BEFORE
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO

In the Matter of the Application of Duke )
Energy Ohio for Authority to Establish a )
Standard Service Offer Pursuant to Section )
4928.143, Revised Code, in the Form of )  Case No. 14-841-EL-SSO
an Electric Security Plan, Accounting )
Modifications and Tariffs for Generation )
Service. )
In the Matter of the Application of Duke )
Energy Ohio for Authority to Amend its )

)

Certified Supplier Tariff, P.U.C.O. No. 20.

Case No. 14-842-EL-ATA

RESPONSES OF PEOPLE WORKING COOPERATIVELY, INC. TO
DUKE ENERGY OHIO’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Comes now People Working Cooperatively, Inc. pursuant to Rules 4901-1-19 and 4901-
1-20 of the Ohio Administrative Code, and submits its Responses to the First Set of
Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents propounded by Duke Energy Ohio.

INTERROGATORIES

1. Identify each person who answered or furnished information or documents, or assisted in
answering or in furnishing any information or documents, used in answering any of these
Interrogatories and/or Requests for Production of Documents, and identify each
Interrogatory and/or Document Request for which such person participated in the
response.

RESPONSE: Legal counsel responded to each of these interrogatories and requests for
production of documents.

2. Identify each person whom PWC intends to call to testify at the hearings in the above-

captioned matters. To the extent PWC claims that it has not made a final determination as



to which witnesses it intends to call to testify on its behalf, please supplement this
response as soon as such a determination is made.
RESPONSE: PWC has not yet identified a witness in this proceeding.
For each person identified in response to Interrogatory No. 2 above, please state (1) the
subject matter upon which the witness is expected to testify; (2) the facts to which each
witness is expected to testify; (3) the opinions to be rendered by each witness; (4) a
summary of the witness’s qualifications to provide the testimony; and (5) a summary of
each witness’s testimony. To the extent PWC claims that it has not made a final
determination as to witnesses it intends to call to testify, please supplement this response
as soon as such a determination is made.
RESPONSE: Not Applicable.
Please identify each expert whom PWC has retained or is in the process of retaining to
testify in the above-captioned proceedings. If the response indicates that a decision has
not been made, please supplement the response as soon as the decision is made.
RESPONSE: Please refer to PWC’ response to Interrogatory No. 2.
For each expert identified in response to Interrogatory No. 4 above, please state (1) the
subject matter upon which the witness is expected to testify; (2) the facts to which each
expert is expected to testify; (3) the opinions to be rendered by each expert; (4) a
summary of the expert’s qualifications to provide the testimony; and (5) a summary of
each expert’s testimony.
RESPONSE: Not applicable.
For each witness identified in response to Interrogatory Nos. 2 and 4 above, please
identify all proceedings in all jurisdictions in which the witness has offered evidence,
including but not limited to, pre-filed testimony, sworn statements, and live testimony.

For each response, please provide the following:
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(a) the jurisdiction in which the testimony or statement was pre-filed, offered, given,
or admitted into the record;

(b) the administrative agency and/or court in which the testimony or statement was
pre-filed, offered, admitted, or given;

(©) the date(s) the testimony or statement was pre-filed, offered, admitted, or given;

(d) the identifying number for the case or proceeding in which the testimony or

statement was pre-filed, offered, admitted, or given;

(e) whether the witness was cross-examined; and
€3] the custodian of the transcripts and pre-filed testimony or statements for each
proceeding.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

For each expert identified in Interrogatory No. 4, above, please identify all documents
provided by PWC to the expert. To the extent that PWC contends that any such
documents are privileged, please provide a privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Identify all documents or other evidence that PWC may seek to introduce as exhibits or
for purposes of witness examination in any proceeding related to the above-captioned
matter. To the extent that PWC contends that any such documents are privileged, please
provide a privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information that is
protected by the attorney work product and/ or attorney-client privileges. Without
waiving such objections, at this time PWC has not identified any documents or other
evidence that it will introduce as exhibits in this proceeding.

Provide a list of each meeting, teleconference, or communication (written or oral),

between PWC and any entity in the case, or member of any entity exhibiting interest in

the case, regarding the any or all of the components of the electric security plan described
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10.

