12:00:00AM 012 1Z00:00AMI2 12:00:00AM
ROOM & TAX $115.88 $115.88 $115.00 $11588 |
DALY TOTAL $115.88 $i16.88 $446.89 $145.88
12 00-00:00 STAY TGTAL
ROOM & TAX §115.08 $579.40
DAILY TOTAL $115.88 $579.40
MC ‘D414 THIZ012 S:5B00PM 321573 A
POWER, AMERICAN ELECTRIC 054902



COMPETITIVELY SENSITIVE CONFIDENTIAL

CHIC POWER COMPANY
CASE NO. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 7-001 Attachment 384

Page d ot 47

A7TCETY .
7M/2012  €:00:00PM
82012 7:E2.00AM

YBs.00

vt

« $105.00.
$13.13
$108.00
31413
$105.00
$13.13
#0800
#1513
$103.00
§1313

(¥580.55)
$0.00

Tia2012 11:5%5:00P F21508 A

1833 ROSCHMAN AVE
LINA, OH 45504
TELEPHONE 410-225-2%00 FAX 4192258328
WW ELECTRIC
COLUMBUS, OH 43224
RATE PLAN
© Hpl
CONFIRMATION NUMBER : 8824173¢ ™"
BMRMI2  PAGE 1
M0 9428 GUEST ROOM
THIZ012 a01426  RDDM TAXES
7r02012 801810  GUEST ROCM
M22012 g01610  ROOM TAXES
AR 804780  GUEST ROOM
77012 BOT7E0  ROOM TAXES
Fi2012 §01010  GUEST ROOM
THI2012 801810 ROOM TAXES
yi6r2012 §02072  GUEST ROOM
TI52012 2072 ROOM TAXES
T/912012 802126 MC*D414
EXPENSE REPORT SUMMARY
12 QD000 12:00:00AM 012 12:00:00AMIZ 12:C0:00AM
ROOM & TAX $116.12 $148.13 511813 $118,13
DAILY TOTAL $118.13 $118.13 $118.13 §118.43
12 00:00:00 STAY TOTAL
ROOM & TAX $118.13 $500,65
DAILY TOTAL $140,13 $500.88
MG 0414
POWER, AMERICAN ELECTRIC 0pe162

-§80.65



COMPETITIVELY SENSITIVE CONFIDENTIAL

CHIO POWER COMPANY
CASE NO. 12-3255-EL-RDR

5 BT P PagD LU AVE
{e‘.‘?{!"/‘)!{.ﬂ!{,‘ 3 f/wuﬁf_r‘ 1 g o comn
) {‘/fUr’ ol o : TELEPRONEI TS0W * PAX (419) 25118
A NAME & ADDRESS ] g R i v bamploninn.oom or 1 800 HAMPTON
‘&A AMERICAN ELECTRIC ROOM ' oy
DUBLIN ARRIVAL DATE V2 mOnAGPM
[s i} v
usm oH DEPARTURE DATE T2 £:09:00AM
' ADULTACHILD 10
ROOM RATE $105.00 . .
RATE PLAN Vo
Honom s
AL
CORFIRMATION NUMBER ; 84448177
TRRO12  PABE 1
TATE "DESCRIPTION D REF NO CHARDES CREDITE BALANGE
' BANCE |
2 |GUEST RDOM BAT st $85.00
M302012 | ROOM TAXES SAT 01178 31003
THR012 | GUEST ROOM BINGLE A an 220.00
01z | ROOM TAXES AAA o1z 2R
7HR012 | GUEST RODM m o419 $105.00
ymmMz | ROOMTAXES = TR $13.12
TR | GUEST ROOM SAT SO 1004 $105.00
‘012 | ROOMTAXES EAT %1604 $18.93
7722 | GUEST ROOM SAT 2773 $106.00
I-Na.mz ROOM TAXES BAT w1773 sum
742012 | GUESTROOM SAT 01604 $168.00
7amz | ROOMTRES AT B01R04 $L1S
7mm01z | GUEST ROOM AT oa2006| . ¥105.00
7EE012 | ROOM TAXES BAT 92008 5318
TRE01? | GUEST ROOM AT Bezzas $06.00
TB2012 | ROOM TAXES BAT 3L
T2 | GUESTROOM SAT 050 ok .00
ADCOUNT N DATS OF CRARD LK
- , e | T
CARD MEMERE NAME AUTHORZATION AL
ESTABLISHMENY KO & ESTABLISHMENT AGREEX 10 PORCHASER & KIXVIGRS
LOCATION TRANSMIT YO CARD HOLDER FOR
THANK YOU FOR YOUR PATRONAGE, COME BACK AN SEE LS. TANES
. TIFE AMISC
TOTAL AMOURT O

MERCHANDIER AMTVES: KIHVISS POACIASED TN THIE CAKD ELALL HOT T KETURNED 300 A CAi2t mEpehi

FLYMENT MR UNOW RECET

»




Expense Report

Chio Power Company

Case Nb. 12-3255-FL-RDR
Statf DR 19-001 Attachment 15C
Page t of 113

Page 1 of 4

50

NOVA Receipts Cover Sheet
Email Receipts to:  “Expense Support” (sxpensssupport@asp.com)

..ot Send Receiptsby  AEP Accounts Payable, o/o Receipts Admin
Compauy Mail or US Mailto: 301 Cleveland Ave SW, Cnnl:on, QH 44702-1623

ALL original mternational receipts must be mailed to the addrels shown sbove

ALL purchased materials and services — Hotel/Motel stays — International Trawel
ALL transactions $75 or more made with cash or personal credit card

ALL safety shoe/boot purchases & small package shipping charges (UPS/FedEx)
ALL purchased software (canned) — IT involvement is required

**FMease Do Not submit bank statements or staple/paperclip multiple repoxts
**Attendees: Attach list to cover sheet OR use the functionality within NOVA

Are International Receipts Included? Y / IN

mmmmws

ROMAN, THOMAS M
Expense Report
{Number 195 |Date 116 Aug 2012 Gross Clalm 4372893
[status  {Unsubmitted Persanal 0.00]
[Period {02 Jul 2012 to 06 Jul 2012 Net Clalm 43726.93)
IE"F"”" |oooooazzae Division  |103 Company Pald a.oﬂ
[Neme  [ROMAN, THOMAS M Ig"""""" Pald 43723.le
purposs 500 Im/Qualtyinn Obetz - Hotal Rooms MR ]::,m‘::::m g:on
' otal Recovery 0,00
|Refersnce
Report Hems

Number 1 Category YHotel Amount 540,92

|Number 2 |cmgory Hotel _ |Amount 840.52
Number 3 ory {Hota! JAmount 540.92
INl.mber 4 Icmm [Hotet mount 549.92
[Number [Catagory [Hotet  [Amount 640.92
Number | Category [Hots! Amount 504.40]
INumbar 7 ry |Hote! mount 504.40]
L] 1 ] [ |

hitp://ohacphqas231/ReportServlet?Num=-480904661871815640211345657214829&rType=3 8/22/2012


mailto:aipBn88iiippuil@aBp.cnm

Ohio Power Company
Case No, 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 19-001 Attachment 15C

Page 2 of 113
Expense Report Page2 of 4

umber s ory JHote! ount 504,40
Number £l ory Hotel ount 549.92
Number 10 ory Hote! A:noglm 540.92
Number Hotel {Amount 549.92
Numbar Hatel  [Amount 540.92)
Number JHotat ount 548,82
Number |Hote! [Amount 549,92
Number Hotal JAmount 549.92
Number Hotel ount 549 .92
Hotel punt 548.892

