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From: webmaster@puc.state.oh.us 
To: PUCO ContactThePUCO 
Subject: 85506 
Received: 1/1/2015 12:36:17 PM 
Message: 
WEB ID: 85506 AT:0I-01-2015 at 12:36 PM 

Related Case Number; 

TYPE: comment 

NAME: Mrs. Veronica Pavia 

CONTACT SENDER ? No 

MAILING ADDRESS: 

• 8016 N Gannett Rd 
• Sagamore Hills, Ohio 44067 
• USA 
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PHONE INFORMATION: 

• Home: (no home phone provided?) 
• Alternative: (no alternative phone provided?) 

• ¥ ax: (no fax number provided?) 

E-MAIL: halroni(groadrunner.com 

INDUSTRY:Electric 

ACCOUNT INFORMATION: 

• Company: Ohio Edison 

• Name on account: Harold W Pavia 
• Service address: 8016 N Gannett Rd, Sagamore Hills, OH 44067 
• Service phone: 330-468-3706 
• Account Number: 11 00 09 3228 3 2 

COMMENT DESCRIPTION: 

RE Case No: 14-1297-EL-SSO I am opposed to First Energy's proposal to force its customers to 
guarantee revenues to its 55-year old Sammis coal plant in Stratton, Ohio, through 2031. The 
proposal would force its customers to pay all operating costs along with guaranteed profits to its 
subsidiary, FirstEnergy Solutions. The proposed charges are designed to eliminate all ofthe 
competitive market risks for FirstEnergy Solutions, the owner ofthe coal-burning units at 
Sammis (as well as the nuclear facility Davis-Besse), by forcing those risks onto the monthly 
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electric bills of FirstEnergy's monopolized customers. First Energy's assertion that this plan 
would ultimately save money for consumers is based on purely speculative assumptions about 
future energy costs. This proposal is bad for electricity consumers, bad for business and bad for 
the environment. First Energy, not its customers, would derive all benefits from this proposal. It's 
not right and it's not fair. 
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