11.

in the above-referenced matter and/or the procedural posture of these proceedings. For
purposes of this Interrogatory, “entity exhibiting interest” includes any interested party
that has not filed a motion to intervene in the above-captioned proceedings and “list”
means to identify the date of each meeting, teleconference, or communication, each
person in attendance at same, and the topics discussed. To the extent that PWC contends
that any such documents are privileged, please provide a privilege log for same.
RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it is not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks information that is protected by
the attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without waiving these
objections, PWC maintains no log of its communications with other parties.

Provide a list of each meeting, teleconference, or communication (written or oral),
between PWC and any Intervening Party, or member of any Intervening Party, regarding
the any or all of the components of the electric security plan described in the above-
referenced matter and/or the procedural posture of these proceedings. For purposes of
this Interrogatory, “intervening party” includes any party to have filed a motion to
intervene in the above-captioned proceedings and “list” means to identify the date of each
meeting, teleconference, or communication, each person in attendance at same, and the
topics discussed. To the extent that PWC contends that any such documents are
privileged, please provide a privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it is not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks information that is protected by
the attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without waiving these
objections, PWC maintains no log of its communications with other parties.|

Identify all communications that PWC has had with PUCO Commissioners regarding the
Company’s proposed ESP, as filed in these proceedings. For purposes of this
Interrogatory, “identify” means to provide the (1) name of each Commissioner with

whom PWC has communicated; (2) the date(s) on which each communication occurred;

and (3) the name of each other person present during the communication.
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12.

13.

14.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Identify all communications that PWC has had with PUCO Commission Staff regarding
the Company’s proposed ESP, as filed in these proceedings. For purposes of this
Interrogatory, “identify” means to provide the (1) name of each Commissioner Staff
member with whom PWC has communicated; (2) the date(s) on which each
communication occurred; and (3) the name of each other person present during the
communication.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Please state whether there are any agreements between PWC and any Intervening Party to
the above-captioned proceedings, or any member or affiliate of an Intervening Party to
the proceeding, that concern said proceedings. “Agreements” mean written or oral terms
agreed upon by the participants and include, but are not limited to, protective agreements,
confidentiality agreements, joint defense agreements, agreements to support or oppose
any item or position, and any other commitments made among PWC and any Intervening
Party. For purposes of this Interrogatory, “intervening party” includes any party to have
filed a motion to intervene in the above-captioned proceedings. To the extent that PWC
contends that any such documents are privileged, please provide a privilege log for same.
RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks information that is protected by
the attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without waiving these
objections, PWC has entered into no such agreement.

If the answer to Interrogatory No. 13, above, is in the affirmative, please identify each
agreement and the other parties to same. To the extent that PWC contends that any such

documents are privileged, please provide a privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.



15.

16.

17.

Please state whether there are any agreements between PWC and any entity exhibiting
interest in the above-captioned proceedings, or any member or affiliate of an entity
exhibiting interest to the proceeding, that concern said proceeding. “Agreements" mean
written or oral terms agreed upon by the participants and include, but are not limited to,
protective agreements, confidentiality agreements, joint defense agreements, agreements
to support or oppose any item or position, and any other commitments made among PWC
and any entity exhibiting interest in the above-captioned proceedings. For purposes of
this Interrogatory, “entity exhibiting interest” includes any party that has not filed a
motion to intervene in the above-captioned proceedings. To the extent that PWC
contends that any such documents are privileged, please provide a privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it is not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks information that is protected by
the attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without waiving these
objections, PWC has entered into no such agreement.

If the answer to Interrogatory No. 15, above, is in the affirmative, please identify each
agreement and the other parties to same. To the extent that PWC contends that any such
documents are privileged, please provide a privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

State whether any long-term forecasts of wholesale energy prices have been prepared by
or on behalf of the PWC within the last twenty-four months. For purposes of this
Interrogatory, “long-term” means a period of at least, but not limited to, three years. To
the extent that PWC contends that any such documents are privileged, please provide a
privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks information that is protected by

the attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without waiving these
objections, PWC nor anyone on its behalf has prepared such forecasts...
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18.

19.