Hotel ourt 540.92

JHotet Amount 549.92

Hotel Amourt 549.62

Hotal {Amount 549.62

Hotal JAmount 549.92

Hota! Jamount 548.92

Holel [Amount 549.82

Hotel Amount 546.92

{Hotal mount 545,92

JHots! Amount 548.92

JHotel Amount 549.92

{Hote! Ariount 6540.02

Hotel Amount 640.92

{Hotel [Amaount £40.82

{Hote! {Amount 503.16

[Hotel IAmount 504.40

{Hotal Amount 549.62

|Hotal Amount 540.92

{Hotol Amount 549.92

[Hotel  [Amount 549.82

Hotel JAmount 549.92

Hotet ount 549.92

Hotel Amount 549.62

Hotel Amount 540.92

|Hotel Amount 549.92

[Hotet |Amount 549.92

|Hote Amount 549.92

|Hote! JAmount 549,92

Hotel  JAmount 504.40}

~ JHots! mount 504.40

Hotel [Amount 549.62

Hotel [Amount 549.82

{Hotei JAmount 548.62

{Hote! lAmount 549.92

Hotel meunt 546.92

JHote! Amount 549,02

jHotel ount 540.92

{Hotel Amount 137.48]

|Hotel tAmount 137.48]

E-:: ount 137.48]

Amount 137.48]

AP i '

http://ohaephqas231/ReportServiet?Num=-480904661871815640211345657214829&r Type=3 8/22/2012
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Ohle Power Company
Case No, 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Attachrment 15C

Page 3 of 113
Expense Report . Page 3 of 4
| [sa _ |catego Hotel ount 137.48]
[Number je0  [Category Hote! ount 137 48}
INumber {ad Category |Hote! [Amount 160,23}
[Number | 2] Category Hote! {Amount 160.23
INumber Isa___[Catsgory |Hoted [Amount 137.48
Number ry |Hotel Amount 137.48]
Number 5 Cstagory {Hotel  JAmount 137.48]
Number ory JHots! |Amnum 1 37.48]
Number 67 ory Motel ount 137.48
umber 56 ory . JHotel  IAmount . 137.48]
umber 9 Category |Hotel Amount 137 48]
[Number 70 |Category JHotsl {Amaount 137.48
Number Catagory Hote! ' [Amount 137.48]
INumbor lcm!ory [Hots! ount 137.48)
[Number 73 [Category |Hotel  [Amount 137.48}
Number 74 |Category JHotel  JAmount 137.48]
Number 75 Category [Hotel  JAmount 137.48|
Numbar 16 Bfjary |Hotel JAmount 160.23]
Number 77 tegory [Hotsl [Amount 137.48
Number 78 ategory JHotsl Amount 502.45
Number 79 Catago [Hotel {Amount 274.96
Numbsr  ]a0 Category [Hotel  JAmount 274.96
Number Category Hotsl IAmount 274,96
tegory [Hatel Amount 274,96,
- Gategory {riotel ount 274,08
mm_z- Category |Hotel ___[Amount 274.96]
Number  [85 _ [Category [Hote! [Amount 274.96]
Catagjory [Hotel  |Amount 274.56)
EEEZ_'J- atagory |Hotel JAmount 274.06
Number 88 [Category |Hotel JAmount 274,96
Number 82 [Category Hotel Amount 274.96|
[Numbar 90 ciagmy Hate! Amount 280.8:5‘
[Number lo1 ]cmlory Hotel Amount 207.71
gory |Hotel Amount 274.96]
atagory [Hotel  JAmount 274.68}
lefory JHotel fAmount 502.45}
legory {Hotel  [Amount 274.98]
Catugory JHotal [Amount 274.66]
Catsgory JHote! Amount 274 98]
Numbaer 98 C jHote! Amount 274.98
Number T C Ty JHotel ount 502.45
Number 100 ICategory {Hotsl Amount 502.46
(Number 101__ [Category jHotel ount 411.45
Number 102__ [Category {Hotsl  fAmount 502,45
Number {Hotel  JAmount 274.98]
JHotet Amount §02.45)
[Hotel  lAmount 502.45|
Number [Hote! [Amount 274.96]
{Number . Hote! nt 274.98
INumtm 108 ory Hotal ourt 274
Number 108 lc- ory lHota! ount 135.41!
b

http./luhnephqns231/RepoﬂServlet?rNum=-480904661871815640211345657214829&1"l‘ype=3 8/22/2012
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Ohlo Power Company

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 16-001 Attachment 15C
Page 4 of 113

Expense Report Page 4of 4
| Jio_ |category JHote)  JAmount 1 180.23}

hitp://ohaephgas231/ReportServietrNum=-480904661871815640211345657214829&sType=3 8222012



.Expensakcport
o
ZEmai] Receipts to:
...or Send Receipts by
Company Mail or US Mail to:
Required Recei

® & & a9

NOVA Receipts Cover Sheet
"Expense Support” (expensesuppart@aep.com)
AFP Accounts Payable, c/o Receipts Admin

301 Cleveland Ave SW, Canton, OH 44702-1623
-NO

ALL oniginal imternational receipts must be mailed to the address shown above

ALL purchased materiale and services — HotalRdote! stays — Internationn] Travel
ALL transactions $75 or mors made with cash or personal credit card

ALL safety shoe/boot purchases & small package shipping charges (UPS/FedEx)
ALL purchased soRware (zanaed) — IT involvement is required

H i

F

Ohio Power Company
Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR

Staff DR 19-001 Attachment 158

Paga 10f3Q

Page 1 of 2

50

AMO

**Please Do Not submit bank statements or staple/paperclip multiple reporty
**Attendees: Attach list to cover chost OR use the functionality within NOVA

Are International Receipts Included? Y / N

ROMAN, THOMAS M

{ Expense Report
Number 175 Date 14 Aug 2012 }Gross Claim 103350. 75
Status Unsubmitted " [Porsonat 0.00]
[Period 30 Jun 2012 to 13 Jul 2012 Net Clalm 103356, 75]
lﬁ;’"'m‘ 0000062268 Inivlllon 103 - I‘comp-ny Paid 0.00
lumo [Roman, THOMAS M [g""""'" Paid 103350.75
CA Deduction 0.00
'Purpm I;g;lzﬂnplds - Hota! Rooms MSR June 29, Iiolmburummt 0.00
. {Tots) Recovery 0.00

{Refarence
|Report tems |
Number 1 ory |Hote! mount 482.32|
umber R ory |Hotel ount 452.32)
Number 3 0 |Hotel {Amount 462.32
Number 4 ory Hotsl [Amount 482.32
Number 5 [Category |Hotel JAmount 462.32
Number 8___|Catagory Piuul lamount 462.32)
[Rumber _'Z [Category Hatel [Ameunt 462.32)
r g T L3 ) ]
http://ohaephqes23 1/ReportServlet iNum=5112930365365088388 1134505830683 5 &1Type=3

8/15/2012


mailto:e39ensenOTort@aep.con1

Ohlo Power Company

Case No, 12-3265-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Atlachment 158
Page 2 of 30

Page 2 of 2

fHotet  [Amount 482.32

jHotel [Amount 452.32

Hotel mount 482.32

otel Amount 482.32

Hotsl lAmount 482.32

[Hotel mount 482 32

JHotal mtunt 462,32

JHots! Amaunt 482,32

Hotel JAmount 482,32

Hotal Amount 482.32

JHotel ount 462.32

Hotet lAmount 482.32

[Hotal Amount AB2,

{Hote! Amount 924,68

Hobel Amaut 924.68]

Hotel ount 924.68]

Hotel JAmount 462.32

{Hote| IAmoaunt -ME.74

[Hotel Amount 34B8.74

IHoteI ourt 115.68]

Hotel [Amount 115.38

. JHote! Amount 115.58

Number 3¢ [Category JHotel ount 254.52
Number 31 Icmory |Hotel  JAmount 254.52
INumbor 32 |Category JHotet mount 264,52
Number 33  [Cwtegory ~ {Hotel [Amaunt 264.52
INumtm a4 lcn.gory Hotel Amount 254.52
Number 35 |Category Hotel mount 42324.41
Numbar 38 IHUM JAmount 21827.88]
Numbaer 37 stegory |Hotel |Amount 25086.56)

§/15/2012

http://ohaephqas23 1/ReportServiet?Num=511293036536508838811345058306835&Type~3
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Chio Power Company

Cage No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Stal DR 19-001 Attachment 158
Page 3 of 30

