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BEFORE THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO

In the Matter of the Application of Ohio )

Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric )

MNuminating Company, and The Toledo ) Case No. 07-551-EL-AIR
Edison Company for Authority to ) Case No. 07-552-EL-ATA
Increase Rates for Distribution Service, ) Case No. 07-553-EL-AAM
Modify Certain Accounting Practices ) Case No. 07-554-EL-UNC
and for Tariff Approvals ) |

SUPPLEMENTAL TESTIMONY OF
STEVEN E. OUELLETTE
ON BEHALF OF
OHIO EDISON COMPANY

THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING COMPANY
THE TOLEDO EDISON COMPANY

Management policies, practices, and organization
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Revenue Requirements
Gross Rev. Conversion Factor
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PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME FOR THE RECORD.

. My name is Steven E. Ouellette.

ARE YOU THE SAME STEVEN E. OUELLETTE THAT PROVIDED

INITTIAL TESTIMONY IN THIS PROCEEDING?
Yes, I am.

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE OF YOUR SUPPLEMENTAL TESTIMONY?

. The purpose of my Supplemental Testimony is to address certain objections of Ohio

Edison Company (“OE”), The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company ("CEI")
and The Toledo Edison Company (“TE”) (collectively, "Companies") to the Staff
Report that was filed with the Commission on December 4, 2007. | |

PLEASE IDENTIFY THE COMPANIES' OBJECTION THAT YOU WILL
BE ADDRESSING.,

T will be addressing Objection No. V.b.1.

DOES YOUR TESTIMONY REGARDING THESE OBJECTIONS APPLY
TO ALL THREE OPERATING COMPANIES?

Yes it does.

PLEASE IDENTIFY THE BASIS FOR THE COMPANIES' OBJECTION
NO. V.b.1

This objection deals with the up-front customer line extensiou payments in Section
VII - Service Connections and Line Extensions of the Rates and Tariffs portion of
the Staff Report in which Staff unreasonably reduced the Companies proposed up-

front line extension ﬁayments without explanation or support.
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PLEASE FURTHER EXPLAIN - THE OPERATING COMPANIES'
UNDERLYING RATIONALE FOR THEIR OBjECTTON NO.V.b.1.

The basis for the Companies proposed up front line extension charges is the
Commission’s Opinion and Order approving the Companies Stipulation and
Recommendation on line extension charges — Case Nos. 01-2708-EL-COI and 01-
3019-EL-UNC (“Stipulation™). In its approval, the Commission correctly noted
that the Stipulation, and the associated charges therein, (to which Staff itself was a
supporting signatory party to such charges) was the product of serious bargaining
aniong capable and knowledgeable parties, benefited ratepayers and the public
interest, and did not violate any important regulatory principle or practice. In that
proceeding Staff observed, pursuant to statute, that since line extensioﬁs constitute
new distribution facilities, customers may Be required to pay all or some of the

reasonable, incremental cost associated with installation. The Companies’ proposed

. up-front line extension charges in this proceeding support the policy of recovering

reasonable incremental costs associated with installation and are consistent with the
agreement reached among the parties in the Stipulation.
ARE THERE ANY OTHER REASONS TO SUPPORT THE COMPANIES’®

PROPOSED CHARGES?

A. Yes. The charges proposed by the Companies ensure that the Companies adequately

recover their incremental line extension costs se that they can continue to build
distribution facilities and thus fulfill their obligations to provide adequate service
while providing for an equitable sharing of those costs among all customers

requesting service from the new facilities. Without implementation of the proposed
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charges, the Companies will not adequately recover the costs associated with line
extensions until the next base rate proceeding. Staff’s reduction to up-front line
extension charges is unreasonable and unsupported and should be rejected.

WHY SHOULD THE COMPANIES BE PERMITTED TO RECEIVE 100%
OF DISTRBUTION RELATED LINE EXTENSION CHARGES FROM
CUSTOMERS TAKING SERVICE AT 69 KV AND ABOVE (GT
CUSTOMERS)?

