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I.
INTRODUCTION
Pursuant to the Commission’s Entry of December 11, 2013, Ohio Edison Company (“Ohio Edison”), The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company (“CEI”), and The Toledo Edison Company (“Toledo Edison”) (collectively, the “Companies”), respectfully file their comments on the rules contained in Chapter 4901:1-9 of the Ohio Administrative Code (“O.A.C.”).  Although Staff did not propose any changes to these rules, the Companies propose a few amendments that will assist in the administrative and regulatory process at the Commission as well as provide consistency with current practice.  The Companies appreciate the opportunity to comment and respectfully request the Commission consider their comments and appropriately modify the proposed rules.
II.
FACTORS TO CONSIDER
Pursuant to Section 119.032, Ohio Revised Code, the Commission must consider the following factors when it reviews the rules and determines whether the rules should be amended, rescinded or continued without change:

(a) Whether the rules should be continued, without amendment, be amended or be rescinded, taking into consideration the purpose, scope and intent of the statute under which the rule was adopted;

(b) Whether the rule needs amendment or rescission to give more flexibility at the local level;

(c) Whether the rule needs amendment to eliminate unnecessary paperwork; and

(d) Whether the rule duplicates, overlaps with, or conflicts with other rules.

Additionally, pursuant to the Governor’s Executive Order 2011-01K, the Commission must: 
(a) Determine the impact that a rule has on small businesses;
(b) Attempt to balance the critical objections of regulation and the cost of compliance by the regulated parties; and

(c) Amend or rescind rules that are unnecessary, ineffective, contradictory, redundant, inefficient, or needlessly burdensome, or that have had negative unintended consequences, or unnecessarily impede business growth.
In presenting their comments to the proposed rules, the Companies will attempt to address those factors when appropriate.  

III.
COMMENTS AND MODIFICATIONS TO CHAPTER 4901:1-9 RULES

A.
Rule 4901:1-9-06:  Retention of records

The Companies have several changes to the Rule 4901:1-9-06 Appendix in order to make the Commission’s rules on record retention more consistent with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) regulations.
  The changes will eliminate unnecessary paperwork, save on document retention costs and eliminate the conflict that the Commission rules have with the FERC regulations as required by Section 119.032, Ohio Revised Code.  Attachment 1 lists the specific items contained in the Appendix that should specifically be amended to reflect the same time period provided for in the FERC regulations.  

B.
Rule 4901:1-9-07(C):  Electric Line Extension Cost Estimates

Subsection (C) of Rule 4901:1-9-07 governs cost estimates for line extensions.  The rule currently provides:

(C)   Cost estimates

(1)  Within ten business days of a request, the electric utility shall provide    a nonbinding good faith cost estimate for the line extension project.

(2)  Within forty-five calendar days of a request, the electric utility shall provide a binding firm cost estimate for the line extension project.  Under the circumstance where the electric utility requires further relevant information, the electric utility shall contact the customer and shall provide firm cost estimate no more than ten calendar days from the receipt of the required information.  
If the customer provides all needed relevant information, the Companies are able to provide a nonbinding good faith cost estimate within ten business days.  Then, the Companies are able to provide within forty-five days a binding firm cost estimate.  However, if all needed relevant information is not provided by the customer, then the timeframes need to be adjusted to reflect that circumstance.  It is the Companies’ experience that often times the customer does not provide all needed relevant information in the first instance, requiring the Companies to go back to the customer and request further information.  The Companies must then wait for the customer to provide the needed information before a good faith estimate may be prepared.  In those instances, where the Companies have no control over if and when they will receive the relevant information, the Companies should still receive the full ten business days for a nonbinding estimate and the full forty-five days to provide a binding firm cost estimate.  The Companies’ timeframe to respond would then be the same as when the customer does provide all needed information.  Consequently, the Companies request that the Commission amend the current rule as follows:

(C) Cost estimates

(1)  Within ten business days of a request, the electric utility shall provide    a nonbinding good faith cost estimate for the line extension project or contact the customer and advise that it requires further relevant information.  Under the circumstance where the electric utility requires further relevant information, the electric utility shall contact the customer and shall provide a nonbinding good faith cost estimate no more than ten calendar days from the receipt of the required information.  
(2)  Within forty-five calendar days of a request, the electric utility shall provide a binding firm cost estimate for the line extension project.  Under the circumstance where the electric utility requires further relevant information, the electric utility shall contact the customer and shall provide firm cost estimate no more than ten forty-five calendar days from the receipt of the required information.  
IV.
CONCLUSION
The Companies appreciate the opportunity to comment on the rules contained in Chapter 4901:1-9.  The Companies urge the Commission to adopt the recommendations of the Companies set forth above.
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