State whether any long-term forecasts of the wholesale capacity prices have been prepared
by or on behalf of PWC within the last twenty-four months. For purposes of this
Interrogatory, “long term” means a period of at least, but not limited to, three years. To
the extent that PWC contends that any such documents are privileged, please provide a
privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it is not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks information that is protected by the
attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without waiving these objections,
no such forecasts have been prepared.

Please state whether you agree to supplement your responses to these Interrogatories and

Document Requests.

RESPONSE: PWC agrees to supplement its responses to the extent that relevant

information or documents become available that are not subject 1o an objection or
privilege.

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Produce all forecasts of the wholesale energy market in the possession, custody, or

control of PWC, regardless of the person or entity to have prepared said forecast.
RESPONSE: See response to Interrogatory No. 17.

Produce all forecasts of the wholesale capacity market in the possession, custody, or
control of PWC, regardless of the person or entity to have prepared said forecast.
RESPONSE: See response to Interrogatory No. 18.

Any and all documents identified or referenced in response to any of the foregoing
Interrogatories.

RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Any and all documents that contain any information used, reviewed, or referenced in

preparing PWC’s responses to any of the foregoing Interrogatories.
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RESPONSE: Not applicable.

Any and all documents that PWC may introduce as exhibits or use for purposes of
witness examination at any hearing related to the above-captioned matter.

RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it seeks information that is
protected by the attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without
waiving these objections, has not identified any responsive documents.

Any and all documents relating to the testimony of any of PWC’s witnesses and/or
expert witnesses including, but not limited to, any and all curricula vitae, repotrts, papers,
statements, notes, other documents, and any correspondence, communications, or other
documents exchanged between PWC and the expert.

RESPONSE: See Response to Interrogatory No. 2.

Any and all contracts for services between PWC and any expert retained or consulted to
provide opinions, testimony, evidence, or analysis in relation to the above-captioned
proceedings.

RESPONSE: See responses to Interrogatories No. 2 and 4.

Please provide copies of any and all documents, notes, presentations, and correspondence
(including but not limited to, letters, emails, telephone transcripts, etc.) between PWC
and any of the Intervening Parties, between January 1, 2013, and the present date
regarding any or all of the issues raised in the above-captioned proceedings and/or the
procedural posture of these proceedings. For purposes of this Document Request,
“Intervening Party” means any party to have filed a motion to intervene in the captioned
proceedings. To the extent that PWC contends that any such document is privileged,
please provide a privilege log for same.

RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it is not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks information that is protected by
the attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without waiving these

objections, PWC maintains no such compilation of records of its interactions or
communications with other parties.



9. Please provide copies of any and all documents, notes, presentations, and correspondence

(including but not limited to, letters, emails, telephone transcripts, etc.) between PWC
and any entity expressing interest in these proceedings, between January 1, 2013, and the
present date regarding any or all of the issues raised in the above-captioned proceedings,
including the procedural posture of same. For purposes of this Document Request,
“Entity Expressing Interest” means any party that has not filed a motion to intervene in
the captioned proceedings. To the extent that PWC contends that any such document is
privileged, please provide a privilege log for same.
RESPONSE: PWC objects to this Interrogatory because it is not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence and seeks information that is protected by
the attorney work product and/or attorney-client privileges. Without waiving these
objections, PWC maintains no such compilation of records of its interactions or
communications with any entity expressing interest in these proceedings.

10. Please provide copies of any and all documents reflecting communications (including but

not limited to, letters, emails, telephone transcripts, etc.) exchanged, shared and/or exchanged

between PWC and PUCO Commissioners, between January 1, 2013, and the present date

regarding any or all of the issues raised in the above-captioned proceedings. To the extent
that PWC contends that any such document is privileged, please provide a privilege log for
same.

RESPONSE: See response to Interrogatory No. 11.
11. Please provide copies of any and all documents reflecting communications
(including but not limited to, letters, emails, telephone transcripts, etc.)  exchanged,
shared and/or exchanged between PWC and PUCO Commission  Staff, between January 1,

2013, and the present date regarding any or all of the issues raised in the above-captioned



proceedings. To the extent that PWC contends that any such document is privileged,
please provide a privilege log for ~ same.

RESPONSE: See Response to Interrogatory No. 12.