Without full, up-front recovery of distribution company line extension costs from
the GT customers (this distribution line extension would be for the construction of
either 1) a radial feed to the GT customer; or 2) thé last span that connects the GT
customer to the transmission system), recovery of this relatively small component
of the cost to the customer will have to come from other ratepayers. |
DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR SUPPLEMENTAL TESTIMONY?

Yes, it does.
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IEU-Ohio Ex. L{

IEU-SET 3
Witness: Hussing

Case No. 07-551-EL-AIR, Case No. 07-552-EL-ATA, Case No. 07-553-EL-AAM,
Case No. 07-554-EL-UNC
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric lluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Authority to Increase Rates for Distribution Service, Modify Certain
. Accounling Practices and for Tanff Approvals

RESPONSES TO DATA REQUESTS

IEYY~-SET3 Toledo Edison Company Work Paper WPE-4.1p, page 5 of §, lists a ine ftem with the

Question- 17 description “D, Muni, Voltage Discounts”. For each customer classification listed, (RES,
SECONDARY, PRIMARY, SUB-T, TRANSMISSION, Special Contract-PRIMARY,
Special Confract-SECONDARY, Special Contraci-TRANSMISSION, Street Lig, Traffic
and POL) please provide the derivation of the amounts identified with this line item,
including a2 separate idenfification of the D, Muni and Yoliage Discounts components and
any subcomponents therein.

Response: For each customer classification listed on WPE-4.1p, the amount on the line “D,
Muni, Voltage Discounts” is comprised of distribution revenue, muni tax revenue,
and discounts, (collectively, “subcomponents®). Please see “IEU Set 3 -
17_Attachment 1.xis™ for the amounts associated with each subcomponent.

_ The total of each of these subcomponents is derived on Schedule E-4.1
{Curent) hased on the existing rate structure. The amounts from Schedule E-
4.1 (Cumrent) were then aflocated to the customer classifications on WPE-4.1p
based on historical average rates, where the average rates represented
historical revenues (discountis) for each subcomponent divided by historical sales
for the customers mapped to each customer classification.
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s Atachment 1
Tha Tolads Ediaon Company
Oistribution Revanue
I TARIFF I SPEG CT -
REVENUE ._Jimﬂ K T 58 [ G _ mul| i H ] 1 1 <)
Diatributien $52,616,900 540,663,083  §15431,412  $1,006316  $8,722810  $t,365,088 $579,467 £,
Muni Tax 231,453 Ja30.817 337,482 30 §24,396 $14,0% $i64 8¢
Disasunts 101 504 26 08d) {$278,857) £0
$82,848,778  $40,774,728 $6,700,9 [LLIK $2,077.501 $1,380,058 5303,134 50 ($£,272,078)  $5,693309 $118,478 1,265,285 $140,087 71%