4550 Hitton Corporate Drive :
-Ohla, 43232 FoRT RAPIDS 1-877-337-7527
el 514-868-1360 INDGOR WATEEFANK WESORT infa@fortrapkis.com
Fax.'614-863-3581 www. fortrapids.com
GROUP FOLIO
pretud INVOICE NO. INVOICE DATE 07/13/12
x ACCOUNT NAME AP
. ACOOUNT NO. GBR 160090  ARRIVAL of/30/12
=, % FOLIO TYPE Cument DEPARTURE o7/52/12
X ROOM KD, N0, GUESTS r
Seq.| Date [Transaction Description RaffComments Room {Q Amourt  |TX|SF
45 703712 Direct BIB E: INLSOL43/AEP, AEP /D40, V: 1 25452|1 1€
48 103712 Rooms #: IN15D143/ AEF, AEP 010 V:no show room 1 2IBODO!N | C
Lodging Tax 2180
Smien Tex 14.72
47 !ﬂi}q Rooms E1 INL6D2A3/AEP, AEP f010 Vino show room 1. Z2IB00|N | C
Lodging Yux 180
Salas Tax 14.72
48 103112 Mastarcard E: INLSO143/AEF, AEP /010 V:no show reom 276 1 (254.82)| 1 | C
45 {03/1Z Rooms E: INLOD1447AEP, AEP /011 V:no show room 1 21B.00{ N | C
Lndging Teax 2180
. . Sates Tax 1a.72
50 07/03/12 Mastercard | E: IN1GO144/AEP, AEP /011 Vinc show roomn 250 1 (254523 1 ; C
51 /03/12 Rooms E: IN160144/AEP, AEP /011 Vino show ;uomn| 280 1 ABDOIN| C
Lodging Tax 2180
Sales Tax 1472
. 03712 Direct Bl E: IN150308/AEP, AEP 003, V: 1 127.26{1 | C
'/03/12 Rooms Et mmm{m, AEP /003 V:no show charge 1 1000|N | C
. Lodging Tax 1080
Salen Tt 7-36
54 103]12 Rooms E; TH16D399/AEP; AEP 004 Vino show room 1 10900 N | A
Lodging Tax 10.90
’l Sales Tax 7.36
55 J03]12; Rooms E: INASCI09/ AEP, AEP [0D4 V:no show room 318 h 105001 N | A
l.odginﬂ Tax 10.90
7.8
56 m:n.:q Rooms E'INMIAEP,AEPIW!VMMM 1 100.00 N | C
Ladging Ta 1090
Salos Tax 7.36
-7 7]03]12 Rooms Ez IN168400/AEP, AEP JOO5 V:ino show room 321 1 106.06|N | €
T 10.80
y Tax 1.36
58 103117 Rooms E: IN180401/AEP, AEP f005 ¥:no show room 3 109.00|N | A
Tax 10.90
‘J Sales Yax 7.38
£ P7/05/12 Rooms E: INL16040L/AEP, AEP {006 Vino show room 403 1 llll::g: NIA
Tex
Sales Toox 736
60 Rooms & IN160405/AEP, AEP :em V:ino show tooms 1 10900|N | A
Wm lg-;g
51 0r/G3/1] Rooms | A nusuuslm, AEP 010 Vino show rooms 504 1 109000 N | A
Lodging Tax 3 10.90
- Sales Tex 7.36
62 bwos; Reoms E: INL504DE] AER, AEP D11 V:no Show room 1 10900 N{ A
Lodging Tex 10.90
. Sales Tax 738
p7/03712 Rooms E: INL60406/AEF, AEP /011 Vino show room 508 |1 10900/ ¥ | A
Tax . 1050
Salaw Tax 738
Printdse  07/13/12

This B¥ ks in azrency : US dollar

Page )

Signatire X
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Ohio Power Company

Case No. 12.3255-EL-RDR.

Staff DR 18-001 Attachment 15B
Page 1 of 30

Expense Report : . Page 1 of 2

" 30
NOVA Receipts Cover Sheet
Emal Receipts to:  "Expense Support” (expensesupport@uep.com)

of Send Recepts by AEP Accounts Payable, /o Receipts Admin
Company Mail or US Mail to: 301 Clevelsnd Ave SW, Canton, OH 44702-1623
oquired Receints - DO, AMOUNT
ALL original intarmnational receipts must be maded to the address shown above
ALL purchased materials and services ~ Hotel/Motel stays - Intzroational Travel
ALL transactions $75 or more made with cash or personal credit card

ALL safety shoe/tboot purchases & small package shipping charges (UPS/FedEx)
ALL purchased softwars (canned) ~ IT involvement is required

*4Pluase Do N_dt submit bank statements or staple/paperclip muokiple reports
**Attendees: Attach list to cover sheet OR use the functionality within NO VA

Are Internstional Receipts Included? ¥ / IN

Y iH R 1 HIN
i 1 3 + i 1l B Ry KL
.

ROMAN, THOMAS M

[ Expense Report
Number 176 Dato 14 Aug 2012 [Gross Clalm 103360.76
Status Unsubmitted " {Personal 0.00)
Pariod 30 Jun 2012 to 13 Jul 2012 INut Cialm 103350.75
Empioyoe ﬁmw lmmon 103 - |gompany Pald 0.0
INmm Jaomn. THOMAS M E‘“‘"""’ Paid 103350.75
}'UM l;g:tznapids - Hotel Rooms MSR June 29, }::hmr::nt g:o
. [Tolal Rocovery 0.00

|[Raference

|
|Hotel {Amount . 482 32|
|Hotel  JAmount 482,32
[Hotet Iamount 482.32
|Hotel {Amount 462.32
|Hotel JAmount A62.32
Cutegory |Hote! [Amount 48232
!Numbor p [Catogory |Hote! ___{Amount 482.32

hrtp:/fohaephqas23 I/ReportServiet7rNum=5 1 1293036536508838811345058306835&« Type=3 87152012


mailto:eaqenseiivpozt@aBp.can
http://ohaephq&s23l/RepQrtServIet?rNun%5dpS11293036S36S0883SBU34S05830683S&rType=3

Ohio Power Company
Case No. 12-32565-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Attachment 158

Page 2 of 30

Expense Report Page 2 of 2
: \ 452.32
482.32
aa0 482,32
i1 h 462.32
[Number . 12__|Category JHotel mount 452.32
{Number 13 [Category fHotel _ |Amount 482,32
Number 14 ory |Hotel {Amount 452.32
Number 1§ |Category |Hote! JAmount 462,32
Number 18__iCategory JHote! jAmount - 482.32]
luumbor 17 {Hotel JAmount 492.32
Numbar 18 ory JHotal [Amount 452,22
|[Number 19 [Catogory fHote| JAmount 452.32]
[Number 20 [Catogory JHotel _ |Amount 462.32
{Number 21 [Category JHote! Amount §24.68]

Number 22 ry [Hote! Amount 924.68]
kumber 23 |cnagory Hote! IAmount 024,88
|Numbor 24 |cn_ogc_>ry Hote! Amount 482,32
Number 25 ategory Hotel [Amount -348.74

{Number 26 [Category JHotel Amount 346.74]
{Number 2T togory JHotel Amount 115.58]
{Number 28 _|Calegory I_Hotal {Amount 115.38
INumbur 20 . |Category Hotel [Amount 115.58
Number 30 |Category |Hatel JAmount 264.52]
{Number 31 [Category [Hotel  [Amount - 264,52
Number a2 ory |Hota) JAmount 264,52
INumber 33 Iclhgory Hotal JAmount 264 52
{Number 34 [Catogory |Hotal JAmount 254,52
[Number 35 [Category |Hotel [Amount 4232444
{Number 36 _[Category |Hote! Amount 21827.88
[Number 37 [Cutegory JHatel  {Amount 25086.58

http:/lohaephqas23 1 /ReportServiet}Num=511293036536508838811345058306835&Type=3 #/1512012
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4560 Hifton Corporate Drive

