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1IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF OHIO
EDISON COMPANY, THE CLEVELAND ELECTRIC
ILLUMINATING COMPANY, AND THE TOLEDO

Epis0xN COMPANY FOR APPROVAL OF A MARKET

RATE OFFER TO CONDUCT A COMPETITIVE BIDDING
PROCESS FOR STANDARD SERVICE OFFER ELECTRIC
GENERATION SUPPLY, ACCOUNTING MODIFICATIONS
ASSOCIATED WITH RECONCILIATION MECHANISM, AND
TARIFFS FOR GENERATION SERVICES

BEFORE THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO

CASE NoO. 08-936-EL-SS0

S O B O N TR N N U

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF
DR. DENNIS W, GOINS
ON BEHALF OF
NUCOR STEEL MARION, INC.

INTRODUCTION AND QUALIFICATIONS

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, OCCUPATION, AND BUSINESS
ADDRESS.

My name is Dennis W. Goins. I operate Potomac Management Group, an
economics and management consulting firm. My business address is 5801

Westchester Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22310,

PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL AND
PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND.

I received a Ph.D. degree in economics and a Master of Economics degree
from North Carolina State University. I also earned a B.A. degree with
honots in economics from Wake Forest University. From 1974 through
1977 I worked as a staff economist at the North Carolina Utilities
Commission. During my tenure at the Commission, I testified in

numerous cases involving electric, gas, and telephone utilities on such
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issues as cost of service, rate design, intercorporate transactions, and load
forecasting.

Since 1978 I have worked as an economic and management consultant
to firms and organizations in the private and public sectors. My
assignments focus primarily on market structure, policy, planning, and
pricing issues involving firms that operate in energy markets. For
example, I have prepared analyses related to utility mergers, transmission
access and pricing, and the emergence of competitive markets; evaluated
and developed regulatory incentive mechanisms applicable to utility
operations; assisted clients in analyzing and negotiating interchange
agreements and power and fuel supply contracts; and conducted detailed
analyses of product pricing, cost of service, rate design, and interutility
planning, operations, and pricing. I have also assisted clients on electric
power market restructuring issues in Arkansas, New Jersey, New York,
South Carolina, Texas, and Virginia.

I have submitted testimony and affidavits and provided technical
assistance in more than 100 proceedings before state and federal agencies
as an expert in competitive market issues, regulatory policy, utility
planning and operating practices, cost of service, and rate design. These
agencies include the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), the
Government Accountability Office, the First Judicial District Court of
Montana, the Circuit Court of Kanawha County, West Virginia, and
regulatory agencies in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, Florida,
Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Mississippi, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Texas, Utah, Vermont,
Virginia, and the District of Columbia. Additional details of my
educational and professional background are presented in the Appendix.
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ON WHOSE BEHALF ARE YOU APPEARING IN THIS
PROCEEDING?

I am appearing on behalf of Nucor Steel Marion, Inc., which is located in
Marion, Ohio. The Nucor facility—a large retail industrial consumer
served by Ohio Edison Company—produces steel by recycling steel scrap

in electric arc furnaces.

WHAT ASSIGNMENT WERE YOU GIVEN WHEN YOU WERE
RETAINED?

I was asked to undertake two primary tasks:

1, Review and evaluate FirstEnergy Corp.'s proposed Market Rate
Offer (MRO) plan. As filed by FirstEnergy, the MRO consists of a
two principal elements: Competitive Bidding Process (CBP), under
which FirstEnergy will acquire power supply resources to serve
customers beginning January 1, 2009, and pricing mechanisms
under which FirstEnergy will recover the cost of its CBP
purchases. Given the limited time for review and analysis under
the procedural schedule in this case, I was asked to focus on the
rate ¢lements in (or missing from) FirstEnergy’s MRO pricing
mechanism. As a result, I do not address (or address only
indirectly) FirstEnergy’s proposed CBP.!

2. Identify any major deficiencies in FirstEnergy’s MRO's pricing

mechanisms and suggest recommended changes.

WHAT INFORMATION DID YOU REVIEW IN CONDUCTING
YOUR EVALUATION?

I reviewed the MRO filing, testimony, and exhibits presented in this case

by Ohio Edison, Toledo Edison, and Cleveland Electric Illuminating—

! My decision not to address Firs(Energy’s CBP plan in detail should not be construed as my
implicit endorsement of it.
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utility operating companies in Ohio owned by FirstEnergy Corp. I also
reviewed responses to discovery in this case® and information available on
web sites operated by FirstEnergy and the Commission. In addition, I
reviewed FirstEnergy’s 2007 competitive bidding proposal in Case No.
07-796-EL-ATA® and FirstEnergy’s Electric Security Plan (ESP) filing in
Case No. 08-935-EL-850.*

WHY DID YOU REVIEW THE 2007 COMPETITIVE BIDDING
PROPOSAL?

I reviewed the 2007 case because I agree with FirstEnergy’s statement that
its MRO proposal “is similar in structure and content to the Companies’
proposal in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, which should aid in the
Commission’s consideration of the matter.”” Where differences exist
between its MRQ plan and its 2007 competitive bidding proposal,
FirstEnergy should be required to explain in detail the reasons for these

differences.

CONCLUSIONS
WHAT CONCLUSIONS HAVE YOU REACHED?

On the basis of my review and evaluation, I have concluded the following:
1. FirstEnergy’s MRO combines a competitive bidding scheme to
acquire electric supply resources with a pricing mechanism
designed to recover the costs of those resources. The pricing
mechanism includes procedures for developing MRO rates. These

pracedures and resulting rates are problematic because they:

2 FirstEnergy’s responses to selected Nucor discovery requests are included in Exhibit DWG-1.
% Excerpts from FirstEnergy’s filing in the 2007 case are presented in Exhibits DWG-2 through

DWG-7.

* Selected riders from the ESP case are presented in Exhibit DWG-8.
S MRO Application at 4.
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B Create interclass cost subsidies by not assigning costs

propetly.

Ignore customer rate impacts.

Provide little incentive for customers to control peak demands

and energy use in high-cost peak periods.
According to FirstEnergy, large industrial customers served at
transmission voltages will likely see first-year price increases
exceeding 50 percent under its MRQO. Despite these huge
increases, FirstEnergy’'s MRO provides no rate options that could
mitigate this rate shock—including options that encourage peak
demand reductions, encourage energy efficiency, and promote
economic development. For example, unlike its current rates, rate
options it has proposed in its current ESP case, and rate options it
proposed in its 2007 competitive bidding case, FirstEnergy’s MRO
rates include no interruptible rates and riders, time-of-day rates, or
economic development riders.®
The non-availability of interruptible rates is particularly
problematic for current electricity-intensive interruptible customers
that will see huge rate increases under FirstEnergy’s MRO
proposal. Moreover, by eliminating interruptible rates, FirstEnergy
has ignored the potential benefits of interruptible service in not
only reducing its customers’ total costs for generation and
fransmission services, but also enhancing system reliability.
FirstEnergy’s MRO rates ignore recognized cost differences to
serve class-specific loads. Under FirstEnergy’s proposal, all
classes are charged the same volumetric seasonal generation rate’

differentiated only by service voltage. The blended supply cost

® FirstEnergy has proposed interruptible, time-of-day, and economic development rate options in
its ESP filing. FirstEnergy also proposed an interruptible program and time-of-day rates in iis
market-based S80 filing in Case Nos. 07-796-EL-ATA.

” This rate—Rider GEN—includes applicable transmission and ancillary service charges,
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that serves as the basis for these prices is derived from the cost of
capacity and energy products purchased to meet system
requirements. Notwithstanding FirstEnergy’s uniform MRQ rates,
we can reasonably assume that the average cost of competitively
purchased capacity and energy products to meet class-specific
loads would be lower (ceteris paribus) for classes with higher load
factors. In fact, such cost and rate differences were implicitly
recognized in FirstEnergy’s 2007 CBP proposal,! and have
traditionally been recognized by this Commission is setting rates.
Yet by using a slice of the system bidding approach with uniform
MRO prices, FirstEnergy ignores class-specific cost differences
traditionally recognized in class cost allocations, and unfairly
penalizes higher load factor customers through the uniform
volumetric rates. As a result, FirstEnergy’s MRO prices implicitly
allocate excessive supply costs to higher load factor classes—for
example, classes served at transmission voltages. Such interclass

subsidies can and should be removed from the MRO prices.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Q. WHAT DO YOU RECOMMEND ON THE BASIS OF THESE
CONCLUSIONS?

A, I recommend the following:

1.

Reject FirstEnergy’s MRO as filed, and require it to resubmit an
MRQ that properly addresses the issues discussed in my testimony.
FirstEnergy’s MRO plan will impose huge rate increases on
customers—particularly higher load factor transmission customers,

reduce incentives to control peak demands and use electricity

! See Exhibits DWG-3 and DWG-4.
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efficiently, hinder economic development, and create interclass
subsidies.

2. At a minimum, require FirstEnergy to modify its MRO to include
rate options proposed in its ESP filing, with improvements I
discuss in more detail later in my testimony. In particular,
FirstEnergy’s MRO should include:

B Interruptible rate options that provide for both emergency and
economic interruptions.

B Time-of-day rates similar to those proposed in FirstEnergy’s
ESP filing.

B Economic development rates.

3. In addition, require FirstEnergy to set Rider GEN such that the
MRO peneration rates properly reflect class-specific cost
differences. 1 describe an approach to achieve this objective later

in my testimony.

RATE IMPACTS

DO THE PROPOSED MRO RATES DIFFER SIGNIFICANTLY
FROM CURRENT RATES?

Yes. FirstEnergy’s current rates include a variety of pricing and service
options designed to achieve multiple objectives. For example, current rate
options include declining block, time-of-day, interruptible, and economic
development rates. In contrast, FirstEnergy’s proposed MRO rates
eliminate these pricing and service options and simply charge all classes
the same volumetric seasonal (summer and winter) generation rate

differentiated only by service voltage.
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WILL THE PROPOSED MRO RATES IMPOSE SIGNIFICANT
RATE INCREASES ON CUSTOMERS?

Yes. Because FirstEnergy has not yet procured energy supplies through
the CBP, we do not know the exact rate impacts that its MRO rates will
have on customers. However, based on forecast market prices submitted
in its ESP case, FirstEnergy has estimated potential rate increases for
major rate classes. As shown in Table 1 below for selected rate classes,
these increases are huge—particularly for transmission and street lighting

customers.

Table 1. Potaentlal MRO Rate Increases (%): 2009

FirstEnergy Company

Class OE CEl TE
RS 15.86 28.72 17.711
GS 0.49 32.50 (1.19)
GP 16.89 3334 0.19
GT 50.18 60.95 71.36
STL 7942 61.18 43.40
Total 19.22 32.70 2371

Source: FirstEnergy MRO, Schadule 1A, Aflachment - KLN-1

ARE THESE INCREASES UNDERSTATED FOR CERTAIN
CUSTOMERS?

Yes. For example, increases for current interruptible transmission
customers similar to Nucor will certainly be much higher since

FirstEnergy’s MRO rates do not include any interruptible service options.

DO THE MRO RATES INCLUDE ANY OPTIONS TO MITIGATE
THE HUGE PROJECTED RATE INCREASES?