Page 1 of1




§ 0gFweZ £ otiiss %

L S § cOgEet © ATVIOE'Y § [3FLIL S 9EEwEEL &

ARUBARY XEL U §0%5

T  wsol s 3 § cioe
5290 & OSTEL § DICUSL S.gvelr % ] $ warzoL § IereeZ § CRTOlyL 4 $ Zep0LL § GEM'PINE § ZCVOBCF § Covesrd § scuivedl ¢ oruanty XL Uay 8OO
025 (05 STIR0L  § vad'sos's & (LeTiase's)s § § sE0002 § mICeriitf ORBIZE % $OMCRAZ b eSO'LIOD § EECRILRET SOTCRLCLS ORAZINGLL S snusasy O 800
FROCOC'LS BieBLL ¢ BOLESY $ _ﬁn_m...u.m; § $ 0T80C § o_.n.it— SPREOF'E & $ CTLABE 8 PTOYSOCLS B6L'ILZ'SPE SOTNITYES 18
@GS ®FTD 3 s (ZiTwes 9 TITei0 ¢ Geevd & [oav § - $ (L IPMD XU UMY SO R3ESY HA5
(Get'es) ¢ (GO2'CH)  § (Ewzst) § (PER'SID) S $ par'zol ¢ .«..Sﬂu § (OST'E2Y MY (zag'oLl) § (CEFFIOE) & dLEr'pec'yt § (EB¥'CBIE) & ss.«xa: $ [$) 1MONIRY Uy MRS
gee'9s $ 9STEL % BLeze § eegsle S § LSOl ¢ ar'odw  § ©lo'0B0'Z A Tog'0kL § 0BG'ZES'T & GoU'ee's § OTSOCILE veeTRUIT ¢ (£'99) X)Wy BOS
pec'gec'L ¢ BLMEHE S S0RSER's § (riEIZOIE § YOL'E0E ¢ eSODRE'L 3 WOSLLRT § OOS'ISR ¢ 999'80M'6 § BILPAL'OFS eLLOMO'YES CEOLNDOFLS IUNDSH] eBEIA, "IN 'O
il
w04 s BN KOMEMSIVLL Tt 4eNe AMVHIHS  ANYONOOTS  NOIWBIWSNYEL .. hﬂEz%«E Lans AV PiEd oag $3 oL ueadyszeq
T [ rTT WAL WieL [Ty Wt g Ty
SIBA LY ONUARY VISR
Aurdwon Vostpy OpMOL 4L
SUIESNH £ IRBRUNM
0§ 208,
e $09 10; Buidde pesodaid 1o JuauND UCs(Ra opeloL B4 Iwurdhic
e
-~

oy OO :m_ __

e E e v e mpewe B B

Sl trarn b o e a e Rt + 7% e lionbinl e metebdeil 1 et

P

Nt o mchan o ke 4



E by

Vol. 3, p. 436

@z

469)
b5T
(oe8)

fL
TR
IO

LIVHINGD

6 -x3 o1yO-N3l

TYE
1]

gD

e
be
(gL}
W'

10¢

%I

ge

2"y
=

612

°REeg

ot
13
&
@

:ER 14

Wiz
{18}
lgag
515}
{1

(o)

8ac'c
¥
Rz
88
8
e

'z
111
r'z

Big')s

rHi's
250'a
Zk

¢

598'2
U
tit
8
8L
as)
(T}

L0

%KeViL

(78]

'

102°)

105°2)
Zee'g)
DES'02

d9

%e0'e

av'irl

Lie'se
195°4E
§y8'0L
0

9’54
958's
ee's
9'e
A2 LL
{299'08!
TLIBOE

RO L
{vor'c)

LE5'91E

0Ll'eY
0T
gsa'ze
e

OPE'iLE
00212
s
92
LO'6YE
{1eaarD)
558°08t
o

%0
114

1oy )
(e

iz}
£PE'sal
15T

EITeR
s

sz
Po0La

ekl
L9214
105 4]

Biri'Les

T8
'ty
BEL'LS
L

rig ey

Div'Ee
aLret
pog's

O350
{aco'e.0
20T

TeLlBy
avioL

wniy 18 ey
KBL PV MUCOUY 180y

L BLICEY IO,
L R TR
SUXE) MUOOU| PRAIN

XE L SWODU] (BI8GES WBLND
X8, HUCN| ARG WD
R, GUICOUY |R307 JRLHYY
OB} BUSON(

EhE) BB SOy

peuadvy Sugessdy o)

ot W A v

AxD DT SWODU) URY) D Sile )
weuadiy udgemLOUY 19
PEURCID UCBINILEY MO)
SN NS0 WO

135usdxy

SRR M)
BOBARY SO 10,
NUDARY JUBL WO)
MUBADY
JHBHBLVLE AWOIN!