Respectfully submitted,

Andrew J. Sondernigd (0008610)

Margeaux Kimbrough (0085152)

Kegler Brown Hill & Ritter Co., LPA

65 East State Street, Suite 1800

Columbus, Ohio 43215-4294

Telephone: (614) 462-5400

Fax: (614) 464-2634
asonderman@keglerbrown.com
mkimbrough@keglerbrown.com

Counsel For People Working Cooperatively, Inc.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing was served on the following parties this
6™ day of August, 2014 by regular U. S. Mail, overnight delivery or electronic delivery.

Andrew J ' Sondermz{nA/

Steven Beeler David F. Boehm

Thomas Lindgren Michael L. Kurtz

Ryan ORourke Jody M. Kyler Cohn

Assistant Attorneys General Boehm, Kurtz & Lowry

Public Utilities Section 36 East Seventh Street, Suite 1510
180 East Broad St., 6™ Floor Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Columbus, Ohio 43215 dboehm@BKLIawfirm.com
Steven.beeler@puc.state.oh.us mkurtz@BKLIawfirm.com
Thomas.lindgren@puc.state.oh.us ikylercohn@BKLlawfirm.com
Ryan.orouke@puc.state.oh.us Counsel for the Ohio Energy Group

Counsel for Staff of the Commission

Kevin R. Schmidt Mark A. Hayden

88 East Broad Street, Suite 1770 Jacob A. McDermott
Columbus, Ohio 43215 Scott J. Casto
schmidt@sppgrp.com FirstEnergy Service Company
Counsel for the Energy Professionals of | 76 South Main Street

Ohio Akron, Ohio 44308

haydenm@firstenergycorp.com
imcdermott@firstenergycorp.com
scasto@firstenergycorp.com

Counsel for FirstEnergy Solutions Corp.

Maureen R. Grady Judi L. Sobecki

Joseph P. Serio The Dayton Power and Light Company
Edmund “Tad” Berger 1065 Woodman Drive

Office of the Ohio Consumers’ Counsel Dayton, Ohio 45432

10 West Broad Street, Suite 1800 Judi.sobecki(@aes.com

Columbus, Ohio 43215-3485 Counsel for The Dayton Power and
Maureen.grady(@occ.ohio.gov Light Company

Joseph.serio@occ.ohio.gov
Edmund.berger@occ.ohio.gov

Counsel for the Ohio Consumers’
Counsel




Kimberly W. Bojko

Mallory M. Mohler

Carpenter Lipps & Leland LLP

280 Plaza, Suite 1300

280 North High Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215
Bojko@carpenterlipps.com
Mohler@carpenterlipps.com

Counsel for the Ohio Manufacturers’
Association

Joseph Oliker

Matthew White

6100 Emerald Parkway
Dublin, Ohio 43016
joliker(@igsenergy.com

mswhite(@igsenergy.com

Counsel for Interstate Gas Supply, Inc.

Joseph M. Clark

Direct Energy

21 East State Street, 19" Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215
joseph.clark(@directenergy.com

Counsel for Direct Energy Services,
LLC and Direct Energy Business, LLC

Gerit F. Hull

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellot, LLC

1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
12" Floor

Washington, DC 20006
ghull@eckertseamans.com

Counsel for Direct Energy Services,

LLC and Direct Energy Business, LL.C

Samuel C. Randazzo

Frank P. Darr

Matthew R. Pritchard

McNees Wallace & Nurick LLC
21 East State Street, 171 Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215
sam(@mwncmbh.com
fdarr@mwnemh.com
mpritchard@mwncemh.com
Counsel for Industrial Energy Users-
Ohio

Colleen L.. Mooney

Cathryn N. Loucas

Ohio Partners for Affordable Energy
231 West Lima Street
Findlay, Ohio 45839-1793
cmooney(@ohiopartners.org
cloucas@ohiopartners.org
Counsel for Ohio
Affordable Energy

Partners

for

Trent Dougherty

Ohio Environmental Council

1207 Grandview Avenue, Suite 201
Columbus, Ohio 43212-3449
tdougherty@theOEC.org

Counsel for the Ohio Environmental
Council

Steven T. Nourse

Matthew J. Satterwhite

Yazen Alami

American Electric Power Service
Corporation

1 Riverside Plaza 29" Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215
stnourse(aep.conm
mijsatterwhite(@aep.com
valami@aep.com