No. Despite the anticipated huge rate increases, FirstEnergy’s MRO

proposal does nothing to provide customers rate options that could help

Case No. 08-936-EL-SS0
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mitigate the rate shock. Such options might include time-of-day,
interruptible, and economic development rates—each of which
FirstEnergy has proposed in its ESP case. If such rates are good for
customers in FirstEnergy’s ESP, then they should also be good for

customers in FirstEnergy’s MRO,

WILL THE MRO RATE INCREASES HINDER ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT IN OHIO?

Yes. | have not made an independent analysis of the likely impact the
MRO rate increases will have on economic development in Ohio.
Nonetheless, reasonable people can agree that huge rate increases will
impede economic development.  Moreover, FirstEnergy obviously
believes that economic development rates are key to Ohio’s economy since

its proposed ESP rates include economic development riders.

SHOULD THE MRO RATES INCLUDE ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT RATE OPTIONS?

Yes. Such options would help mitigate the MRO rate impacts as well as
support the state’s economic infrastructure. At a minimum, FirstEnergy's
MRO rates should include options similar to the following rates that
FirstEnergy has proposed in its ESP case:

B Rider EDR (Economic Development Rider), which has a
$6.05 credit per kW of Realizable Curtailable Load.’

B Rider RAR (Reasonable Arrangements Rider), which provides
incentives for customers that meet specified criteria related to
energy use and efficiency.

While these options should be further improved, their inclusion would

enhance rate options available under the MRO.

% In my later discussion of interruptible rates, I address the issue of how Realizable Curtailable
Load should be measured.

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO
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INTERRUPTIBLE AND TIME-OF-DAY RATES

DO THE MRO RATES ENCOURAGE CUSTOMERS TO
CONTROL PEAK DEMANDS AND USE ELECTRICITY
EFFICIENTLY?

No. In contrast to its current rates and proposed ESP rate options,
FirstEnergy’s MRO rates reduce incentives for customers to control peak
demands and use electricity efficiently. An obvious example of the
MROQ’s deficiency in these areas is the absence of interruptible and time-

of-day rates in the proposed MRO.

WHAT IS INTERRUPTIBLE OR NONFIRM SERVICE?

Interruptible service is a separately identifiable nonfirm wtility product that
allows a supplier to interrupt or curtail customer loads when reliability is
impaired. Interruptible load enables a supplier to maximize the value of
existing capacity resources and to avoid acquiring new capacity resources.
The available supply of interruptible service depends on the relationship
between available power supply resources and firm service demands. That
is, if firm demands command all available power supply resources, the
supply of interruptible service falls to zero. When firm demands are
significantly less than available resources, the supply of interruptible

service is significantly greater.

DOES THE MRO PLAN INCLUDE ANY INTERRUPTIBLE
RATES AVAILABLE TO CUSTOMERS ON JANUARY 1, 2009?

No. FirstEnergy’s MRO proposal eliminates all existing interruptible rates
and riders—for example, Ohio Edison’s Rate 29 and Riders 73, 74, and
75.

Case No. 08-936-EL-SS0
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WILL EXCLUDING INTERRUPTIBLE RATES FROM THE MRO
IMPOSE SIGNIFICANT FINANCIAIL AND BUSINESS RISKS FOR
SUCH INTERRUPTIBLE CUSTOMERS AS NUCOR?

Yes. By excluding interruptible rates from its MRO, FirstEnergy will
arbitrarily impose huge rate increases on customers that have demonstrated
a willingness to interrupt loads in exchange for lower electricity prices. In
addition, excluding interruptible rates from the MRO ignores the potential
benefits of interruptible service in not only reducing all customers’ costs
for generation and transmission services, but also enhancing system

reliability.
DO INTERRUPTIBLE LOADS PROVIDE TANGIBLE BENEFITS?

Yes. Interruptible load can and should be a significant element of any
utility’s demand-response programs. Interruptible load has long been
recognized as a means to reduce generating and transmission capacity
requirements and a substitute for such ancillary services as spinning and
operating reserves. Interruptible load expands the range of resources
available to meetl contingencies, lowers customer costs, and can even be
used to mitigate price volatility and curb potential market power problems.
In addition, interruptible load can create environmental benefits when used
to displace fossil generation during peak periods—thereby reducing
greenhouse gas emissions.

Interruptible load can also be used in wholesale markets to reduce
prices and price volatility. For example, market-clearing prices fell by
$100-$200/MWh on a peak day in August 2006 in the Midwest ISO when
interruptible load was used in response to a call for demand reductions.'
Various states have also initiated efforts to increase and expand demand-

response programs.

¥ Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Staff Report, 2007 dssessment of Demand Response
and Advanced Metering al 6-7 (September 2007),

Case No, 08-936-EL-SS0O
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DOES THE MIDWEST ISO CURRENTLY OFFER TESTED AND
ROBUST DEMAND-RESPONSE PROGRAMS?

No. The Midwest ISO’s demand-response programs are neither well-
developed nor robust. More importantly, the Commission should not rely
on the Midwest ISO to fulfill the need for effective and robust demand-
response programs. For example, a recent national study supported the
need for retail demand-response programs to compete with and potentially

displace supply-side peaking resources.”

SHOULD INTERRUPTIBLE RATES BE PART OF THE MRO
RATE OPTIONS?

Yes. Interruptible rates are critical to meet the broad demand response
policy objectives outlined in SB 221, as well as the specific peak demand
reduction targets for utilities under Section 4928.66(A)(1)(b) of the
Revised Code. To promote these policy objectives and targets, the
Commission should require FirstEnergy to include in its MRO rates at
least two stand-alone interruptible rate options:

® Emergency or reliability rate under which a customer is
required to interrupt or curtail load during a system emergency
when service reliability to firm customers is endangered.

B Economic interruption rate under which a customer has the
option either to interrupt load, or not intcrrupt and pay market
prices for the nonfirm load that remains on line during the
hours of a called economic interruption.

Customers should be allowed to take service under either or both of these

interruptible rate options.

" Nicole Hopper, Charles Goldman, Ranjit Bharvirkar and Dan Engel, Lawrence Berkeley
National Laboratory, The Swmmer of 2005: A Milestone in the Ongoing Muaturation of Demand
Response at 11 (May 2007).
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COULD THESE RATES BE PATTERNED AFTER SIMILAR
RATES PROPOSED IN THE ESP CASE?

Yes—but those ESP rates can and should be improved. In its ESP case,
FirstEnergy has proposed Rider OLR (Optional Load Response Rider),
which requires interruptions during an Emergency Curtailment Event.
FirstEnergy has also proposed Rider ELR (Economic Load Response
Program Rider), which requires both emergency and economic
interruptions with a buy-through during an Economic Buy Through Option
Event at a price that reflects the adjusted day-ahead MISO locational
marginal price (LMP). The proposed monthly credit for both interruptible
rates is $1.95 per kW of predetermined Realizable Curtailable Load
(RCL).” FirstEnergy defines RCL, which is calculated annually, as the
difference between an interruptible customer’s contract firm load and
average hourly demand (AHD) during selected hours in the preceding
months June-August.

DO YOU AGREE THAT A CUSTOMER’S MONTHLY
INTERRUPTIBLE CREDIT SHOULD BE BASED ON RCL AS
DEFINED IN THE ESP?

No. A customer’s RCL should reflect the difference between the

customer’s monthly on-peak billing demand—not historical average
demand—and contract firm load. This approach is consistent with:

B Requiring an interruptible customer (for example, a customer

served under Rider OLR and/or Rider ELR) to reduce actual

(not average) demand down to contract firm load during a

called emergency event.

12 See Exhibit DWG-8.

Case No, 08-936-EL-SS0O
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B Setting buy-through charges for a Rider ELR customer to
reflect the difference between actual (not average) load and
contract firm load during each hour of the buy-through event.

In addition, FirstEnergy’s definition of RCL ignores its responsibility to
serve customer peak demands whenever they occur—not arbitrarily
defined average demands that understate the firm capacity and energy
requirements that FirstEnergy avoids with interruptible load.
FirstEnergy’s definition mistakenly assumes that it achieves these avoided
cost savings only when interruptible load—maximum demand less firm
demand—is on-line and available for interruption. Because of its
obligation to serve maximum firm customer demands whenever they
occur, FirstEnergy realizes these savings even if interruptible load is not
on-line during all hours of its RCL-defined summer peak period. As a
result, the monthly credit paid to an interruptible customer should reflect
the customer’s monthly on-peak billing demand—not historical average

demand—and contract firm load.

SHOULD THE INTERRUPTIBLE PROGRAM CREDITS BE
HIGHER THAN 51.95 PER KW?

Yes. Because of the limited time to prepare this testimony, 1 have not yet
developed program-specific estimates of appropriate credits for the
interruptible emergency and economic interruption rate options. However,
several factors indicate that the credits proposed in FirstEnergy’s ESP
interruptible rates should be much higher.

With respect to the emergency program, the credit should generally
reflect the long-run marginal cost of peaking capacity (including reserves)
and incremental transmission capacity costs that can be avoided because of

the interruptible load. The ESF credit of $1.95 per kW conservatively

Case No. 08-936-EL-550
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implies a peaking capacity cost around $150 per kW.” This estimate is
well below the current cost of peaking capacity, which has risen
substantially in recent years." In addition, the ESP credit is less than the
$2.40-53.40 per kW range for emergency curtailment credits that
FirstEnergy identified in 2007," and also well below the Department of
Energy’s recent avoided cost estimate of more than $6 per kW for peaking
capacity.’

With respect to the economic interruption program, this credit should,
at a minimum, reflect the expected avoided cost of energy displaced by
interruptible load (for example, day-ahead MISO LMPs)." This value
should be converted to a per kW credit and applied to the customer’s RCL.
In 2007 FirstEnergy indicated that the economic interruption credit value
should range between $1.60-$2.60 per kW." Because of the dramatic rise

"* This estimate assumes an annual cost of $23.40 per kW (12 x $1.95) divided by an assumed
carrying charge of 15 percent. Avoided reserve, transmission, and fuel costs are not included in
this estimate.

" See, for example, Marc W. Chupka and Gregory Basheda, Rising Utility Construction Costs:
Sources and Impacis,( 2007). This report by the Brattle Group noted that:

Combustion turbine prices recently rose sharply after years of real price decreases,
while significant increases in the cost of installed natural gas combined-cycle
combustion capacity have emerged during the past several years. (report at 7)

Over the period of 2003 to 2006,...the cumulative increase in the installation cost of
new combined-cycle units was almost 95 percent, with much of this increase occurring
in 2006. (reportat 8)

13 FirstEnergy Reply Comments, Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, at 50 {(October 12, 2007) (FirstEnergy
Reply Comments).

1% (J.8. Department of Energy, Benefits of Demand Response in Electricity Markets and
Recommendations for Achieving Them at 74 (2006). The DOE report states:

Demand response programs designed to reduce capacity needs are valued according to
the marginal cost of capacity. By convention, marginal capacity is assumed to be a
“peaking unit,” a generator specifically added to run in relatively few hours per year (o
meet system peak demand. Currently, peaking units are typically natural gas turbines
with annualized capital costs on the order of $75/kilowatt-year {(kW-year). [$75/12 =
$6.25 per k'W-month)

' Because of limited time, 1 do not address in this testimony such important issucs as interruption
notice, duration, frequency, and anhual limits on hours of interruption. These issues would have to
be addressed and resolved before implementing the MRO interruptible rates.