B5Tg ABY IO}

1380 16 1800 fuiwez vy Mgy
XL 40 1N (RN 80D 0N

XaL 016N [BLOMG USINQINA D%
B0 WEQ

Bvgng eseg 8y

L BUIE 890G ey
<N BUPNRXE R BoRg MEE B0
UMy tde] Buppon

werd 1oy

BAIUSHY UTRBIRINS
S3IA0S U] Yoy
Erac ki ]

5000'14 ‘SRUVY LNESTUL
OALSYORNO $O/E CRONE HYAA 168
ANVINANG - AQNLE ZIIAMEE 40 2805

ANYINOD NOSIIE GUEI0L ML

AHVMING



DUNAILAR LY POickid ing O Py 3 TIDTDY $OUNRY T
T UL DA I PHOS /tmtacy Xl (L ST ot S g Sy @A [N, T
AT ALY W D0 JMUNIN0 IR FIAY WY KO W

Vol.2,p. M7

ANGINGG ToLOL

BMUHON TRl
(1L BLBENEL A, ROVNEE DHANDN ARIGE A

FAME WHBNED TY100
Iv8 ABIME) 21RO\ BIVE CALHON ALRNONE MOGOL  TIID
105 SLETHE 20-B0. VY ONUHDI JHDM MDODUAG  0SPSD
140 ATBHE) FCAMEE WARNIO D0UYY  riSD

L P : 2] weoln
1) 'L 9 rYoet

ererpagA A R BRE2ER ¥ 2ax %

(B LAMHG) Rive WUNSOIESE  si8Y 8
_ (24 L3IME) VM WUNBO/BRN  AJSBN
! (08 JTAMBY IOARAYRM AW s WLMNEQiiin TN
(5 L2841 9) JOMULYI WALVAL 2V WUMRAIG 199BW
b 4 JRSHE) LLVY SNUYEH WNOUGO NUNSOIREY YIS 1
1€} ASTHE) v DL "MUDLLED WUKIOISY L IIRa
: Siabs i L |
D1 AN BIVE LSRR 1HeE
i
_ ; T ; ; P e—
I T T . - W 305 NI
BOVRUON VIO LNEVHND 1950 W \5:.30 Ao e LGN koo " BN SUHNGHIYEE  wawoiens [
! % AOWAATE ._u:..lﬂ HONS SN ﬂ-..._.....o» 8-._8._!‘_ T
] w—
DAISTNH D 'Skt Fri 2naais eRduision BONRIBTY ¥ddvd Naom
?!...o._.:o.uu.c QRIVED NIV DRIV 4O Dl
o nomas . MLVINLLE BHENGI S * TNLLDY B LAY £ 210

(AR CRLOTTR

® N _ °
. _,.ﬂﬁ..\.,.xmb._:bdam_‘s



Vol.2,p. 474

WL TR ) TIORE L4000 '1A655 ‘WLDL

[} w00} -M
»
Hﬂ ﬁ - 5 LOBD NOUSHHUSW-A GG XVL MNOI ALYLE ‘WI0L 7
ﬁ ﬂ [ v W R A D086 HBAD SRR TIV &
e ot ook e o000 LD WA Hild 'SW CODES LGN W
0 s (1) MM 200 Emte LN MEkad ‘SUAKE DOOE LGN ﬂ
IR RREvI T W1 AR TIVIE

"
Y 3 ) 74 5 2 L . TERSTTRWIHINE i
W4, HVOH VAR W04 [
% W wm % et % L UMY RN OODE S HRAD BRSNS TNV "
me o - et -
e 1900 »
IRYIARTIIVIT 1

N3 SR L . 1 quneseg it (£8)

;
g 3 g
%
i
1
]

(50 LFBHS! 2LV ONLLYIH 20WHIE WHENSE 12082000

e ——

b -3
ONISSNH 'S 'SSINLIM 29 IINAIHOS ‘DL P-BdM = BL I-SdM {EION IONTERHETRE N2V HEOM
Br 10 1% 4Bty HLYQd HIY IONTN 40 BdAl
(LNERIND) L v.mm.._:umzu.w OSLYINILER SHANOW B - WLLAY SHINOW £ - VIv]