Ohio Powear Campany

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR

Staff DR 18-001 Attachment 158
- Pape 3 of 30

0o, 43232 Forr RArDSs 14773377527
Wel: 514-868-1380 TNDOOR WATEEFARK KERORT _ Info@fortrapids.com
Fax. 614-863-3581 www.fortraplds.com
GROUP FOLIO
prefans INVOICE NO. INVOICE DATE 07/12/12
x ACCOUNT NAME  AEP
x° ACCOUNT NO. 160090  ARRIVAL 08/30/12
xx, x FOLIO TYPE Curent DEPARTURE 07/11/12
x ROOM NO. NO. GUESTS 2
Seq.| Date Description ReffComments Room |Q Amourt  ITX|S/F
45 J03/13| Direct Bill E: IN1SO1437AEP, AEP /01D, V1 1 254521 €
46 703 /1% Rovas £: IN160143/AEP, AEP /D10 Vino show room q 1 ZABDOIN; C
hodglog T 2180
Sales T 14.72
47 103718 Roows Et INIG0143/ AEF, AEP JO10 Vino show room 1. 2800 N | C
Lodglng Tex .80
Sulis Tax 14,72
48 F03/12] Mastarcard Er IN1601437AEDP, AEP /01D Vine show room 276 1 (25452)| 1§ C
49 07/03/15 Rooms E: IN1GD144/AEP, AEP /011 V:no shew room n) 1 1B00IN| C
Lodging Tax 1180
' - Sales Taox 1472
50 103/1% Mastercand || B2 INIGO144 [ AER, AEP jO11 WMMmomn] 280 1 (25452)| 1 | C
51 10311 Roome ' E! IN1GO144/AEP, AEP JO11 V:no show roomn| 280 1 8.D0(N | €
Lodging Tax 21,80
Sales Tao © szl
. Iﬁlg Direct B! E: INASDI0R/AEP, AEP /003, Vs 1 12726|1 | C
103112 Ropms €: IN1SDI9B/AEP, AEP /003 V:no show charge 1 109.00|N | €
N ng Tax 10.00
Sales Tax 7.38
54 Q0rf03/1 Rooms €: IN16O398/AEP, AEP [004 V:n0 show room n 1 10800 N | A
ng 1090
Tax r|£ 7.36 :
55 D7/03/13 Rooms B INIE!IIMIAEF, AEP JOU4 Vino show room 318 1 10900|N | A
1 [ .4 10.90
j Sales T 7.36
56 TIHO!I Rooma E: INIS0400/AEP, AEP /005 Vino show room nj 1 10000 N | C
10390
Sales Tax 738
57 Ilﬂnﬂ Rooms E: IN16040D/AEP, AEP [005 V:no show room E vl ] 1 10.00|N | C
Lociging Tax 1090
- Sales Tax 7.36
58 j03/12 Rooms E: IN16D401/AEP, AEP f0O V:no show room 1 16908[N | A
Lodging Tax 10.90
. Sales Tax 1.36
L) 103712 Rooms E: IN160401/AEP, AEP [00S Vino show room 403 1 1090DI N[ A
Lodging Tex 1053
Salas Tax 736
60 P7/03/12 Rooms E: IN160405/AER, AEP /010 Vino show rooms 1 108.00( N| A
Ledging Tex . 10.50
Snles Tax 7.36
1 103/13 Roows E: INLSO405/AEP, AEP /010 Voo show rooms 504 1 10800 N | A
Lodging Tt - 10.80
. Sales Tax 7.36
62 103/12 Rooms E3 IN1GOL0S/AZP, AEP /D11 Vino show room 1 10900| K { A
Lodping Tax 10.90
. Seles Tax 7.36
7/03/12 Rooms Er IN160406/AEP, AEP {011 V:no show room 508 1 10000 N | A
Rodginy Tax . 1090
Bates Tax 7.36
Printdebe; 07723712

ﬁhwhhm:usm

Pagel
Signahure X
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Expense Report

Ohio Power Company

Case Nao. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Attachment 15A
Page 1 of 64

Page 1 of 1

NOVA Receipts Cover Sheet

Emad Receipteto:  “Expense Suppart” (sxpunsssuppurt@asp.cam)
..of Send Receiptsby ~ AEF Accounts Payalle, ¢/o Raceipts Admin

Complny Mailo: US Mailto: 301 Cleveland Ave BW, Canhn, OH 44701-1623

ALLonanal m;mnhoml receipts must be mailed to the address shown above

ALL purchased materials and services — Hotel/Motel stays — International Travel
ALL transactions $75 or more made with cagh or persons credit card

ALL safety shoeiboot purchases & small package shipping charges (UPS/FedEx)
ALL purchased software (cannead) — IT inwolvement is required

*Please Do Not submit bauk statements or staple/paperclip multiple reports
“*Aitendees: Attach list to cover sheet OR use the functiomality within NOVA

Are International Receipts Incloded? Y / IN

ROMAN, THOMAS M

| Expense Report
mber 158 [Date 0B Aug 2012 [Gross Clalm 51977.92
tatus lunsubmitted |Personal 0.00
lPericd 0B Jul 2012 to 08 Jul 2012 [Net Claim 51977.62
mployee ID[00000E2258_ [Division [103 |Company Pald 1 0.00
%me [ROMAN, THOMAS M - {Company Pald 2 51677.02
EA Daduction o,nol
’;rpon [Camfort Inn Lima - Hote! Rooms MSR 6/28/12 |[Redrbusemant 0.0
'otal Recovery 0.004
Refsrence i
[Report items
[Number I1_[Category JHote! Jamount { 51877.92

http:f/ohacphqas231/ReportServlet Num=-61331924022673440051 1345057546724 ExType=3 8/15/2012


http://ohBepbqas231/ReportServlel?rNum=-6133l92402267344005n345057546724&rType-3

{hio Power Company
Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Attachment 154

Page 2 of 64
[l i '
Comfort Inn (OH486) Accourt: 862543
. 1210 Netdreoht Rd m w2
Comiory Uima, O 45201 : Antvel Dater: 71112
i {410) 2284251 ‘ Departure Dute: 78112
'n PNBICL ROTELS GM.OH486@cholcehatol.oom Check in Time:
Chack Out Time:
American Electric Power Rawards Program 10:
Ty You ware checkad out by:
1210 Newbrooht You were checied Inby:
Lima, OH 45801 Total Balance Dus: 0.00
PostDess. . " Demcripllon®: T YL Clmmam. | L T . - -Amount
T2 Room Charge © #151 Ametican Elaciric Powsr, 1 75,99
T2 Stain Tax 484
M2 City / County Tex 228
T2 Sglos / Mieq tax 228
w2 Room Charge . #255 American Electiic Power, 2 - 75.98
Tz State Tax Toape
N2 City / County Tax 228
iz Salos / Misc tax 228
Mn2 RoomCharge #257 American Eleciric Power, 3 7599
TNz State Tex 484
.wmz City / County Tex 228
mnz Sales / Misc tax 228
Mz Room Charge #2683 American Electric Power, ¢ 75.00
Thitz State Tax 484
M2 City { County Tax 228
T2 Sales / Misc tax 228
nn2 Room Charge £284 Amarican Elackic Power, 5 7569
THH2 State Tax 484
THH2 City / County Tex _ 22
iz Sales / Wiec tax 228
THHZ Room Ghargs <. %265 American Flaciric Power, § 75.99
THAMZ State Tax <ot ) 484
Nz ity I County Tex 228
TMH2 Sales 7 Misc tax 228
T2 Roor Charge #2668 American Elechic Powst, 7 75,09
T2 Staste Tax 494
T2 ity / County Tax 228
M2 Sales / Misc tax 2.28
mnz Room Charge #257 Amasican Elactric Power, 8 7589


http://76.ee

Ohio Power Company

Casa No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 16-001 Aftachment 14
Page 1 of 115

Expense Report . Page 1 0f 2
0 - @
NOVA Receipts Cover Sheet

Emgsil Receipts to:  "Expense Support” (expensesupporti@aeep.cam)

..ot Send Receipts by AEF Accounts Payable, ¢/o Receipts Admin -

Company Mail or US Mailfo: 301 Cleveland Ave SW, Canton, OH 44702-1623
Re prajpls - NO MINIMIUNM DO R AMOUN

ALY original international receipts nxust b mailed to the address shown sbove

ALL purchased materials and gexrvices — Hotel/Mote! staye — Intarnational Travel

ALL transactions §75 ér more made with cash or personal credit card

ALL safety shoesboot purchases & small pacieage shipping charges (UPS/FedEx)}
ALL purchased software (canned) — IT involvement is required