18 FirstEnergy Reply Comments at 50.
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in fuel prices in 2008, one can safely assume that FirstEnergy’s estimate

should be increased substantially to reflect current avoided energy costs.

SHOULD THE MRO RATES ALSO INCLUDE TIME-OF-DAY
OPTIONS?

Yes. As I noted earlier, FirstEnergy’s MRQO rates reflect seasonal price
differentials. However, time-differentiated rates that reflect diurnal cost
variations provide much better price signals to which customers can
respond. Without time-of-day pricing, consumers see uniform prices each
hour despite the fact that the cost of electricity varies significantly by time
of day. Non-time-differentiated price signals lead to inefficient investment
and consumption decisions regarding electricity. In addition to promoting
efficient investment and consumption decisions, time-of-day rates would
significantly enhance the demand-response elements of FirstEnergy’s
MRO rates. FirstEnergy has proposed time-of-day rates in its ESP case,
and also proposed time-of-day and hourly pricing rates in its 2007 CBP

case. Similar rates should be included as MRO rate options."

COST ASSIGNMENT

HOW IS THE COST OF GENERATION SERVICE REFLECTED
IN THE MRO RATES?

FirstEnergy will recover its cost of resources purchased in the CBP
primarily through Rider GEN (Generation Service Rider) and also Rider
CRT (Cost Recovery True-up Rider). Rider GEN is a uniform volumetric
seasonal generation rate differentiated only by service voltage. ™It ref lects

the blended supply cost derived from the cost of capacity and energy

" Critical peak pricing should also be an integral component of FirstEnergy’s time-of-day rates.
* Rider CRT is not differentiated by season or voltage. I recommend that cost recavery under
Rider CRT be made consistent with cost recovery under Rider GEN.

Case No. (08-936-EL-S50
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products that FirstEnergy purchases under the CBP to meet system

requirements.

DOES RIDER GEN ACCURATELY REFLECT COST
DIFFERENCES TO SERVE CLASS-SPECIFIC LOADS?

No. In general, FirstEnergy has proposed a slice of system CBP with
uniform MRO rates. As I noted earlier, FirstEnergy differentiates Rider
GEN only by season and voltage, and makes no effort to recognize cost
differences to serve specific classes with load characteristics (for example,
loads with large timing, duration, and load factor differences). By
implicitly assuming a uniform blended cost to serve all loads, FirstEnergy
has ignored market realities, Commission precedent, and its own CBP
pricing proposals in 2007. The result is a set of MRO rates that indirectly

create interclass subsidies.

IS IT REASONABLE TO ASSUME THAT MARKET PRICES TO
SERVE DIFFERENT LOADS SHOULD BE UNIFORM?

No. We should reasonably expect that the average cost of competitively
purchased capacity and energy products to meet class-specific loads would
be lower (ceteris paribus) for classes with higher load factors. Since
FirstEnergy’s MRO assumes a slice of system approach with a uniform
blended average cost recavery, the lower average cost to serve higher load
factor classes is simply ignored. Instead of setting MRO rates for higher
load factor classes to reflect the lower average cost of purchases to serve
them, FirstEnergy has proposed uniform MRO rates that ignore supplier

costs and marlket realities.

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO
Dennis W. Goins - Direct
Page 17
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HAS THE COMMISSION TRADITIONALLY RECOGNIZED
LOAD FACTOR IN SETTING RATES?

Yes. In setting rates, this Commission—as well as most regulatory
commissions with which I am familiar—has traditionally recognized the
lower average cost of generation and transmission to serve higher load
factor classes compared to lower load factor classes. This logical result
simply reflects recovery of fixed generation costs over more kWh for
higher load factor classes. In its MRO, FirstEnergy will be buying both
capacity and energy products. Even though capacity products may be
priced on a volumetric basis, they reflect costs that have traditionally been
classified as fixed or demand-related costs and allocated and recovered on
a demand basis. Recovering such costs on a volumetric basis is fair and
reasonable only if they are properly assigned to the class or classes
responsible for them. FirstEnergy’s slice of system approach in its MRO
and uniform MRO rates do not even attempt to reflect such class-specific
cost responsibility, leading to MRO rates for higher load factor classes that

overstate their cost responsibility.

DID THE OPERATING COMPANIES REFLECT CLASS-
SPECIFIC COST DIFFERENCES IN RATES FILED IN THE 2007
CBP CASE?

Yes. In the 2007 CBP case, FirstEnergy proposed two auction
alternatives: a load class approach and a slice-of-system approach. Under
the load class approach, FirstEnergy proposed class-specific rates to
recover generation costs to serve each rate class within a major load class.
(See Exhibit DWG-3.) Under the slice-of-system approach, FirstEnergy
proposed a pricing mechanism that indirectly reflected the Commission’s
traditional recognition of the lower average cost of generation and
transmission to serve higher load factor classes. (See Exhibit DWG-4.)
That is, in both CBP approaches, FirstEnergy either directly or implicitly

Case No. 08-936-EL.-SSO
Dennis W. Goins - Direct
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recognized class-specific cost differences for generation services. Yet in
the current MRO case, FirstEnergy has abandoned it prior position and
opted instead to set uniform MRO rates for all classes differentiated only
by season and voltage. As a result, FirstEnergy’s MRO prices implicitly
allocate excessive supply costs to higher load factor classes—for example,
classes served at transmission voltages. Unless FirstEnergy’s MRO
pricing proposal is corrected, higher load factor classes will bear a
disproportionate and unfair share of the costs of FirstEnergy’s CBP
purchases. Such interclass subsidies can and should be removed from the

MRO prices.

HOW SHOULD THE MRO RATES BE MODIFIED TO REFLECT
THESE CLASS-SPECIFIC COST DIFFERENCES?

Because of time constraints, T have not independently developed
procedures to correct the mismatch between cost responsibility and cost
recovery in FirstEnergy’s MRO rates. However, a reasonable and
straightforward method to correct this problem would be to use the
approach that FirstEnergy proposed for its slice-of-system CBP rates in
2007. (See Exhibit DWG-4.) FirstEnergy must have believed this
approach was reasonable when proposed last year. 1 do not see how
FirstEnergy can now credibly argue that the approach is unreasonable for
setting class-specific MRO rates. 1 recommend that the Commission
require FirstEnergy to use the approach shown in Exhibit DWG-4 to set its
class-specific MRO rates. Alternatively, the Commission could require
FirstEnergy to acquire energy supplies using the load class approach and

let the market determine appropriate class-specific cost differences.

DOES THIS COMPLETE YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY?

Yes.

Case No. 08-936-EL-SS0
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ExHmBIT DWG-1

FIRSTENERGY’S RESPONSES TO SELECTED NUCOR DISCOVERY REQUESTS



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness; K, Warvell

Case No. 08-238-EL-SS0

Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Elactric Hluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Genaration Service.

Nucor Set -3

Response;

RESPONSES TO REQUEST

Referring to proposed Rider GEN:

(a) Will the Standard Service Offer Generation Charges include supplier capacity
costs?

{b) Explain the answer fo part {a) in detail.

{c} If the answer to part (a) Is yes, provide an estimation of the capacity cosls fo be
included in the generation charges {on both & per kW and per kWh basis). Identify
and provide any workpapers and related documents showing how the
quantification was developed,

(d) Identify and provide all documents in Companies’ possession that refer or relate to
the malters addressed in this request NUC-1-3,

a) Yes

b} The product is designed to be a “fult requirements” SSO Supply, which inciudes all
energy and capacily, resource adequacy requirements (capacity assogiated with
planning reserve requirament), transmission service and transmission anciflaries,
provided for a specified ferm by the winning bidders.

c} Capacly cosis will be determined by suppliers recognizing that they wili be

d)

participating in a competitive bid process.
Ses the Companies’ Application and tsstimony filed In this praceeding.



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K. Norris

Case No. 08-938-EL-380

Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric llluminaling Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Cenduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Assocciated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

RESPONSES TO REQUEST

Nucor Set 14  Refarming o proposed Rider GEN:

Response:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

{e)

0

in calculating the Standard Service Offer Generation Charges, do the Companies
intend to use class allocation fagtors refiecting the different peak demands and
load factors of the various customer t3asses?

If the answer to part (8} is no, explaln in detail why not,

In caleulating the Standard Service Offer Generation Charges, do the Companies
intand to use class allocation factars reflecting the same factors {e.g., the ratio of
the class historical average generafion and transmission rates to the system)
proposed in the Companies’ slice of systern competilive bid process rate template
proposed last year in Case No. 07-795-EL-ATA?

If tha answer 1o part (¢) is no, explain in detail why not.

Expiain in detail the Companies’ view as 10 how 1o best address the differences in
class demand and usage characteristics in establishing generation rates for the
Companies’ retall service,

Identify and provide all documents in Companles’ possession that refer or relate 1o
the matters addressed In this request NUC-1-4.

No.
Costs which are the basis of the SSOGC are a function of market energy prices,
and not a function of the different peak demands and load factors of the various
customer classes,
No.
Cosls which ara the basis for the SSOGC are a function of market ehergy prices,
and not a function of the ratio of the class historical average genaration
and transmission rates.
The Companies will utiize a wholesale to refail rate conversion process to convert
the Blended Competitive Bid Price to a retail rate, reflecting among other things,
voltage based rate structure. The SSOGC for each rate class {350 Rate Class
Charge) will be calculated by dividing the Blended Competitive Bid Price by 1
minus the appropriate distribution loss factor, in percentage of power supply. The
class specific result will then be adjusted o incorporate the Seasonal Application
Fagtor (SAF) as well as the Commergial Activity Tax (CAT} to arrive at the 3SQGC.
None.



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K. Warvell / K. Norris

Case No. 08-936-EL-S50

Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric liluminating Company and The Tolado
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

Nucor Set 1-5

Response:

RESPONSES TQ REQUEST

Referring to proposed Rider GEN:

(a)

(b)
(c)

(d)

(e)

"

(g)

a)
b}

c}
d)
e}
f)

v

Did the Companies consider incorporating maore seascnaltime differentiation into
the proposed generation rates, such as time of use or crifical peak pericd pricing?

Explain the answar to part (b) in detail, including the reasons for such decision,

Explain in detail why the Companies proposed time-of-day pricing in its ESP, but
not in its MRO.

Explain in detail why the Companies proposed time-of-day pricing In its competitive
bid process rate template proposed last year in Case No. 07-786-EL-ATA, but not
in its MRO,

identify and provide all evidenca or support for not including time-of-use pricing in
the MRO.

If time of use and/or a critical peak period pricing component were to be included.in
the Companies’ proposed rates, explain In detall how the Companies would
propose that it be designed.

identify and provids aff documents in Companles’ possession that refer or relate to
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-5.

No.

in order to minimize reconciliation and to provide market based pricing fo
custamers, the Companies’' proposal matches the seascnality of the supplier's
payments to the seasonality of rates to cusiomars.
The basis and justification for the Companies’ praposal in both the ESP and MRO
are provided in the Application and testimony for both proceedings.