(321ASS HINLO3T)
, BOOZ AMWRIGS] (OE0NT SHINOW ATIML JHL HOd
SILVH INTHHD LEON LY wn:zﬂﬁx w_.qm.r 1831 OIZITYNNNY

YT :
. Mvanod TOLIHL . :

arasang




Vol. 2, p. 475

- s - _ oo s @
M Ww I% — ﬁ 4D MCHENEY T XYL HAD! BLVLE WAL L4
ok vt} s 14 o SLLNS . [}
o bed cres i oI 7 3d S 0% AN "
P W — - Y PR m
TR0 o —HR- e et S A 2
% 4] bR S s ity o
- YL T ' POy &
I — S — ANNB0R 20U Aaemis m
? [

T — ios m
R wawic,  ®m

T o T g vl

[.]
estrrREnsY

T e T s e
Sho0roak'ee ‘ 0 TVHE 2OWVHD MaWOLIND TRATTHOSIVINYE L W SHL
— i T A

oy [ 1] RS 00000943 SR 30 TIVHE BOVE HINO.LEND TEADTHHOICSINGHYALLINE XML
" e aCHE [0 (] BE YIVHE TRATTANYWING LY RONVHO SEIVOLRD ATHLNON BL [
FOUWHS BINOLEND [}
o g LevaEE ™ oniTrey TR A HB WO DRA0VE TV Hul i
o o WL L Al retTon AN ‘A 008 1NN THL 30w 0
" T [ e ot Mruid AN 000 L8l B B0 ?
TONHD ONVAS0 _..

PRV NOLTEIE R

13

Ig u::m)na ...!ua._u:u .Ena..n_.l .Boo.ﬂﬁ 1900 T 1800 HNd L dd HINQLEND vy
% ANy WiOL WESEAS  HINECN WRETVitL S0 aINBATY 50w
‘WioL IR NHEDML% BN QLATRIIO % L
— SR Do
ONISENH ‘D 'SIINLM 23 MGIHOS 'OLF-IcdM - ZLP-3da 4SION SONSUSITN Udvd HEOM
9 Jo §C 0Dy 2UVOdN MY ONI 4O 3dAL
UNZwRND) V-3 3NASHOS Q3LYNILES SHANOW 8 - IWALOY SHLNOW € - vivD

(I3 HRATIA)
H00Z ANYNUEES SUSANS SHLNOW 3ATIML SHL HOd
SAUVY ENFIND 1S0W LY SINNSAS dvIA LSAL QAZININNY

I3 19508 0N 36V _ : , :
. ANVANOD 0L 3HL .
m B L = | oo o




e
,
|

IEU-Ohio Ex. q

IEU-SET1
Witness: Hussing

Case No. 07-551-EL-AIR, Case No. 07-552-E1L-ATA, Case No. 07-553-EL-AAM,
Case No. 07-554-EL-UNC
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric lluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Authority to Increase Rates for Distribution Service, Modify Certain
Accounting Practices and for Tariff Approvals

RESPONSES TO DATA REQUESTS

IEU-SET1 On Updated Schedule E-4, {proposed) for Toledo Edison Company, cost of

Question- 11 service study, the tes! year tofal tariff revenues from confract customers is fisted
as a negative $3,377,761. Please explain how distribution revenues from this
customer class can be negative.