“+Please Do Not submit bank statements or staple/paperclip multiple reports
»*Attendess: Attach List to cover sheet OR use the functionality within NOVA

quired

Are International Receipts Tncluded? ¥ / IN

RCMAN, THOMAS M

| Expense Report |
[Number  [173 [Dats [14 Aug 2012 Groes Clalm 50248.13}
|Status Unsubmitted Personal 0.00
{Parbod 02 Jul 2012 to 18 Jul 2012 ' ot Claim 50248.12,
[Employee logoooszzss  [owielon  f109 Company Paid 0.0}
Name  jROMAN, THOMAS Company Paid 60248.13)
}, urpose IEﬂrgaaﬂa s;sih;o{igrumhu & Dublin - Hotal Rooms }x::mnm gﬂ
T [Total Recavery 0.00
[Reterence
|Report Hems
Number 1 ory Hetel IAmount 150.81
|Hurnbor 2 tegory Hotel IAmounid 150.64
Number 3 ory Hotel __ [Amount 15061
|Humhcr _—%ory Hotel _ [Amount 160.61
Number 5 ory Hotel Amount 150.81
MNumber 2y [Hots! Amount 451.83]
'Numhur |Catogory !Hotsl Amount 434.31!

hitp:/fohasphgasZ32/ReportServlet tNum=-250525292 7639073929 1134736304404 0&r Type=3 91112012


mailto:e1penaes191iNnt@aep.eonO
http://obaep%7dvtas232/El�portSexvlet?rNum=*2S0S2S292763907392911347363044040&rType==3

Expensc Report

INumbnr Iﬂ It.‘stngpq

JHotel

Jamount

Ohio Pawer Company

Case No. 12-3265-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Attachment 14
Page 2 of 115

Page 2 of 2

301.22}

Number lg Eugg IHotal Enuﬂt
|Nurnlm 19 tegary Hotsl ount

——

umber 11 jCategory {Hotal Amount 503,
INumbor 12__[Category [Hotsl __ JAmount 868.62)
tog JAmount 1509.57
jAmount 160.61
ount 1013.38)
mount 1054.27}
[Number 17__|Catsgory ount £03.66}
INumber 18 _ [Category |Hotel Amount 903.88
|Number 19 [Catagery |Hotsl ount 28020.00
Number 20 Icahgoq_ Hotel nt 8414.72
INumlur 21 [Category [Hotel Amount 1783.28]

http://ohaephqas232/ReportServietNum=.25052529275390739291 1347363044040& rType=3

9/11/2012


http://o%5diaeph(i9s232/ReportServlet?iNum%5e2S0S2S2927639073929%5d1347363044040&r'IVpe�3

Ohio Power Company

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 19-001 Attachment 14
Page 3 of 115

Sep 10 12 04:54p HalmsBrisooe 6145277038 p.2
y TELXPUONT 60 k- 000 “""5....
IMNASSY LRITES .o
-— -mw
l NAME 8 ADDRESS i | HOTELE ‘ e biltun.com o7 1 K HILTORE
ELECTRIC, AMERICAN ROCM TINTOBN
us ARRIVAL DATE a2 HrRRO0AN
CEPARTURE DATE TRo012 1:X2:00PM
ADULTICHLD v
ROOM RATE | 3+-T..
RATE PLAN (LY ]
Mhanon @
A
COMFIRMATION NUMEER ; BSM4500)
Lyt PAGE 1
DAt ~ OESCRIFTION. Joo B T Riewo | CouRgmy T oins | DT AR
WVmtI  OUESTRODM MARTING 441083 NnBoo
oINR012  RM-STATETAX MARTRY 441982 | _Fal
WHIEHG R OCCUPANCY TAX MARTING 4o $1250
TN M MMTCH  © aaamny $i50m
M2 GUESTROOM BT FrrT e *129.00
THRZ  RM-STATETAX a7y e (¥ ]
THROIZ | A QCGUPANCY TAX o -y Ham _
TR0 (MG MM SULLER At £1R0n
BALANCE 5080
mvlmm 1 L
[ STAY TOTAL ;
ROOM & T $18051 B2 I
1
GALY TOTAL $1E0.84 :hmzz !
| accoonTID T ’ BATEOF CHARGR o
NG “0414 AN IA1D0AM 1B A I
pr———— T AnERTATON oeTHL
| ELECTRIC, AVERICGAN 30830
EBTABLISHMENT NO & ESTABLIBHNENT AGREES TD RSN & SAVIES B
LOCATION TRANEWY TO CARD HOLDER FOR —— e e e ]
TAXES
weae 0 T T T

ettty «  L——t

ML Mt ARSI SES WIS PONCRASITS OF Tl CALR SEALL %OT B RTURIES Pinl & G Jois min

PAVSENT LN 10N LECLIFY



http://I10TX1.II

Ohio Fower Company

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Attachment 138
Page 19 of 30

MEBAIT FTATA Y.
ATRIDA, (U 45707
TELEPGONE (M7 30008 FAX (Ml) 35348
NERERVATIONS
l NAME & ADERERS 1 . www.hition com or 1 300 HILYONS
gﬂ. MR OO
ATE ROUTE $h2 TE
o o ARRIVAL DA!
u:l TENE, O 4570 DEPARTURE DATE
ABULT/CHILD
RO RATE
RATE PLAN
Hhorors #
m
TaME  BAGE 4
DATE DESCRIPTION [ REFNO CHARGER SRS BALANCE
Maxiz | CANCELLATION CHARGE BRTTANY Merar ¥
Moz | STATETAX BRITTANY E ] s
TR | QCCUPANCY TAX BRITTANY ez 7.
o NG mPB BRITTANY 346708 E1 TRV
SALANCE o0
ACCOUNT HO DATE OF CHARDR T
NC 1318 07242 wITOOPM BIE D I
CARD MENEIL MAME AFTFOREATION TETIAL
AEPT, AEP c18206
ESTABLISHMENT NO & ESTABLISHMENT AGREES TO PURCHASEN & FRAVICKE
LOCATION TRANSMIT 7O CARD HOLUER FOR
TAXED
T8 & baRC

ERCAAADARE AN, IMEVICED PURLIASIT: 104 290 CARD REAL 3P MARETORNED KIE A CAN MIRA

JAYMENT DUR UM Rtutrs




Expense Report

Chlo Power Company

Casge No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 19-001 Attachment 134
Page 10f 69

NOVA Receipts Cover Sheet

Email Receipts bo:
... or Send Beceipts by
Company Mail or US Mail to:

Required B

ALL original

.
cogptyx - INU

ional

“Expense Suppart” {expensesupport@aep.com)

AFP Acconnts Fayable, c/o Recelpte Admin
301 Cleveland Ave SW, Canton, OH 44702-1623

ANIMUM DOLLAR AMOUNT

raceipts must be meiled to the addrass shown above
ALY purchased msterials and services — Hotel/Mote! stays — International Travel
ALL transactions $§75 or mere made with cash or personal credit eard

ALL safery shoefboct purchases & small parkage shipping charges (UPS/FedBEx)
ALL purchased software (canned) — IT mvolvament is raquired

**Flease Do Not submit bank statements or staple/papesclip multiple reporis

Pege ] of 2

0

asAttendees: Aftach list to cover shoet OR ure the fanctionaKity within NOVA
Are International Receipts Tncluded? ¥ / N

SHIELDS, ROBERTA L
| Expense Report
Number 86 Date |18 Jul 2012 Groas Claim 24055 .52
Btatuy Bubmitted Parsonal 0.00
Period 13 Jul 2012 to 13 Jul 2012 jNot Cluim 24055521
Em, 1D {0000054714 [Divialon [250 Pald 1 0.00
Name SHIELDS, ROBERTA L Company Pald 2 24055.52
|CA Deduction 0.00]
Purposs 301 rooms at 70.00 and 1 room i 85.00/ Relmbursememt 0.00
‘ofal Recovery 0.00
[Refarence
|Report tems |
INumber 1 Hotel nt 24055.652
% 13 Jul 2012 Enm rporate Card nt 0.0
Code [510 cafion_[Unised Statas [Comp. Paid 1 0.0
F_xm [Expense {Cliant _{Comp. Pald 2 24055.6_2!
] 1 T !