Please seé ¢) immediately above.

Please see c) immediately above.
The Campanies did not provide for time of use and/ar a critical peak period pricing
component in the MRO so therefore have ne proposal for its design.

None. :



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: Warvell

Case No, 08-938-EL-S50

Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric llluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Markef Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service QOffer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated Wilh Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generatlon Service.

Nucor Set 1-6

Response:

RESPON. EST

Referring to proposed Rider GEN:

(@)

(b}

Idaniify and explain in datall all differences between tha method used by the
Companies in developing proposed Rider GEN in this case and the method(s) the
Companies proposexd last year in Case No, 07-T98-EL-ATA to convert the Blended
Competitive Bid Prica into a ratail rate. In particular, explain in datail why a different
methad is baing proposed in the current case.

identify and provide all documents in Companies’ possession that refer or relate o
the malters addressed in this request NUC-1-6.

a) Objsction. The question seeks information which is irmelevant and not reascnably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without waiving the
objection, the method used by the Companies in developing proposed Rider GEN in
thig case and the method{s) the Companias proposed last year in Case No, 07-796-
EL-ATA to convert the Blended Compsetitive Big Price into a retall rate are discussed in
detal in the Applications in both cases and testimony in the current progeeding.

b} Ohjection. The question seeks information which is irrelavant and nol reasonably
calculated to iead 10 the discovery of admissible evidence.



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K. Warvell

Case No. 08-836-EL.-S50

Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric liuminating Company and The Taledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electriic Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconclliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

RESPONSES TO REQUEST

Nucor Set I-7  Referring o proposed Rider GEN:

Response:

(a)

(b)

{dantify and explain in detail all differences betwsen the method used by the
Companies in developing propesed Rider GEN in this case and the method the
Companies used in the ESP to convert the generation price inte a retail rate. In
particular, explain in delail why a different method is being proposed in the current
case.

Identify and provide all documents in Companies’ possession that refer or relate to
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-7,

Objection. The guestion seeks information which is Irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible avidence. Without walving the
objection,

a) The detall of all differences betwesn the method used by the Companies in
developing proposed Rider GEN in this casa and the method the Companies used
in the ESP to convert the generation price into a retail rate is containaed in the
Application and testimony for both cases.

b} WA



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K, Warvell

Case No. 08-936-EL-550

Ohlo Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric {luminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of & Mariet Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Assoclated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generatlon Service,

RESPONSES TO R T

Nucor Set 1-8  Referring to proposed Companies’ proposed slice of system approach:

Response:

(a)

(6)

(c)

(d)

{e)

k)
2

d)
e)

Explain in detail why the Companies selectad a slice of system approach rather
than a bid process by load class (the other alternative proposed by the Companies
last year in Case No. 07-T96-EL-ATA).

Explain in detail the pros and cans of the slice-of-system approach versus a bid
process by load class,

Explain in defail why the Commission is not being given both options (slice-of-
system and load class) for acquiring electricity from the market in this case (as was
proposed by the Companies last year in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA).

Referring to the answer to part {¢) of NUC-1-8, explain in deiail what has changed
since the Companies’ proposal in Case Mo. 07-796-EL-ATA that would make the
option of a bid process by load class not a reasonable option.

Identify and provide alt documents in Companies' possession that refer or relate to
the matters addressed in this raquest NUC-1-8.

The Companies selected a slice of system approach rather than a bid process by
load ciass In order to make more tranches available for the solicitation and to
spread class shopping risk 1o all tranches,

Please see a) immediaiely above.

Comparisons of and differences belween the Companies’ curent proposal and that
which was proposed in Case Neo. 07-796-EL-ATA may be made by reviewing the
epplications in both cases, but such comparisons are irralevant to this proceeding.
Please see ¢) immediately above,

Please see above,



Nucor MRO Set 1
‘Witness: K. Norris

Page 1 0f2
Case No. 08-936-EL-S8Q

Ohio Edison Company, The Claveland Electric Hiuminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Cffer ta Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Frocess for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generatian Service.

PONSES TO REQUEST

Nucor Set 1-9  Regarding the failure to includs inferruptible rates in the Companies’ MRO preposal:

Respomse:

{a}

(b}

(c)

(d}

(e)

®

(9}

)

Explaln in detail why the Companies did not include interruptible rales in its proposal,
including an explanation of why intarruptible rates are not included in the MRO when
they were included both as part of the compelitive bidding proposal submitted by the
Companies last year in Case MNo. 07-798.EL-ATA, and in the Companies’ ESP
proposal in Case No. 08-935-EL-8S0.

In the application in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, the Companies stated that the
interruptible credit contalned in that proposal “effectively reduces the net cost of
sleckricity and to the extent participants reduce their actual hourly demand, the
wholesala market price will tend to be reduced, benefiting all customers.” The
Companies also stated that the proposed inferruplible program "plays an important
role in maintaining bulk power system reliability and results In better use of system
capacity and in a more efficient use of the system” and that it "serves tn incrementaily
stabilize and mitigate wholesale electricity markefs by giving customers the
opportunity to respond to market conditions.” Do the Companies continue to belisve
that interruptible rates provide these benefils? If not, explain in delail why not.

If the Companies provide no interruptible rate through the MRO and the MRO is
implementied as the Companies’ S50, will there any other way for SSO customers to
oblain intarruptible service? Explain the answar In datall,

Identify and provide, by rate class by utility and on a total Companies' system basis,
the existing MW of interruptible load (both in terms of peak interruptible demand and
"realizable curtailable demand™).

Identify and provide, by rate class by utility and on a total Companies’ system basis,
projecied potential MW of fulwe interruptible (cad that is not prasently interruplible
{both in terms of peak interruptible demand and "realizable curtallable demand”).

Explain in detait how the Comparies will achieve the demand response goals
establishad by the Legislature without interrupiible rates.

Identify and provide the Companies’ plans to echieve the demand response goals
established by the |egislature and plans for interruptible load as a part of these plans.

identify and provide all documents in Companies’ possession that refer or relate to
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-8.

a) Comparisans of and differences betwean the Companies’ current proposal and
that which was proposed in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA as welt as whaf was



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K. Norris
Page 2 of2

Case No. 0B-938-EL-880
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric liluminating Company and The Tolaedo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct @ Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Assoclated With Reconciliation Machanism, and Tarlffs for Generation Service.

SES TO

proposed in the Companies’ ESP are irrelevant to this proceeding.

b) See response to(a).

¢} Yes. Some suppliers of customers who shop are wilting 1o supply such service,
Also, MISO has a volunlary emergency demand response program.

d) Objection. The question sesks informalion which is irrelevant and not reasanably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

g) Objection. The guestion seeks information which is irrelevant and not reascnably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

f) Objection. The guestion sesks information which is irrelevant and not reasanably
calculated 0 lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

@) Objection. The quastion seeks information which is irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated {0 lead lo the discovery of admissible evidence.

h) N/A



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: Warvell/Norris

Case No. 08-936-EL-580

Chio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric illuminating Company and The Talado
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Assoclatad With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

Mucor Set 1-1D

Response:

RESPONSES TO REQUEST

Regarding the statement in the Application at page 4 that the MRO proposal "is similar in
structure and content to the Companies’ proposal in Case No. 07-T96-EL-ATA, which
should aid in the Commission's consideration of the matter™

{a) Explain in defail the differences in the competitive bidding process proposed in this
proceeding and the competiive bidding process proposed in Case No. 07-798-EL-
ATA.

(b} Explain in detail the differences in the rate design proposed in this proceeding and the
rate design proposed in Case No. 07-786-EL-ATA.

{c) Identify and provide all documents in Companies’ possession that refer or relate to
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-10.

The content of and similarities beiween the Companies’ current proposal and the
Companies’ propesal in Case No. 07-798-EL-ATA can be found by reviewing the
Application in each case.



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K. Warvell

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Elsctric {lluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

RESPONSES TO REQUEST

Nucor Set 1-11  Expiain in detail how the Companies prapose 1o meet the requirements of Revised Code
Section 4928.66(A)1) under the MRO.

Response: Objection. The quastion seeks information which is irrelevant and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Without waiving the objection,
plans for meeting targets pertaining to load reductions, and ensergy efficiency will be
pursued and achigved through programs separate from this filing.



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K. Warvell

Case No. 08-836-EL-S50

Ohio Edisan Company, The Cleveland Electric lliuminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generatian Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

RESPONSES TO REQUEST

Nucor Set 1-14  Refer {o page 16, lines 19-22 of Mr, Warvell's testimony:

(a)
{b)

(©)

Response; 8)

b)
¢

Explain in detail why suppllers, and not the Companies, ara responsibie for NITS,
congestion costs, ancillary services, angd MISO/RTO charges.

What benefit to the ralepayers is there to the supplier, as opposed to the
Companias, being responsible for these services? Explain your answer in detail.

Identify and provide all documents in Compenies’ possessian that refer or refate to
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-14.

Suppliers are responsible for the acquisition and scheduling of energy supply which
has @ direct impact on congestion and transmission losses. Therefore, it is
suppliers that have the abillly to control the process, cost and risk associated with
such agquisition and scheduling. Far example, suppliers can choose a lower
energy cost supply with higher congestion and transmission loss ¢osts, or vice
versa. Such an allocation of risk and responsibility aliows for @ more efficient
process.

Please see a) immediaiely above.

Not applicabie.



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K. Norris

Case No. 08-936-EL-850

Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric lHiuminating Company and The Taledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Pracess for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

Nucor Scit 1-15

Response:

ESPON EST

Referring to Rider CRT:

(a)

(b)

a)

b)

Explain in detail why Rider CRT is not bypassable when itis intended to recover costs
related to the CBP, inciuding CBP expenses not recovered through the tranche fees
paid by SSO suppliers, a working capitel adjustment to account for the lag between
the incurrence of $8O supply costs and the collection of S80 customer revenues
reflecting such increased cate, and uncollectible amounts associated with S50
generation service.

Would the Companies consider implementing a credit for customers that take
generation suppiy from a compatitive supplier to offset the costs refated to the CBP
included in Rider CRT? If nol, explain in detail why not,

The Companies’ ability to provide Standard Service Offer ("SSO°) supply is
conditioned on the Companies’ ability to recover expenses associated with
providing such service, such as thosa proposed for collection under Rider CRT.
Rider CRT reduces the risk to bath the Companies and to potentiat suppiiers in the
competitive bidding process, thereby eliminating the need for patential suppllers to
add risk premiums associated with supplying the service. in addition, all
custamers, including cusfomers whe choose an alternative supplier, have access
to the service provided by the Companies, as such customers may choose to
return from those alternative suppliers to the SS0. Thearefore, all customers benefit
fram the Companies’ S50, and it is appropriate for all cusiomers to be responsible
for paying Rider CRT to assure these benefits are maintained for all customers.

No. Please see response &) immediataly abave.



Nucor MRO Set 1
Witness: K. Norris

Case No. 08-936-EL-SS0

Ohio Ediscn Company, The Cleveland Electric liuminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

Nucor Set 1-16

Response:

RESPONSES TO REQUE

Refending to economic development:

(@)

Y

{c)

{d)

b)

d}

Identify and explain in detail the economic development initiatives or pragrams the
Companies intend to implement through the MRO.