Response: Total test year distribution revenues, as presented on Schedule E-4 (Proposed),
include distribution discounts. For fransmission customaers, the absolute value of
the amount of distribution discounts including voltage discounts ($6,729,615)
exceeds the amount of revenue from distribution charges ($1,810,159), which
results in total net test year distribution revenues of negative $4,919,456. GS
Secondary and GP Primary are both positive and sum to $1,541,693. Please see
the response to IEU RPD Set 1 - 11 for more details.
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IEU-RPD -SET 1
Witness: Hussing

Case No. 07-551-EL-AIR, Case No. 07-552-EL-ATA, Case No. 07-553-EL-AAM,
Case No. 07-554-EL-UNC
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveiand Electric llluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Authority to Increase Rates for Distribution Service, Modify Certain
Accounting Practices and for Tariff Approvals

RESPONSES TO DATA REQUESTS

IEU-RPD Please provide all writings, documents, work papers or other malerial referenced
SET 1 in, referred to, and/or supporting the Response to intemogatory No. 11 above.

Question- 11

Response: Please see “IEU RPD Set 1-11_Attachment 1.:ds” for a breakdown of tolai net
test year distribution revenues for special contract customers, as referenced in
the response to IEU Set 1 - 11.
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IEU RPD Set 1-11

Altachment 1
The Toledo Edison Company
‘State kivh
Total Distribution Stiste KWh { Tax Backowt
SPC-Unique Revenue Distribution Discounts* | Tax Revenue Credit Total Revenue
GS - SECONDARY $1,186,608 ($196,642)  $307,697 ($120,653) $1,177,010
GP - PRIMARY $450,978 {$97,611) $129,778 ($113,459) $364,684
GSU - SUBTRANSMISSION $0 30 $0 $0 30
GT - TRANSMISSION $1,710,908 (36,729,615} $99,161 $0 {$4.919, 456/

[TOTAL

“Includes voltage, substation, and transformer discounts, as well as special contract discounts.
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IEU-Ohio g5 JO

IEU-SET2
Witness: Hussing

Case No. 07-551-EL-AIR, Case No. 07-552-FL-ATA, Case Mo. 07-553-Ei-AAM,

Case No. 07-554-EL-UNC

Ohic Edison Company, The Cleveland Eleciric liluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Authority to Increase Rales for Distribution Service, Modify Certain

IEU-SET 2
Question- 39

Response:

Accounting Practices and for Tariff Approvals

RESPONSES TO DATA REQUESTS

In response to IEU-Ohio’s Request for Production of Documents (RPD), Set
One, Question 11, the company produced a spreadsheet listing the derivation of
current distribution revenues for customers currently served under special
contracts. The spreadsheet noted that amounts listed as distribution discounts
included voltage, substation, transformer, as well as special contract discounts.
For each customer class listed in the response to IEU-Ohio RPD Set One,
Question 11 {GS-secondary, GP-Primary, and GT-transmission), what are the
specific amounts, by customer class, associated with voliage, substation,
transformer as well as sgecial contract discounts that sum to the totals listed in
the response to IEU-Ohio RPD Set One, Question 11?

a. How were the amounts associated with the response to Interrogatory
Number 39 above identified as special contract discounts derived?

Please see IEU-SET 2 #39 Attachment 1.xls for the specific revenue amounts
associated with voltage, substation, fransformer, and special contract discounts.

a. The special contract discounts raferenced above primarily consist of
schools discounts associated with the Energy for Education Program.
These discounts were derived in accordance with the contracts

undertying this program.
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Revenues for Specific Discounts

{From ths Update Filing)

SPC-Unique Revenuse

IEU - SET 2 #3898 Attachment 1.xls

GS - SECONDARY

GP - PRIMARY

QT - TRANSMISSION

£1i]

Special Total State kWh Tax

Total Voltage | Substation] Transformar] Contract | Distribution Tax Backout
Distribution | Discounts | Discounts | Discounts | Discounts | Discounts | Revenus Credit |Total Revenuel|
$1,186,608 (§5.440) (313.437)  (337,038) (8148.821)] (5106,842)| $307,697 (5120,663)] $1,177,010
$450,976 ($704) ($15921) (87.761) ($73.224) (397,611)] $128,778 ($118,459) $384,684
GSU - SUBTRANSMISSION 30 $0 $0 50 80 %0 $0 18 $0
$1,710,908 | (35,962 441) ($767,174) 30 $0 1(96,720,615)1 $98,161 30| ($4,919456