Counsel for Ohio Power Company




Christopher J. Allwein

Todd M. Williams

Williams Allwein and Moser, LLC
1500 West Third Avenue, Suite 330
Columbus, Ohio 43212
callwein@wamenergylaw.com
toddm@wamenergylaw.com
Counsel for the Sierra Club

Rebecca L. Hussey

Carpenter Lipps & Leland LLP

280 Plaza, Suite 1300

280 North High Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215
Hussey(@carpenterlipps.com
Counsel for The Kroger Company

Douglas E. Hart

441 Vine Street, Suite 4192

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
dhartt@douglasehart.com

Counsel for The Greater Cincinnati
Health Council

M. Howard Petricoff

Michael J. Settineri

Gretchen L. Petrucci

Vorys, Sater, Seymour, and Pease, LLP
52 East Gay Street

P.O. Box 1008

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1008
mhpetricoffl@vorys.com
mjsettineri{@vorys.com
glpetrucci(@vorys.com

Counsel for Constellation NewEnergy,
Inc. and Exelon Generation Company,
LLC

Cynthia Fonner Brady

Exelon Business Services Company
4300 Winfield Road

Warrenville, Illinois 60555
Cynthia.brady(@constellation.com
For Constellation NewEnegy, Inc.

David I. Fein

Vice President, State Government
Affairs - East

Exelon Corporation

10 South Dearborn Street, 47™ Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60603
David.feinf@exeloncorp.com

For Exelon Corporation

Lael Campbell

Exelon

101 Constitution Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 2001
Lael.Campbell@constellation.com
For Constellation NewEnergy, Inc.

M. Howard Petricoff

Special Assistant Attorney General

Vorys, Sater, Seymour, and Pease, LLP

52 East Gay Street

P.O. Box 1008

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1008
mhpetricoff{@)vorys.com

Counsel for Miami University and the
University of Cincinnati




M. Howard Petricoff

Michael J. Settineri

Gretchen L. Petrucci

Vorys, Sater, Seymour, and Pease, LLP
52 East Gay Street

P.O.Box 1008

Columbus, Ohio 43216-1008
mbpetricoffi@vorys.com
mjsettineri{@vorys.com
glpetrucci@yvorys.com

Counsel for the Retail Energy Supply
Association

Justin Vickers

Environmental Law & Policy Center
35 East Wacker Drive, Suite 1600
Chicago, 1llinois 60601
jvickers@elpc.org

Counsel for the Environmental Law &
Policy Center

Gregory J. Poulos

EnerNOC, Inc.

471 E. Broad Street, Suite 1520
Columbus, Ohio 43215
gpoulos(@enernoc.com
Counsel for EnerNOC, Inc.

Samantha Williams

Natural Resources Defense Council
20 N. Wacker Drive, Suite 1600
Chicago, Illinois 60606
swilliams(@nrde.org

Counsel for the Natural Resources
Defense Council

Thomas J. O'Brien

Bricker & Eckler LLP

100 South Third Street

Columbus, Ohio 43215-4291
tobrien(@bricker.com

Counsel for the City of Cincinnati

Rick D. Chamberlain

Behrens, Wheeler, & Chamberlain

6 N.E. 63rd Street, Suite 400

Oklahoma City, OK 73105
rchamberlain@okenergylaw.com
Counsel for Wal-Mart Stores East, LP
and Sam’s East, Inc.

Donald L. Mason

Michael R. Traven

Roetzel & Andress, LPA

155 E. Broad Street, 12" Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215
dmason(@ralaw.com
miraven(iralaw.com

Counsel for Wal-Mart Stores East, LP
and Sam’s East, Inc.

Amy B. Spiller

Rocco D’ Ascenzo

Jeanne W. Kingery

Assistant General Counsel

Duke Energy Ohio, Inc.

155 E Broad St., F1 21

Columbus, OH 43215-3629
Amy.spiller@duke-energy.com
Rocco.d’ascenzo@duke-energy.com
Jeanne.kingery(@duke-energy.com
Elizabeth. watts@duke-energy.com
Counscl for Duke Energy Ohio, Inc.
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