Do the Companies anticipate spending a certain amount per year on economic
development, as the Companies proposed in their ESP praposal? If so, what
amount?

Explain In detalt how the Companies plan o recover the costs associated sconomic
development programs or initiatives under the MRO,

Identify and provide all documents in Companies’ possession that refer or relate fo
the matiers addressad in this request NUC-1-16.

Delta revenues associated with reasonable arrangements approved by the PUCQ
will be recovered by the Companies via the Cost Recongiliation True-Up {CRT)
Rider.

No.

Please see response 8)

There are no documents other than those included in the Application and
Testimony associated with this filing,



Nucer MRO Set
Witness: Warvell / Reitzes

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO

Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric lliluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Servica Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Sarvice.

Nucor Sct 1-17

Response:

RESPONSES TO REQUEST

Referring to Companies' proposed auction method:

{a} Mentify and describe in detail all ¢ther oplions available to the Cempanies for
acquiring the necassary generation and {ransmission-related services.

{b) Identify and provide all documents in Companies’ possessian (or its consultanis) that
refer or relate to the matters addressed in part {(a) of this request NUC-1-17.

{c) Did the Companies consider other ways of procuring SSO supply aside from the
descending-clack procurement format proposed, such as requests for praposals or
some other form of auction?

{d) If the answer to part (a) s yas:
i, explain In detall the other options considared; and
ii. provide all documents, reports, analyses, and calculations addressing ihese
options; and
lii. explain in detall why the Companies concluded that the descending-clock
procurement mechanism proposed in the application is the belter than all the other
oplions,

{e} If the Companles did not consider other options, explain in detall why they did not.

a) To the exteni that other oplicns may exist for acquiring the necessary generation and
transmission-related services, the Companies believe the proposal provided in their
Application is the best opfion.

b} MNone

¢) The Companies also considered an RFP process {where participants submit “sealed
bids” to supply power at a specific price). This process may lead fo less efficient
pricing in comparison ¢ a descending clock bidding process.

Also, when mulfiple products are being procured at once, the RFP process does not
allow participants to swilch resources from one product to another in responge o
changes in their observed price differences. instead, participants must choose which
products to supply, and how much of each product to supply, with limited information
on haw much of those products are being supplied by other procurement participants
{and the price levels they are reguesting),

Thus, while an RFP process also may produce a successful procurement result, the
descending dock process has potential advantages in this particular case.

d) i) Please see response a) immediately above,

) None
iil} An explanation of the descending-clock procurement pracess and its benefits is
provided in detail in the Companies’ Application and testimony filed in this proceading.

e} Not applicable



Nucor MRO Set 1
‘Witness: Warvell

Cass No. 08-936-EL-8S0
Ohlo Edison Company, The Clevaland Elactric lluminating Company and The Toledo
Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications
Assoclated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service.

RESPONSES TO REQUEST

Nucor Set 1-18  Referring to the bidding process:

{a) How many bidders (and what amount of MW per bidder) do the Companies estimata
will participate in the initiaf CEBP?

{b) Explain in detail how the Companies developed their estimate.

{c) Identify and provide any assessment by the Companies (or their consultants) of
potential market supply for their MRO.
Response; (a) The Companies have not estimated how many bidders will participate in the initial
CBP, nor have they estimatad the potential market supply for the CBP.
(b} Seef(a)

{c} See tha Companies’ filing in this proceading and previous proceadings.



EXHIBIT DWG-2

EXCERPT FROM FIRSTENERGY CASE NO. 07-796-EL-ATA: APPLICATION



FiLE
Fu'stEnw

9
Al

Please file this letter, the Application and all of the attachments thereto as Chio Edisen
Company's, The Cleveland Electric Hluminating Company’s and The Tolede Edison Company’s
(“Companies™) proposal to establish a competitive bidding process.

This Application, if
approved, eslablishes the processes and mechanisms necessary for the Companies to acguire
generation through a competilive bidding process for the purpose of serving retail load in the
Companies® service territories conunencing in 2009,

Pursuant to O.A.C. 4901:1-35-04, a copy of this letter is being served wpon all persons
that were parties in the Companies’ electric transition plan (“ETP™) cases and upon all certified
suppliers that are curtently registered lo provide competitive retail electric service in the
Companies’ service terrilories. A copy of the application and any waiver requesis are available
through the Commission’s web site, available al the Companies’ main office, available at the
Commission’s offices, and any other sites at which the Companies will maintain a copy of the
gpplication and any waiver requests. To obtain an electronic copy of the filing, please contact
Ben Rich at brich@firsienergycorp.com.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please contact me if you have any questions
concerning this matter.

Very truly yours,

W. Bok
Ene, Bﬂw&

Service List in Casc No. 99-12}2-EL-ETP el al.
Certified Retail Electric Service Providers
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78 South Min 1,
Arroty, Ohi 44108
N 1-400-633- 4758
July 10, 2007
Ms. Renee J, Jenkins
Director, Administralion Department
Secretary to the Commission )
Docketing Division % 2
The Public Utilities Conunission of Ohio ‘ = ‘3_
180 East Broad Street - ; 4]
Columbus, OH 43266-5073 - e
) c:n (=) ?}
Re:  Application to Establish a Competitive Bidding Process o ":g "r"r'ul
Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, Case No, 07-  -EL-AAM oot T
O
Dear Ms. Jenkins:
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BEFORE

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHID

In the Matter of the Application of Ohioc Edison )
Company, The Cleveland Eleciric Tiluminating )
Company, and The Taledo Edison Company )
For Approval of a Competitive Bidding Process )
for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation )
Supply, Accounting Modifications Associated )
With Reconciliation Mechanism and Phase In, )
and Tarlffs for Generation Service )

Application

James W, Burk, Counse! of Record

Senior Attorney

Mark A. Hayden

Attorney

FirsiEnergy Service Company

76 South Main Street

Akron, OH 44308

'(330) 384-5361

Fax: {330) 384-3875

Email: burkj@firstenergycorp.com
haydenm@firstenergycorp.com

On behalf of Ohio Edison Company,

The Cleveiand Electric Iluminating Company,

and The Toledo Edison Company

Case No. 07- 796 -EL-ATA

Case No. 07-

-EL-AAM
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BEFORE
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO
In the Matter of the Application of Ohio Edison )
Company, The Cleveland Electric ilfluminating )
Company, and The Toledo Edison Company ) Case No. 07- -EL-ATA
For Approval of a Competifive Bidding Process } Casg No. 07- -EL-AAM
for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation )
Supply, Accounting Modifications Associated )

With Reconciliation Machanism and Phase In, )
and Tarifls for Generation Service )

Application

Mow come Ohio Edison Company (“Chic Edison”), The Cleveland Eleclric
tluminating Company ("CEl") and The Toledo Edison Company ("Toledo Edison®)
(coliectively, the "Companies”), by counsel, and in accordance with Revised Code
4928.14, and the Commission's regulations for “Market-based Standard Service Offer
and Competitive Bidding Process for Electric Ulilities” (OAC 4801:1-35) ("CBP
Regulations”), hereby file for approvat of a competitive bidding process ("CBP")
designed to procure supply for the provision of Standard Service Offer electric
generation service (“S50 Generation Service™). to the Companies’ retail electric
cuétomers (referred to herein as "SSO Customers” who do nol purchase electric
generation service from a competilive retail supplier beginning January 1, 2009, The
Application also seeks approval of accounting modifications to implement the proposed

reconciliation mechanism and tariffs for generation service,




------

of each load class' historical average SSO Generation and Transmission Rate,
converted to & wholesale equivalent, to the average of all historica! SS0O Generation
and Transmission Rates and then adjusted by the applicable distribution line loss factor.
The rate so calcutated will be adjusted by the load class seasonal factor, and the result
grossed up for applicable taxes to determine the individual Standard Service Offer
Generation Charge for each load class. Aftached as Exhibit C2 is a Rale Template that
illustrates the methodology the Companies will use to arrive at the Standard Service
Offer Generation Ci‘)arge for each load ciass if a slice of the system competitive bidding
process is implemented, The slica of system approach provides greater flexibility to the
Commission in establishing the specific generation rates for the different customer
classes through application of the Rate Template. Such flexibility couid be exercised 1o
address customer impacts during the transition to generation prices derived from the
sompetitive bidding process, particularly for customers that have historically been
served under below average rates.
Rate Design

A. General Principles

30. The Companies’ current generation tariffs and rates reflect the concepts
prevalent in the industry, and the Companies' circumstances, prior to the competitive
generation and the restructuring of the Ohio slectric industry, which went into effect in
2001. Such tariffs do not reflect the current structure of the electric industry in Ohio and
need to be revised to conform with the changes that resulted from restructuring.

31,  As a general principle, the Companies’ Standard Service Offer Generation

Charges reflect the fact that the Companies no longer own generating plants and must
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purchass ali of the energy and capacity if they are to provide generation service to $S0
Customers.

32. Al Standard Service Offer Generation Charges will be seasonal, with the
exception of street and traffic lighting rates. The seasonal factors will be fixed but
based on load-weighted Locational Marginal Prices, where the hourly load values used
will be derived from the usage profile data for customers in the load class. Additionally,
all SSO Customers, with the exception of street and traffic lighting accounts, will have
an optional, seasenal, time-of-day rate available to them.

33. Yo ensure that SSO Supply costs are fully recovered and so that the
customers pay and Companies recover no more or less than the costs to procure power
and implement the program, the Companies are propesing a quarterly reconciliation
adjustment, which will adjust the retail price to account for differences between SSO
Generation Service revenues and SSO Supply cosis {.e., amounts paid o the S50
Suppliers plus the Companies’ additiona! costs incurred in the provision of SS0O
Generation Service) during the prior quarter. See paragraphs 38 - 41 below.

34. As sizied above, in order to match the SSO Supply terms with MISO
planning years, the different delivery periods for which S50 Supply is being procured
during 2008 are designed ultimately 1o correspond with MISO planning years which run
from June 1* to May 31% of the subsequent year.

B. Speciai Rates

35. For cuslomers served under the Street Lighting (Rate STL) or Traffic
Lighting (Rate TRF) schedules, the Standard Service Offer Generation Charge shall be
the Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Rate GS or 3.0¢ per kWh, whichever

is less. Governmenta! enfities who participate in or take generation service through opt-
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out governmental aggregation for their governmental electric accounts are not eligible
for this special pricing provision for Rate STL and Rate TRF.

36, Accordingly, with respect to traffic and street lighting customers, thg
Companies prepose o recover any difference between the Standard Service -Oﬂer
Generation Charge and the generation rate charged to such customers for SS0
Generation Service through a non-bypassable charge paid by all other retail delivery
customers via a separate rider ~ Revenue Variance Rider.

37. With respect to CEl's special contracl customers remaining after January
1, 2009, the Companies propose to recover 50% of the difference between the
Standard Seivice Offer Generation Charge and the generation portion of the special
contract rate, consistent with past treatmennt, throﬁgh a non-bypassable charge paid by
all other CE| customers via a separate rider,

C. Reconciliation Mechanism

38. The Companies propose a quarterly reconciliation fo recover, among other
things, the difference between amounts paid {o suppliers and amounts actually billed to
customers (the “Reconciliation Charge"}.' Reconciliation Charges will be calculated for
each calendar year quarter and, due to data availability, included in charges 1o SSO
Customers approximately 60 days foliowing the conciusion of the calendar year quarter.