085,504) (5760,5 (I0.500) (5222.045)] (37,029,568)




OSC EXHIBIT 1

New Teacher Qrientation

Thursday, August 16, 2007 through
Monday, August 20, 2007
Tuesday, Angust 21, 2007
Wednesday, August 22, 2007
Wednesday, Thursday,
August 22-23, 2007
Friday, August 24, 2007

General Staff Meeting
First Day fox Students

Orientation Days for Kindergarten (Students and Parents)
First Day for Kindergarten (Students only)

Monday, September 3, 2007 Laber Day - NO SCHOOL
Friday, October 12, 2007 NEOEA Day — NO SCHOOL
Friday, October 26, 2007 End of First 9 Week Period 46 Days
Tuesday, November 6, 2007 Election Day - NO SCHOOL
Wednesday, November 21, 2007 Parent Conference Day - NO SCHOOL
Thursday-Friday,
November 22-23, 2007 Kall Recess - NO SCHOOL
Monday, November 26, 2007 School Resumes

Saturday, December 22, 2007 through

Friday, January 4, 2008 Winter Recess - NO SCHOOL
Monday, January 7, 2008 School Resumes
Friday, January 18, 2008 End of Second 9 Week Period 46 Days
Friday, January 18, 2003 End of First Semester 92 Days
Monday, January 21, 2008 Martin Luther King Day - NO SCHOOL
Friday, February 15, 2008 District Inservice - NO SCHOOL FOR STUDENTS
Monday, February 18, 2008 President’s Day - NO SCHOOL
Thursday, March 20, 2008 End of the Third 9 Week Period 41 Days
Friday, March 21 through Good Friday and
Friday, March 28, 2008 Spring Recess — NO SCHOOL
Monday, March 31, 2008 School Resumes
Meonday, May 26, 2008 Memorial Day - NO SCHOOL
TO BE ANNOUNCED High School Graduation '
Wednesday, June 4, 2008 Engd of Fourth 9 Week Period 47 Days
Wednesday, June 4, 2008 End of Second Semester 88 Days
Wednesday, Jane 4, 2008 Last Day for Students
Thursday, June 5, 2008 Records Day
Student Days Professional Days
In 2007 82 84
In 2008 98 100
TOTAL 150 b7

In the event that it is necessary to make-up days of school because of excessive school cancellations during the winter of 2007-2008,
High School Graduation will be announced; June 4, 2008 will no longer be the Last Day for Siudents, the End of the Second
Semester, nor the End of the Fourth 9 Week Period; and June 5, 2008 will no longer be Records Day. Instead, school will continue
on weekdays without interruption heyond June 4, 2008 until a legally sufficient number of days has been "made up,” High School
Graduation will be on the next to last day of student atiendance, and Records Day will be the first week day after the lust day of student
aitendance. This calendar is subject to change by the Board of Education.

576



OSC EXHIBIT 9

Ohio Schools Council — Set 1
Witness: Hussing

Case No. 07-551-EL-AIR, Case No. 07-552-EL-ATA, Case Na. 07-553-EL-AAM,
Case No. 07-554-EL-UNC
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric llluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Authority to Increase Rates for Distribution Service, Modify Certain
Accounting Practices and for Tariff Approvals

RESPONSES TO DATA REQUESTS

0OS5C Set 1 Referring to page 7 of Gregory F. Hussing's direct testimony, please provide a
narrative detailing the historic basis for "school rates” for TE and CE], including the

No. 21
cost of service basis for the rate design. Specifically address the supporting load
research compared to other general service customers.

Response: The proposed distribution rate schedules are differentiated by service voltage.

Specific legacy schedules such as “School rates™ are not being proposed in
this case, therefore an analysis of such a rate was not performed.