btp://ohacphqas23 1 /ReportServiet?rNum=47122222 789599824791 1342641 745371 &+ Ty...  7/18/2012



Expense Report

l""""'" Imo UNIVERSITY ,ouwaml ,mmmlamwy on ¥ 0.00

Ohin Power Company

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Atlachment 13A
Page 2 of 69

Page 2 of 2

[Fin. Cods  iSee &l

[Description [See Folio Roquired | ]
[Taxes 0.00} 0.00[VAT 0.00
Num of

Units 301|Nights Guldoline Dot it
| Folo tem

Number 1 RO 2107000

Datw 13 Jul 2012 0,
GLCode  [S10 i - pcovery on # 0.00
|Fin. Code  [250.11455.DISTR.DMS120P2. DOP0180360.1860082.228....610

|Description [301 @ 70

Follo item

Number JRoom Rala {Amount 65.00)
IDm 13 Jul 2012 Meth.Pmt.Corporate Card Pers.Amonnt 0
[sLcode 510 [Guidoline } Rinlimited{Recovery on #2 0.00

IFin. Code  ]250.11455.DISTR. DMS120P02.DOP0150350. 1850662.228....510

1Description |1 @ 65.00

! Folla itam

Iﬂumhar 3 Fﬂgﬂ JRoem Tax Amount 1428.12
13 Jul 2012 Math.Pmt|Corporate Card {Pers Amount

IBL Cods  |510 Gukieline Juntimitac|Recovery on ¥3 0,

Fin. Code §0.11455 DISTR.DMS120P02. DOPO185380.1860082.228... 514

[Deseription fatate

| Folo bem

iNumbar M |Categrory [Other Room Tax [Amount 1268.10
13 Juj 2012 Meth.Pmt. te Card sraAmount 0

IGL Code IS1D |Guklsllm | ]Unlhnﬂadll!nmq on 0.00,

[Fin. Code  {250.11455.DISTR.OMS120P02.00P0180360.1860082.228....510

I[Denaﬂlptlau Jiodging tax

Follo item
{Number |5 [Category [Laundry/Dry Cleaning  |Amount 224.30{
Date 13 Jul 2092 Pmt{Corporate Card [PereAmount o]
GL Code 10 Guldeline [unimitec|Recovery on #8 0.00

[Fin. Code  [250,11455.DISTR.OMS120P02.00P0180380.18560092.228.....510

{Description Jlaundry svc for out of town AEP empioyses

http://ohasphqas?31/ReportServiet7rNum=471222227895998247911342641745371 &rTy... 7/18/2012


http://ofaae%5d%5eas231/ReportSeivlet7rNum=-47122222789599824791134264174S371ftrIV

Ohio Power Company
Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR

Staff DR 18-001 AHlachment 13A
Page 3 of 89
° And Corderence Cender
831 Richland Avenue
Athens, Ohin 45701
{740) 595-8661
Fax: (740) 682-5189
AEP Storm Room - Robby Shields
Stats Routs 682 Room Number
Athens OH - 45701 UNITED STATES No. of Guosts [H

Guest Folio

- A Depirtun

. 06/30/2012 07122012

[Dater ~ ;y Quanity Charge DUsgrpion, o> - 32 .

06130112 1 up
<< 452454 / Jogon X / 364 »>

06130112 1 State Tax 473 473 .73
<< 452434 / Juson X / 364 >>

06302 1 Lodging Tax 420 4.20 78.93
<< 452454 / Jason X / 364 »>

06/30112 1 Group 70.00 7000 14B.93
<< 452452 / Hack X ¥ 154 >»

063012 1 State Tax 473 473 153.68
<< 452452 FHack X 7154 »»

06/30r12 1 Lodging Tax 420 420 157.88
<< 452452 / Hack X / 154 >»

D8/30/12 1 Growp 70.00 70.00 227.86
<< 52450 / Crace Tim / 358 >>

0B/30/12 1 State Tax 473 473 232,59
<< 52450 / Craca Tim / 358 »»

06/30/12 1 Lodging Tax 420 420 238.79
<< 452450 / Crace Tim / 358 »>

08/30/12 1  Group 70.00 70,00 206.79
<< £52438/ Roger X/ 128 >»

08730112 1 State Tax 473 473 a11.52
<< 452438 / Roger X/ 128 >>

06130112 1 Lodging Tax 4,20 420 316.72
<< 452438/ Roger X /128 >»

08/30/12 *  Group 70.00 T0.0D 38672
<< 452438 / Shoeter X / 358 >>

06/30112 1 State Tax 473 473 390.45

<< 452436 / Shostor X/ 3508 >>


http://70.ro

Ohio Power Compary
Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR

Staff DR $8-001 Atiachment 13A
Page 4 of 69
® And Conference Conley
891 Richland Avenue
Atheng, Ohio 45701
(740) 593-6651
Fax: (740) 592-5159
AEP Storm Room - Robhy Shisids
Stote Route 682 Room Numbar
Athans OH - 45701 UNITED STATES No. of Gussts 0
Guest Folio
[ArrivaiDate ™ - Departure Dafe: T%cr T 7 T op o ", T 7 Toveic Number]

452435 1 166376

dml - ‘]

<« 452438 / Skeatar X / 356 »>

06/aoM2 1 Group 70.00 70.00 464,66
<< 452448 / Hale Roy / 344 >>

08130712 1 State Tax 473 473 489.38
<< 452448 / Hale Koy / 344 >>

06/30M2 1 Lodging Tax 4.20 4.20 473.58
<< 452448 / Hole Roy / 344 >>

06/30/12 1 Group 70.00 70.00 543.58
<< 452433 / Goodwin Brook / 266 >>

08730712 1 State Tax 4.73 473 548,31
<< 452433 / Goodwin Brook / 266 >>

0a/a0r2 1 Llodglng Tax 4.20 420 552.51
<< 452433 / Goodwin Brook / 266 >>

06/30/12 1 Group 70.00 70.00 622.51
<< 452448 / Bill X / 248 >>

08/30112 1 State Tax 473 475 82r.24
<< 452446 /8l X 1248 >>

0B8/30M12 1 Lodging Tax 420 | 420 631.44
<< 452446 F Bt X 7 248 >>

06/30112 1 Group 70.00 7006 701.44
<< 452444 / Gene X /132 >> '

063012 1 State Tax 473 473 708.17
<< 452444 / Gone X/ 132 >>

06/30/12 1 Lodging Tax 420 420 710.37
<< 452444 / Gone X 7132 >>

063012 T Group 70.00 70.00 780.37

<< 452442 f Gooodwin Bront / 250 »>



Otiio Power Company

Case No. 12-3256-EL-RDR
Staffl DR 19-001 Attachment 8A
Page 1 of 54

Expense Report Page 1 of 2

@
NOVA Receipts Cover Sheet

Email Receiptsto:  "Expense Support” (expensesupport@aep.cam)

.. of Send Receiptaby  AEP Acconnty Payable, ¢ o Recepts Adimn
Company Maif or US Majlto: 301 Cleveland Ave S\, Canton, OH $4702-1623

ed Recempts - NO MINIMNMUN DO IO

ALL onginal international receipts must be mailed to the addrese shown above

ALL purchased materials and services ~ Hotel/Motel stays ~ International Travel
ALL trausactions £75 or more made with cash or pessonal credn card

ALL safety shoe/boot purchases & small package shipping charges (UPS/FedEx)
ALL purchased software (canned) - IT mvolvement is required

*“Please D)o Not subinit bank statements or sraple ‘paperclip multiple yeports
**Artendees Attach list to cover sheet OR use the fanchiauality witldn NOVA