39. If a competitive bidding process by load class is implemented, the
Reconciliation Charge will be calculaled separately for each Ioad class. f 2 slice of
system competitive bidding process is implemented, there will be a single Recanciliation
Charge for all load classes. See Rate Templates-and Reconciliation Mechanisms,

Exhiblts C1 and C2. All of the Companies’ SSO Customers, except for sireet and traffic
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lighting accounts and CEl's special contract customers whose contracts specify a fixed
price, will pay the Reconciliation Charge. Sep Proposed Tariffs, Exhibits D1 and D2,

40,  Additionally, the Companies propose to recover through the Reconciliation
Mechanism certain categories of incremental expenses associated with the
implemeantation of either of the proposed CBP alternatives: (a) competitive bidding
process expenses not recovered through the tranche fees paid by 880 Suppliers; b)a
working capital adjustment 1o aceount for the lag between incurrence of increased SSO
Supply cosis and coliection of SSO Customer revenues reflecting such increased rates;
{c) incrementai labor cosls associated with employees who will handle the operational
aspects of providing SSO Supply, such as, for example, day-ahead and realtime
coordination with SSO 3uppliers and MISO or implementation of the Companies'
Contingency Plan; and (d) uncollectible amounts associated with SSO Generation
Service, |

41.  The Reconciliation Mechanism is intended to allow the Companies to be
made whole and to ensure that SSO Customers do not pay more than the expenses
incurred through the CBP allernatives and the co‘sts described abova, In other words,
both the Companies and SSO Customers will be “made whale" via the Raconciliation
Mechanism. However, the Companies reserve the right to apply to the Comrmission for
a change to the Reconciliation Mechanism in the event that the level of the
Reconciliation Charge becomes unduly burdensome for then-current SSO Customers,

D. Avoidable Charges

42. If a competitive bidding process by load class is implemented, the
avoidable charge for each load class will be equal to the Standard Service Offer

Generation Charge plus the Reconciliation Charge.
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43. If a slice of the system competitive bidding process is implemented, the
avoidable charge for each load class will be equal to the lower of the blended
compefitive bid price multiplied by the supplier seasonal billing factor adjusted for
average distribution line losses and applicable taxes, or the customer's Standard
Service Offer Generation Charge. |

E. Tariff Filings

44, By December 1, 2008 the Companies will file conforming tariffs that
incorporate the rate design methodologies set forth in this Application and the Standard
Service Offer Generation Charges as approved by the Commission, expressed in
cents/kWh, based on the results of the sclicitations conducled during 2008. Forms of
such tariffs are altached hereto as Exhibit D1 and D2,

45, Beginning in 2010, and on May 1% of each subsequent year, the
Companies will file fariffs that incorporate the revised Standard Service Offer
Generation Charges, expressed in cents/kWh, based on the results of the solicitations
conducted during the preceding 12-month period blended with the previous solicitations
from which Master SSO Supply Agreaménts remain l_n effect.

48. 5SSO Customers will be biled on a bills rendered basis beginning with the
first billing portion for January 2008.

F. Economic and Emergency Load Response Program

47. The Companies propose an opfional load response pragram ("LRP") for
SS0 Gustomers taking service under Rate Schedule GT which will provide customers
with a credit {"Interruptible Service Credit”), determined by the amount of load the
customer wishes {o identify as cuneii!able. The interruplible Service Credit effectively

reduces the nel cost of electricily a'nd to the extent paricipants reduce their actuat
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hourly demand, the wholesale market price will tend to be reduced, benefiting all
customers. The LRF plays an important role in mainlaining bulk power systemn raliability
and results in better use of system capacity and in more efficient use of the system.
The LRP also serves o incrementally stabilize and mitigate whelesale eleciricity
markets by giving customers the opportunity to respond fo market conditions, A
customer in the LRP must demonstrate that it has at least 1 MW of realizable curiailable
load {("RCL") and that it can reduce its load on the system to the agreed upon firm load
when called upon to do so.

{1}y  Economic Buy Through Event

48, S5O Customers in the LRP will be required to contractually establish a
firm load, and demand in excess of this amount will be curiailable. The Companies can
request Economic Buy Through Events (EBT} during non-emergency conditions,
specifically when the day-ahead LMP is greater than 125% cf the Blended Competitive
Bid price for a minimum of three consecutive hours, but such events cannot exceed
1000 cumulative hours during any calendar year. When an EBT is invoked, the
customer wil have the option of curtailing, in total or in parl, its hourly demand or paying
a price based on the hourly pricing abserved in the MISO administered energy market
for the portion of the customer’s curtailable load that is n‘ot curtailed during the
curlailment period. |

48.  The RCL opticn will be closed to new participants once the lotal RCL for
all customers served under the LRP in the Companies’ service territories reac hes
400,000 kW.

50. SSO Suppliers will remain obligated to provide the energy requirements

for participants in the LRP, including the energy needad when a customer chooses to
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buy energy during an EBT and pay a price based on the hourly LMPs. Since the
Companies will pay S50 Suppliers based on the clearing price but collect revenue from
participating customers basec on higher hourly LMPs, the Companies will have
revenues in excess of expenses. The 'excess revenues’ will be passed back to all
customers to offset the cost of the Interruptible Service Credit received by participants in
the LRP. Depending on the level of hourly LMPs and the decisions by pa:ficipating
customers as to whether to curtail their consumption, the LRP can potentially be self
funding or even provide a net credit fo all other customers.

{2y  Emergency Inlerruption

51. When the Companies, a regional transmission organization, or
transmission system operator determines that the operation of the electrical system
requires curtailment of a customer's interruptible foad, the Companies will cail for an
emergency interruption and the customer is r,équired to interrupt its RCL on or before
the time specified by the Companies. The Companies wili endeavor to alert customers
as soon as possible of such an emergency interruption,

52. The customer musi stay at or below its firm load during an emergency
interruption reguest. Failure to reduce load down fo its firm load level and to keep its
* Joad at or below the firm Ioéd ievel may resuit in the customer losing eligibility to
participate in the Load Response Program and incurring other significant costs, and
may include physical disconnection of the customer's facilities to preserve system
integrity.

53. A detsiled description of the LRP and the form of the associated tariff is

attached as Exhibit E.
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G.  Hourly Pricing Program

54, The Companies propose, beginning January 1, 2008, an oplional
Generation Hourly Pricing Rider that would provide SSO Customers the opportunity io
access, by proxy, an established hourly enérgy market {0 purchase generation service.
Participating S50 Customers would have the ability o manage electric costs by shifting
toad from higher to lower price periods, reducing load during higher priced periods, or
by adding new load during lower price periods.

55. The Generalion Hourly Pricing Rider would be avattable o customers
taking 8SC Genheration Service that had appropriate interval metering and
communication capabilities. Energy prices would be obtained from the MISO
administered day ahead energy marxet, currently viewable to customers direcily from
the existing MISO web site. All costs to the Companies associated with procuring
hourly generalion sepvice for 880 Customers on the Rider and administering the
program under the Rider would be charged to the customer. For the load being served
under the Hourly Pricing Rider, the Companies will, for all MISO purposes, be the load
serving entity and this load will not be a responsibllity of the winning bidders in the
competitive bidding process,

56. In addition, a reconciliation mechanism, specific to this program,-is
proposed o ensure cosl recovery by the Companies that dees not exceed or fall short
of aclual costs. Interval metering would be required and provided by the Companies at
the customer's expense, and customers would Ee required to provide and pay for the
installation and monthly cost of a dedicated telephone line to the meler location.

57. A detailed description of the hourly pricing program and the form of the

associated tariff is attached as Exhibit F.
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Competitive Bid Process by Load Class Exhibit G1
Rate Template and Recongciliation Mechanism Page 10f9

niraduction

This document provides a description of ibe mannes in which the Blendad Compstitive Bid Price
of a load class is converied info a retail rate (Rate Template) and the methodology for
determining a Reconciliation Machanism. The methodologies describad are genarally
applicable to @ach load class at each of the threa Ohio cperating companias, Ohio Edison (OE),
Toledo Edison {TE) and Cleveland Electric Hluminating (CE), except, as further discussed
below. A Rate Ternplate unique to CEl is necessary for the period January 1, 2009 until the
time thare Is full recovery of Regulatory Transition Charges.

OE, TE and CEl will implement retail tariffs, developed through the Rate Tempiate, that will
recaver the Standard Service Offer (SSO) Revenue Raguireaments. S50 Revenhue
Requiraments are equal to the payments to 330 suppliers for purchased power plus the
Companies’ costs for providing 550 Generation Service.

A raconciliation rider will be implemanted 1o ensure that the Companies recover the amounl of
the Companies’ S50 Revenue Reguirements. Under the terms of the reconciliation rider,
revenues raceivad by OE, TE and CEl ta caver SSO Revenue Requiramants will be raconciled
quarterly to recover or refund the differsncs, Including appropriate interest, betwsen the
Companies’ S80 Revenue Requirements and revenues recelved from SSO customers during

the quartery recanciliation parlod.’

A subgroup cf customers will be handled separalely under this alternative, which introduces the
need for an additional rider. Details related to this are included in the Revenue Varancea section

of Exhibit C-1.

Tariffs assodated with the Competitive Bid Process by Load Class Rate Tamplates and
Recongiliation Mechanisms are contained in Exhibit D-1.

Rate Template - General

The Rate Template Is usad 1o convert the Blended Competitive Bid Price to a retail rate, which
will be referred to as the Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (S80GC). The solicitations
in the Competitive Bid Process for generation supply will result In nine different clearing prices
for the Residential and General Service - Small load classes and six different clearing prices for
the General Service - Largs load class. For each class, the clearing prices will be averaged
using the number of franches purchased at each price as weights to obtain a Blended
Compelitive Bid Price. The SSOGC for each load class (SSO Load Class Charge) will be
determined by dividing each class’ Blended Competitive Bid Price by 1 minus the load class
specific distribution loss factor, expressed as a percentage of the power supply. The class
specific result will then be adjusted to incarporate the Seasonal Application Factor (SAF), and in
addition, if appropriate, the Time-Of-Day Application Factor (TAF), as well as the Commercial
Activity Tax (CAT) to arrive at the S30GC. There is a temporary modification o this process for
CEl which is described In the Rate Tempiate - CE! seclion below,

1 850 Revenuss, also referred to as S50 Generation Services revenues, includa revenues fram the SSOGC as well
as lhe recanciltation rider, Rider GEN-R, and will be adjusted 10 exclude revenues for the Commercial Activity Tax
(CAT) ang interesl.



Compatitive Bid Process by Load Class Exnioh ¢
Rate Tamplate and Raconciliation Machanism Page 20f9

The SAF for each load class is as follows:
Seasonal Application Factar

Summer Winter
7] 1.328 0.885
GS, POL 1.251 0.908
GP, G5, GT 1.219 0.919

For qualifying customers, there wilf be a Time-of-Day option available. Customers served under
this option wilt have an SSQGC that, in addition to the SAF, incorporates a Time-of-Day
Application Factor {TAF). The TAF for each class is as follows:

FTime-Of-Day Application Facior

On-Peak Ofi-Paak
Summer  Winter  Summer  Winter
RS 1.316 1.281 0.656 0.731
GS8, POL 1.282 1.237 0.612 0.688
GP, GSU, GT 1.344 1.285 0.638 0.704

On-Peek time shall be 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST, Monday through Friday, exciuding holidays,
Holidays are defined as New Year's Day, Memarial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day,
Thanksgiving Day, ard Christras Day. Off-Peak shall be all other hours.

Summar and winter pariods will be consistant with the Company's Electric Service Regulations,
Section V1L

Rale Template - CEl for the period Januvary 1, 2009 to May 31, 2009 (est.)

For the period January 1, 2009 until approximately May 31, 2008, the SSOGC for GEl will be
cafculated by individual rate block. This modification is necessary because CE!'s current tariffs
wlil extend until all Regulatory Transltion Costs are recovered’. The individual current tariff
generation, rate stabilization, and transmission charges for each rate block will be summed,
The resulis will be multiplied by the ratio of the Adjusted Comnpetitive Bid Price, adjusted for
Seasonal Application Factors and Commercial Aclivity Tax (CAT), to the overall average
generation and Rate Siabilization Charge (RSC), by season, in cents per kWh,

' This recovery is expectad to ba complsla by May 31, 2008, Refer to paragraph 5 of the Companies' Application
filed Septembar 8, 2005 in Casa No. 05-1125-EL-ATA.



Competitive Bid Process by Load Class Exhibit G
Rate Template and Reconeiliation Mechanism Page3ol9

Rate Template ~ Formul
o Below are Rate Template Formulas used to develop the SSOGC:

SSOGC, = {lAP /{1 - DL x SAF} x [1/ (1 - CAT}}, rounded to the fifth decimal place.

where i is Rasidential, General Service - Small, or General Service - Large

880GC, = Btandard Service Offer Generation Charge for Class i

AP, = Blended Compeatitiva Bid Price for Class |

DL = Distribution Logses for Class |, In percentage of power supply
SAF = Seasonal Application Factor

CAT = Commercial Activity Tax, in percentage

a Tam = CEl Formula for period January 1, 2009 to May 31, 2009 (es

S80GC, = [SSOGC, /(g+ RSC+TYx{g ¢+ R8C+ T),

where | is Residential, General Servige - Small, or General Service - Large

SS0GC,
SS0GCGC,

(g+ RSC +T),
{g+RSC+T),

1]

Standard Servica Offer Generation Charge for Rate Block n
Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Class |
Overall average generation, RSC, and transmission charge for Class i

Genaration, RSC, and transmission for rate block n



Competitive Bid Process by Load Class Exhibit C1

Rate Template and Recongilialion Mechanism

Rate Template - Caleulation Exampies

fesidentlal Load Class
Agsume:

Blended Compatitive Bid price
Distribuiion loss percentage
CAT rale
Winler seasonal application factor
ther,
60.0D / (1 -.0628) = $64.02
times 0.885
times {1/ {1-.00156))
$ 58.75 per mWn or 5.875¢ per KWh

Ganeral Servige -Small Load Class
Assume;
Blended Competilive Birt price
Distribution loss perceniage
CAT rate
Winter seasonal application faclor
then,
£0.00/(1-.0628) = $84.02
times 0.906
timee (1 /{1-.00156))
$ 58.09 per mWh or 5.808¢ per kWh

Genaral Service - Large Load Class
Assume;
Blerwled Competitiva Bid price
Distribution loss percentage
GAT rate
Wintar seasonal application factar
{hen,
60.00/(1-.0068) = $60.41
fimes 0.919
timas (17 (1-.00156))
$ 55.80 par mWh or 5.560¢ per kWh

Pagad of 9

$60.00 / MWh
6.28%
0.156%

0.885

Adjusted Competitive Bid Price

Incomarate SAF

Incorporate CAT

Standard Service Offer Generalion Charge {SS0OGC)

§60.00 / Mwh
6.28%
0.156%

0.908

Adjusted Competitiva Bld Price

Incorporate SAF

Incarparate CAT

Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (8S0GBG)

$80.00 / Miwh
0.68%
0.156%
0.919

Adjusted Competitive Bid Price

Incorporate SAF

tncarporate CAT

Standard Service Offer Generalion Charge (SSOGC)
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4 rvi r Gan n Charge Reconailiation Mechanism

The Companias, by load class, will recovar from customers the total amount of S5O Supply
costs, which will be raferred to as Standard Service Offer (SSO) Revenue Requirements, The
$80 Revenue Requirements are equal to payments to SSO Suppliers for purchased power plus
the Companies’ costs for providing SSO Generatlon Service. Costs for providing SSO
Geoneration Servica will include: (1) actual expenses necessary o conduct the competitive
solicitation less any recovery of these costs in the tranche fees; (2) a working capital adjustment
accounting for the fact that revenues received by the Companies for S80 Supply expanses lag
the actual payment by the Companies to the 550 Supplers for such power supply
requirements'; (3} labor and benefit costs for employees managing the Companies’ power
supply activities and (4) actual uncoliectible expense amounts related te SS0 Generation
Service. 880 Revenues will be reconciled quarterly to recover or refund the difference between
580 Revenue Requirements and the revenues (excluding revenues related to recovery of the
Commerclal Activity Tax and interest) from S50 customers. The overfunder recovery,
calcutated on a load class basis, will be collected ur refunded two months {ater through a
Standard Service Offer Ganeration Charge (§SOGC} Reconciliation Rider, Rider GEN-R.

‘The reconcitiation will be done on a quarterly basis by load class and the first reconciliation
amourit will be based an the first three months of 2009. The recenciliation amaunt wilf be billed
to SSQO customers via Rider GEN-R beginning sixty days after the end of the quarter. The
difference betwean S50 Revenue Requiraments and the 880 Revenues recaivad, plus inferest
calculaled at the embedded cost of debt, is not determinable for a given quarter until the
subsaquent month, therefore the SSOGC Recondliation Charge on Rider GEN-R wil heon a
two month fag. As a result, the SS0OGC Recondilisdion Charge will be zero for the period
January 1, 2009 thraugh May 31, 2009, The SSOGC Reconciliation Cherge will be caleulated
each quarter in the following manner:

1. Sum the amounts paid to SSO Suppliers? with the Company's costs to provide SS0O

Qeneration Service {0 determine the S0 Revenue Requirement.

Sum the SS0GC revenues billed during the revenue month (Billad SSO Revanues).®

Calculate applicable Commercial Activity Tax Revenues associated with the $S0GC

Revenues.

Calculate the interest recovery component of the S50 Revenuss.

Calculate a preliminary Over/Under Recovery by subtracting the S80 Revenue

Requirement from the Billed SSO Revenues (less the Commercial Activity Tax and

interest recovery),

8. if these s a phase-in of residential genaration rates, the atiendant deferred expense
and related revenues will be subtracted fram the preliminary Over/Under Recovery to
calculate the final Qver/Under Recovery.

7.  Onamonthly basis throughout the quarter, calculate the balance subject to interest
by adding the previous month's balance (which is equal to the final overfunder

L L

' I#1ha convereion from current tariff chargas for generation sarvice ta tha SSOGC s implemanted on a senvice
randered basls ihere will be an addilional working capital component consisting of the interast on the diferonce
bredweern the cash outlay for purchased power for January 2009 and the cash received from customers for service
rantdarad in January 2008.

? payments to SSO Suppliars will axclude the portion of the paymant that relates to Straat and Traffic Lighfing
cuslomears as well as special contract accounts.

¥ Billed 550 Revenues include only $SO lvad servad by successful compeliive sclicitation bidders and inchides
85000 revenues as wall as any billed GEN-R sider revenues. The billed 88O Ravenues would exdude SS0GC
revenuas from Streat and Traific Lighting custorners as well Bs any genaration relabed revanue for special contract
acoouns,
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recovery balance plus the interest balance) amount to oneg half the current month's
final over/under recovery,

8. Calculate the applicable interast by multiplying the balance subject to interest by the
interest rate divided by 12.

9.  Datermine the current manth's reconciliation amount by adding the Interest to the
final over/under recavery for the month.

10. For each calendar quarter, calculate the recongiliation charge by dividing he current
raconciliation amount for the quartar by the forecasted SSO retall kWh excluding
streat, traffic lighting and special contracts for the quarter for which lhe reconciliation
charge will be in eflfect and dividing this result by % minus the CAT.

The 8S0GC Raconciliation Charge calculated in tha preceding steps may be a positive or
negative value and will be applied to SSO cuslomer kWh usage (excduding street, traffic lighting
and special conlracts) beginning sixly days after the end of the quarter,

Sae Table 1 for an example of the SSOGC reconciliation mechanism,

Revanue Variance:

Centain customers will be billed for generation service at a rate different than the SS0GG for
their load cless which resulis in the Companies’ S50 Generation Service revenua being less
than the SSO Revenie Requirements. This inciudes customers on rata schedules 5T and
TRF, customers participating in the Optional | oad Response Program ("OLRF"), special
contract customers, and residential customers if there is 2 phase-in of residential generation
rates. The Companies wiil recover this difference batween revenue and expenaes (referred to
as ravanue vasiance) from ail customers, excluding STL, TRF and speclal contract customers
("RVR Rider customaers”}, through Rider RVR.

Rider RVR will recover the revenus variance for customers on rats schedules STL and TRF and
the revenue variance for customers pasticipating in the Optional Load Response Program.
Rider RVR will aiso recover 50% of the difference between the revenue raceived from special
contract customers for ganaration sarvice and the expansa Incurrad in purchasing the electricity.
Each company's RVR Rider charge is calculated in two steps. Thea first step results in tha same
value for @ach company and is equal to the aggregated revenue variance (excluding tha spacial
contract variance) of the three companies divided by the estimated aggregated retall kWh of
RVR Rider customers. The second step adds a componant that is equal 1o an individual
company's spegial contract variance divided by the astimated retail XWh of the individual
company's RYR Ridar customers. If there is a residential phase-in, there wiil be a third
component of the RVR Rider charge to recover the deferred amounts and appiicable interest,

This rider will be updated annually, to be effective each Juhe 1 and will include a reconciliation
component. This raconciliation is for the sole purpose of reconeiling recovery under the
astimated Rider RVR value and the actual revenus variancs.
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An example of the caloulation of Rider RVR is shown below®:

RVR Sample Caleulation {llustrative)

ST! &TRF Revequa Varance
Retail m\Wh CEl 170,325
OE 150,001
TE 52,367
Tolad 372,783
Total mWh 372,783
Eslimated Price ($/mWh) 53000
STL & TRF Revenue $ 11,183,489
SSDGC Equivalant Price 564,12
85060 Equivelent Reverue $ 23,902 844
8TL & TRF Revenue Variance $ 12,719,355
Retail mwh paying for the STL & TRF
Revenug Variance 53,566,103
$0.24
Qption d Respo Revenue Vanance:
Relall mWh paying for the DL RP
Revenue Variance 53,586,103
OLRP Revanue Variance = $ 10,000,000
$0.18
CEl Conlracts Revenue Varizncs in Totaf:
CEl Extendad Contracts Rev. $ 83,203,444
S80CC Equivalent Revenue $ 173,858,202
CEl Ext. Contracts Rev. Variance $ 90,564,758
50% of Contraci Rev, Variance $ 45,282,379
Retaii mWh for CEI RVE Rider
customers 16,391,139
$268

b e e e

mWh

RVR Factar per mWh
(STL & TRF Componant)

mwWh

RVR Factor per mWh (OLRP Comiponent)

mWh
RVR Factor par mWh
{CE! Special Coniract Component)

! The axampla is Bustralive only. Whils nol specilically shown in the example, Rider RVR will include a
reconciiation component which recovers or refunds the difference belween aciual revenue recovary for the revenue

varance and the actual revenue variance.