“ & & 8w

Are Inrernational Receipts Included? Y/ N

Broowsligot
Number 322 Date  |16Acp 2012 JGross Claim | 917679
tus Submitted Perscnal 0.00§
rlod 10 Jul 2012 to 11 Jul 2012 Claim 9175.79,
. Ployee  |onooozeazs mem 0 ‘?m’ Paid 0.00
Puama |FischeR, cheriL E““P'"V Pald 917579
{CA Deduction 0.00
Purpose {g%g;MWESTERN ZANESVILLE DURING [Reimbursement 0.00
[Total Recovery 0.00)
ategory JHotsl Amount 227.67
te ~ [Hotel Amount 456.34
pry |Hotel [Amount 303,56
tagory [Hotel mount 303.56]

hitn: i fohRrnhrat? 1R erard Larulolehh mm = AT EIATOD AP AAATAR L $ 98 s pnammmn s


mailto:B39et1e8a11pport@aep.eom

Ohio Power Company
Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR

Staff DR 10-001 Attachment 6A
Page 2 of 54
Expense Report Page 2 of 2

Number {5 Jcategory |Hotsl __ ]Amount 303.56]
Number Hotel Amount 803.56
Number Hotel unt 303.66
Number 8 fHotal 303,58
Number ory ‘|Hotet jAmount 303.56)
Number Y ~ Hotel [Amount 303,56

mbéer JHoted Amount 303,56}
Number Hotel [Amount 303.66]
Number JHotal wount 303.58]
Number [Hote! [Amount 303.58]
Number JHotel 524.33]
Number |Hotel {Amount 531.23]
Numbsr ~Hotel aunt 303.56]

umber [Hotei unt 303.55!
Number JHotel {Antount 303,56
Nymhbar Sategary _HHotel Amaunt 683.04
[Number 21 {Category JHotel Amount 683,01
!Numw 22 {Cate JHote! Arrount 683.01
Number 23 tegory MHotel [Amoum B83.04
[Number 24 [Category JHotal unt 154.78

fitr HnhaarthnanP17V/0 mme s nee dmiBBTo e

ANADNSARARS R SRS -

CET R


http://303.se

Ohio Power Company

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Attachment BA
Page 3 of B4

BEST WESTERN B.R. GUEST (740) 453-6300
4929 EAST PIKE
ZANESVILLE, OH 43701
C/0 07/10/2012 09:09 AM TERESA
Room # 226-A
Cont # 74101
Registered To: Arrival 0710712
Departure 07/10/12
AEP, COMPANY
Room Type BKNG-BUSINESS
’ Guests 2/0
Payment  Visa/Master
Q- Acct W0X-1000L-K00-0951
[“Posting—  Uper  Accto  Description " From “Reference Amourit J
07/07/92  KENDR RC ROOM CHARGE $65.99
07/07112 KENDR 9 STATE TAX 54,620
07/07/12 KENDR 91 COUNTY TAX si.oas
07/07/12  KENDR %2 TOWNSHIP TAX 50.66
07/07/112  KENDR 93 CFA TAX $2.64
07/07/12  KENDR SF SAFE 51.15
07/08/11  LATON RC ROOM CHARGE 565.99
07/08/427  LATOR ¢ STATE TAX 64.62
07/08/12  LATON 91 COUNTY TAX 54.98
O7/08712  LATON @2 TOWNSHIP TAX $0.66
D7/08/12  LATON 93 CFA TAX $2.64
07/08/12  LATON SF SAFE $1.15
07/09/12  SARAH  RC ROOM CHARGE 565.99
07/09/12  SARAH 9 STATE TAX $4.62
07/09/12  SARAH # COUNTY TAX $1.93
O7/09/12  SARAR W2 TOWNSHIP TAX 50.66
07/09/12  SARAH 91 CFA TAX 52.64
07/09/12 SARAH  SF SAFE $1.15
07/10/12  TERESA MA MISC. ADJUSTMNT 3 safes 53,45
D7/10/12  TERESA V5 PAYMENT VISA/MC 0953 - 067755 £227.67-
l Balance Due l $0.00 l




#a/15/2812 01:26 F4p45335693
BEST WESTERN B.R. GUEST
4929 EAST PIKE
TANEWVILLE, OH 43701
C/0 077142012 10:20 AW YERESA
Ragistered To;
AEP,
»
n -

TR .o CORM 1E eICo - Rt ion
07/05/12 marsha  RL ROOM CWE
07/05712 mardwm 9 STATE TAX
07/0512  marsha 9 COLNTY TAX
07/05/12 manta W2 TOWNSHIP TAX
O7/05/92  marsha 93 CFA TAX
o751 mersh SF SHFE
07/66712  KENDR  RC ROOM CHARGE
V06412 KENDR ¢ STATE TAX
g7/06/12  KENDR 9% COUNTY TAX
O7/05/47  KENDR %2 TOWHSHIP TAX
Or/pes17 KENDR 93 CFA TAX
Q7/06/12 KENDR SF SAFE
O7/07/12  KEMDR  AC ROGM CHARGE
oririn KENDR % STATE TAX
OIOT/42 KENDR W COUNTY TAX
Q70712 KENOR %2 TOWNSHIP TAX
D77 KENR 93 CFATAX
O7H7/12  KENDR  SF SAFE
07/08/12  LATON RC ROOM CHARGE
o7/08/12 LATON @ STATE TAX
o7/08/1Z  LATON & COUNTY TAX

Ohio Power Company
Case No. 12-3265-EL-RDR

Staff DR 18-001 Aftachment 6A
Page 4 of 54
PAGE 82
740)4!¥3~63m
Anam # 1WA
Conf # 74
Arrval  OfDRI12
Degarture THHI1/12
Guesty 180
Payment R/ Master
Acxt OR=20000- 00 X-019583

R ok o e TR b L

55,00

ﬂibz

' $1.9
i 80.66
S2.54

| $1.15
f 53.99
.64

| $1.98
S0.66

$1.64

51.15

{55 09

= .ﬂ

41.98

2 “

£ 84
K1.15

Ls 9

fat. 82

B1. 9

1 ofid




Dhio Power Company
Case No. 12-3255-EL-ROR
Siaff DR 19-001 Attachment 2A

Page 4 of 22
BEST WESTER« B.R. GUEST {740) 453-6300
4929 EAST PIKE
ZANESVILLE, OM | 43701
C/0 07/07/2012 9:52 AM TERESA

Roam ¥ 210-A

Conf # 73844
Registered To: Arrival 07/02/12

arture 07/05/12

AEP, POWER COMPANY Dep

Room Type 20QNS5-2 queen
) Guests 1/0

Payment Cash
{)-

[ Posting AcctCo  Description Fro Reference Amaunt ]
07102712 RC ROOM CHARGE $65.99
07/02/12 9 STATE TAX 94.62
07702412 91 COUNTY TAX 51.98
07/02/12 92 TOWNSHIP TAX £0.66
07/Q2/12 93 CFA TAX §2,64
07702412 5F SAFE 51.18
07703712 RC ROOM CHARGE 565.99
C7/031M2 9 STATE TAX $4.62
07103/12 91 COUNTY TAX $1.98
07/03/12 92 TOWNSHIP TAX $0.66
07703/12 93 CFA TAX S2.64
ori03/12 SF SAFE $1.15
gr/04/12 RC ROOM CHARGE $63.99
o112 9 STATE TAX £4.62
07/04/12 n COUNTY TAX $1.98
07104412 75 TOWNSHIP TAX $0.86
07/04/12 2] CFA TAX $2.64
0710412 SF SAFE $1.15
P7/05/12 MA MISC, ADJUSTMNT SAFE £3.45-
OT105/42 Vs PAYMENT VISA/MC 4813 - 013330 $217.67-

[ Balance bue $0.00 |




]

1
BEST WESTERN B.R. GUEST

4929 EAST PIKE
ZANESVILLE, OH | 43701

|
I
'
1
C/0 07/07/2012 $9:51 A TERESA

|

!

\
Registered To: |
AEP, POWER COMPANY

i

0- |

Ohie Power Company

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 19-001 Attachment 24
Page 5 of 22

(740} 453-6300

Room # 203-A

Conf # 73342
Arrtval 07102112

Departure 07/05/12

Room Type 20N5-2 queen
Guests 1710

Payment (ash

[ Postioe___Pper  AcciCo  Description ~ Refarence Amount ]
07/027/12  wosle  RC ROOM CHARGE $65.99
07/02/12 m 9 STATE TaX 54.62
07/02/12 " COUNTY TAX $1.98
07/02/12  rosle 92 TOWNSHIP TAX 50.66
0702112 wse 93 CFA TAX $2.64
07/02/12 fe  SF SAFE $1.15
07/03/12 TON RC ROOM CHARGE $65.99
07/03/12 TON 9 STATE TAX 4,62
07/03/12  TATON 91 COUNTY TAX §1.98
07/03/12 ‘cﬁww 92 TOWNSHIP TAX $0.66
07/03/12 TON 9 CFA TAX §2.64
07/03/12  UATON SF SAFE $1.15
07/04/12 RC ROGM CHARGE $65.99
07/04/12 H o9 STATE TAX $4.62
07/04112 RAH 91 COUNTY TAX 51,96
07/04112 h 52 TOWNSHIP TAX $0.66
07/04112 % CFA TAX 52.64
C7/04/12  $KRAH  SF SAFE $1.15
07/05/12  TERESA MA MISC. ADJUSTMNT 3 safes $3.45-
07/05/12  TERESA Vs PAYMENT YISA/MC 4813 - 090661 ' §277.67-

l Balance Due I S0.00I




Ci ﬁfﬂy ‘Va[lé_z/ 2209 CHERRY VALLEY ROAD

Loy T

!AEP

NEWARK, OH 43055

Dascription
RESTAURANT CHARGE
CITY OCCUPANCY TAK
OCCUPANCY TAX CHARGE
ROOM CHARGE

RM BALES TAX CHARGE

Qty

176
178
176
178

Chio Power Company

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 19-001 Attachment 7A
Page1of7

FOLIO SUMMARY
Account: 10000354987

Arrivai; 07/09/12

Deperture: 07112112

Room; 452

Rate: $0.00
Charges/Cradits
$15,00
5484 64
$464 B4
515,488.00
£1.084.18
BALANCE DUE: $17.516.44



.

*AEP

Type

ac
RM
RST

G &ﬂy ‘Va& 2299 CHERRY VALLEY ROAD

Lol

NEWARK, OH 43055

Description
RESTAURANT CHARGE
CITY DCCUPANCY TAX
OCCUPANCY TAX CHARGE
ROOM CHARGE

RM SALES TAX CHARGE

Qty

176
178
178
176

Chio Power Company

Case No, 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 18-001 Attachment 7A
Page 10of 7

FOLIO SUMMARY
Account: 10000354987

Arrival; 07/06/12

Departure: 07/12/12

Room; 452

Rate: $0.00
Charges/Credits
$15.00
546464
54564 64
$15,488.00
51,084.°6
BALANCE DUE: $17.516.44



QOhio Power Company
Case No, 12-3265-EL-RDR

Staft DR 18-001 Altachment 7A

- Page 3of7
? CHERRY VALLEY LODGE
229% CHERRY VALLEY RQOAD
Cﬁeny o L2
_[,gdgg 740.780,1200 740.784.8800
INVOICE
Account; 10000001582
MS. CHER! FISHER ;
AMERICAN ELECTRIC POWER (AEP) Date: 7/26/2012
777 HOPEWELL DRIVE
HEATH, OH 43058 US
INVOICE DATE DESCRIPTION ORIGINAL AMT AMOUNT DUE
10000002918
0719112 DIRECT BiLL DB #10000354887, *"AEP $17,516.44 $17,516.44
‘5””’%’ b,
M o 0b-R9~41Z 7’79/4’1 /,
/ J(Jy 7 d’ (( 6'(" s
AEP Lo Ak Uhum. Ko :; /
A amne ), W A
/nw,/{l ul 7»7 a W 4 AELL mama,
CURRENT 30 DAYS 60 DAYS 90 DAYS 120 DAYS BALANCE DUE

$17.5168.44 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $17.516.44




Ohio Power Company
Cese No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 19-001 Attachment 7A
Page 4 of 7

Invoice Date: 7/27/12
Due Date: 8/27/12

Dear Valued Client,

Thank you for choosing the Cherry Valley Lodge for your lodging needs.
Enclosed Is an Invoice for the charges which were direct billed to you, as

requested.

We appreciate if payment is remitted by due date, if not received in this time
frame a 2% financiai charge may be applied each month on the outstanding
balance.

We sincerely appreciate your continued patronage, and would like to thank you
once again for considering the Cherry Valiey Lodge for future lodging needs.

Thank You,

Kyle Byrd

Accounts Receivable

Cherry Vailey Lodge

2299 Cherry Vailey Rd.

Newark, Ohio, 43055

P 740.788.1369

F 740.788.1388

E kbyrd@cherryvalleylodge.com

229 Cherry Valley Road » Newark, Ohio 43055 » Local: {740) 788-1200 » Reservations: {800) 7383-8008 » www.cherryvalieylodge.com


mailto:kbyrd@cherryvatIeylodge.com
http://www.cherryvallcylodgccom

Cﬁeﬂ}/ ‘Vﬂ[&y 2289 CHERRY VALLEY ROAD

*AEP

Type

EB§§

NEWARK, OH 43065

Description
RESTAURANT CHARGE
CITY OCCUPANCY TAX
OCCUPANCY TAX CHARGE
ROOM CHARGE

RM SALES TAX CHARGE

176
178
178
178

Chio Power Company

Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 19-001 Attachment 7A
Page 5 of 7

FOLIO SUMMARY
Account: 10000364087
Arrival; 07/09/12
Departure: 07/12/12
Room: 452
Rate: $0.00

Charges/Credits
§$15.00

$484.64

$484.84

$15.488.00
$1,084.16

BALANCE DUE: $17,516.44




Ohlo Power Company
Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 16-001 Attachment 7A

%\ PageBol7
rV CHERRY VALLEY LODGE
Cﬁeﬂy H&y 2289 CHERRY VALLEY ROAD
Lody

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE

€% NEWARK, OH 43055 FOLIO
Account: 10000354987
*AEP Arvival: 07/08/12
Departure; 07/12/12
Room: 452
Rate: $0.00
ACCOUNT/TYPE GUEBT NAME /NOTE AMOUNT
10000354427 ENERGY CO OP $206.32
10000354428 ENERGY CO OP $298.32
10000354428 ENERGY CO OP $268.32
10000354430 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354431 ENERGY CO OP $298.32
10000354432 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
100003564433 ENERGYCOOP $208,32
10000354434 LATHAM, MR JOE $298.32
10000354435 ENERGY CO OP $298.32
10000354438 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354437 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354438 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354439 ENERGY CO OP $298.32
10000354440 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354441 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354442 MILLER, MR NIiCK $497.20
10000354444 ENERGY CO OP $298.32
10000364445 ENERGY CO OP $298.32
10000354448 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354447 ENERGY CO OP $208,32
10000354448 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354791 HUNTER, MR, BILL $397.76
10000354801 ENERGY CO OP SONY & SWANSON $307.76
10000354802 ENERGY CO OP $357.76
10000354804 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
" 10D0OD354B05 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354805 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354807 ENERGY CO OP $407.20
10000354808 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354810 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354811 ENERGY CO OP $307.76
10000354812 ENERGY CO OP $307.78
10000354813 ENERGY CO OP $397.76




Ohlp Power Company
Case No. 12-3255-EL-RDR
Staff DR 10-D01 Atachment 7A

V Page 7 of 7
% U allpyy CHERRY VALLEY LODGE
CherryValley v cveray vaiey roo
Lodge

NEWARK, OH 43055 FOLIO
Account: 10000354987
*AEP Arrival: 07/09/12
Doparture: 07/12/12
Room: 452
Rate: $0.00
ACCOUNT/TYPE GUEST NAME / NOTE AMOUNT
10000364816 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354848 ENERGY CO OP $98.44
10000354817 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354618 ENERGY CO OP $387.76
10000354819 ENERGY CO OP $59.44
10000354820 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354832 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000364833 ENERGY CO OP $59.44
10000364834 ENERGY CO OP $512.20
10000354835 ENERGY CO OP $208.32
10000354836 ENERGY CO OP $298.32
10000354837 ENERGY CO OP $298.32
10000354848 ENERGY CO OP $307.76
10000354848 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354850 ENERGY CO OP $387.76
10000354851 ENERGY CO OP $397.76
10000354879 ENERGY CO OP $198.88
10000354880 ENERGY CO OP $106.88
10000354884 ENERGY CO OP $198.88
10000354885 ENERGY CO OP $198.88
10000356011 ENERGY CO OP §99.44

BALANCE DUE: $17,51B.44J