* Asindicsted in Rider GEN, Ihers Is no scasonal component for the $304mWh charge. For illusirative purposes

therefore, no seasonal componenl is bullt into this illustrativa axample.
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Introduction

This document provides a description of the manner in which the Blended Competitive Bid Price
is converied inte a retsll rate (Rata Terplate) and the methodology for determining a
Reconcillation Mechanism. The methodologies described are generally applicable to each of
the three Ohio aperaling companies, Ohio Edison (OE), Toledo Edison (TE) and Claveland
Elecliic llluminating (CEl), except, as further discussed below. A Rale Tempiate unique to CEI
is nacessary for the period January 1, 2009 unti! the time there is full recovery of Regulatory
Transilion Charges.

OE, TE and CEI will implament retall tariffs, developed through the Rate Template, that will
recover the Standard Service Offer (SS0) Revenue Reguirements. SSC Revenue
Requirements are equai fo the payments to SSO suppliers for purchased power plus the
Gompanies’ costs for providing S50 Generation Service,

A reconciliation rider will be implemented to ensure that the Companias recover the amount of
the Campanias’ SSO Revenug Raquirements. Under the terms of the reconciliation rider,
revenues raceived by OF, Tk and CEl to cover 580 Revenue Requirements will be reconciled
quarterly to racover or refund the difference, including appropriate intarest, between the
Companies’ S50 Revenus Requirements and revenues received from SS0 customers during
tha quartetly reconciliation period.’

A gubgroup of customers will be handled separately under this alternative, which introduces the
nead for an additional rider. Details related to this are included in the Revenue Vanance saction
of Exhibit C-2.

Tariffs associated with the Slice of System Competitive Bid Process Rate Templates and
Reconciliation Mechanisms are contained in Exhibit D-2.

Rate Tem « Gen

Tha Rate Tempiate is used to convert the Blended Competitive Bid Price to a retail mte, which
will be referred to as the Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC). Tha saficitations
in the Compestitive Bid Process for genaration supply will result in twelve different clearing
prices. The clearing pricas will be averaged using the number of tranches purchased at each
price as welghts to oblain a Blended Compatitive Bid Pricg, The SSOGC for each lnad class
(880 Load Class Chasge) will be determined by multiplying the Blended Competitive Bid Price
by a factor based an the ratio of each load class’ histerical average S5O Generation and
Transmission Rate 1o the average of all historical S50 Generation and Transmission Rates,
with alt rates convarted Lo a wholesale equivalant. These load class resuits will be referred to
as the Clags Allocation Factars (CAF) which ars shown betow,

RS = 1.000
GS = 1252
GP = 0.000
GSU = 0.800
GT = 0.769

' 880 Revenues, also relemred to as SSO Generalion Service revenues, include revenues from the SSOGC as well
as Ihe raconclilialion rides, Rider GEN-R, and will be adjusled to exclude revenues for Iie Gommercial Activily Tax
(CAT) and Interast.
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After the application of the CAF, the resulls are adjusted to account for distribution losses by
dividing by 1 minys the appropriate distribution loss factor, in percentage of power supply. The
class specific result will then be adjusted to incarparate the Seasonal Application Factor (SAF),
and in addition, if appropriata, the Time-Of-Day Application Factor (TAF), as well as tha
Commercial Activity Tax {CAT) to arrive at the SSOGC. There is a temporary modification to
this process far CEl which Is desctibad in the Rale Template - CEl section belcw.

The SAF for each load class Is as follows:

Seasonal Application Facior

Summer Winter
RS 1.328 (.885
GS, POL. 1.251 0.806
GP 1.231 0.917
Gsuy 1,230 4.909
GT 1.208 0.925

For qualifying customers, there will be a Time-of-Day option available. Customers served under
this option will have an SSOGC that, in addition fo the SAF, incorporates a Time-of-Day
Application Factor {TAF). The TAF for each class is as follows:

Ti - Application Factor

On-Peak Off-Peak
Summer  Winter Summar  Winter
RS 1.316 1.281 0.658 0.731
GS, POL. 1.282 1.237 0.612 0.68%
Gp 1.321 1.266 0.624 (.6894
GsU 1.331 1.273 0.6827 0.700
GT 1.358 1.298 0.650 0.710

On-Peak time shall be 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST, Monday through Friday, excluding holidays.
Holidays are defined as Naw Year's Day, Memorial Day, Indapandence Day, Labor Day,
Thankegiving Day, and Christmas Day. Off-Peak shall be all other hours.

Summer and winter periods will be consistent with the Company’s Electric Service Regulations,
Saction V1.1
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Rata Template - CEl for the period January 1 t ast.

For the pariod January 1, 2009 until approximately May 31, 2009, the S§0GC for CEI will be
calculated by individugl rate block. This modification is necessary because CEf's currant tariffs
will extend until all Regulatory Transition Costs are racovered’. The Individual current tariff
generation, rate stabilization, and transmission charges for each rate block will be summed.
Tha results will be muitiplled by the ralic of the Adjusted Competitive 8id Price, adjusted for
Seasonal Applicalion Factors and Commercial Activity Tax (CAT), to the ovarall average
generation and Rate Stabilization Charge (RSC), by season, in cents per kWh.

Rate Templale - Formula:

Below are Rate Template Fomulas used to develop the SSOGC:
SSOGCG; = {l{AP x CAF,) / (1 - D)) x SAF} x {1 /{1 - CAT)], rounded to the fifth decimal place.

8S0GG = Standard Service Offer Gensration Chargs for Class i

AP = Blended Competitive Bid Price

DL = Distribution Losses for Class i, in percentage of power supply
CAF; = Class Afocation Factor for Class i

SAF = Seasonal Application Factor for Class i

CAT = Commercial Activity Tax, in percentage, for Class i

SSOGC, = [SSOGC /(g +RSC+ TH x (g + RSC + T),

880G, = Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Rata Black n

880G = Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Class i

(g+RSC+T) Qverali average generation, RSC, and transmission charge for Class

(g+RSC+T), Generalion, RSC, and transmission for rate block n

it

' This recovery Is expected to be complets by May 31, 2009, Refer to paragraph 5 of the Companias' Application
filed Saplember 9, 2005 in Case Mo. 05-1125-EL-ATA,
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Rata Template - Calculation Exampies

RS Load Class

Assume;

Blandad Compatitive Bld prica $60.00 / MWh
CAF .00
Disiribution loss percentage 5.28%

CAT rate 0.156%
Winter seasonal application factor (.885

then,

[(60.00 x 1.000) (1 -.0628)) = $64.02
times 0.886

times (17 (1-.00156})

$56.75 per mWh or 5.675¢ per kWh

GS, POL Load Classes

Adjusted Competitive Bid Prica

Incorporate SAF

Incorporate CAT

Standard Service Olfer Generalion Charge (SS0OGC)

ASSUME:
Blended Competitive Bid price $60.00 / mwh
CAF 1.252
Distribution loss percantage 5.25%
CAT rata 0.156%
Winter seasonal applicalion faclor 0.905
then,
[(60.00 x 1.252) / (1 -.0628)) = £80.15 Adjusted Competitive Bid Price
1imes 0.906 Incorporale SAF
times (1 / (1-.00156)} Incorporate CAT

$72.73 per m\Wh or 7.273¢ per kWh

Standard Servica Offsr Generation Charge (5S0GC)



-
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GP Load Class
Assume:
Blended Competilive Bid price
CAF
Distribution loss percentage
CAT rate
Winter seasonal applicalion factor
then,
[(60.00 x 0.900)/ {1 -.0291)] = $55.62
times 0.917
times (1 / (1-.00156))
$51.08 per m\Wh or 5.108¢ per kWh

GSU Load Class
Assume:
Biended Competitive Bid price
CAF
Distribution kiss perceniage
CAT rate
Winler seasonal applichtion faclor
then,
[(60.00 x 0.800) f {1 -.001M)] = $48.05
times 0 909
times {1/ (1-.00166})
$43.74 per miWh or 4,374¢ per ikiWh

Exhibit G2
Page 5af 11

amples (Cont'd

$60.00 / mwh
0.90Q

2.9%
0.156%
0.917

Adjusted Compeditive Bid Price

Incarporale SAF

Incorporate CAT

Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC)

$60.00 / mWh
0.800

0.10%
0.156%

0.909

Adjusted Competitive Bid Prica

Incorporale SAF

Incorporata CAT

Standard Service Offer Generallon Change (SSOGC)
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Rate late « Caiculation Examples (Cont’d) |

GT Load Class

Assume;

Blended Campelitive Bid price 360,00/ mWh
CAF 0.769
Distribudion loss percenlage 0.00%

CAT rate 0.156%
Winter zaasanal application factor 0.925

ihen,

[(60.00 % 0.769) / {1 -.00G60}] = $46.14 Adjusted Competitive Bid Price
times 0.925 Incorporate SAF
limes (1/(1-00156)) incorporate CAT
$42.75 per mWh or 4.275¢ per kWh  Standard Sarvice Offer Generation Charge [850GC)

Standard Service Offer Generation Charge Reconciliation Mechanism

The Companies, in aggregate, will recover from customers the tolal amount of SSO Supply
costs which wili be referved to as Standard Service CFer (SS0) Revanue Requirements. Tha
SS0 Revenue Requirements are egual to payments to SSO Suppliers for purchased power plus
the Companies’ costs for providing S50 Generation Servica. Costs for providing S50
Ganeration Sarvice will include: (1) actual expenses necessary to conduct the competitive
solicitation less any recavery of these costs in the iranche fees; (2) a working capital adjustment
accounting for the fact that revenues received by the Companies for SSQ Supply expenses lag
the actual payment by the Companies to the S50 Suppliers for such power supply
raquiremenis’; (3} labor and benefit costs for employess managing the Companies’ power
supply activitizs and (4) actual uncoliectible expense amounts refated to SSO Generation
Servica. S50 Revenues will be reconciisd quarterly {0 racovar or refund the difference betwean
550 Revenue Reaquirements and the revenues (excluding revenues relatad to recovery of the
Commercial Activity Tex and interast) from 880 customers. The over/under recovery will ba
collected or refunded two months latar through a Standard Sarvics Offar Genaration Charge
(880GC) Reconciliation Rider, Ridar GEN-R.

The recanciliation will ba dona on a quarterly basis and tha first reconciiation amount will be
based on the first thraa months of 2009, The recondiliation amgunt will be biled to 380
custamers via Rider GEN-R baginning sixty days after the end of the quarter, The difference
betwaen SSO Ravenue Raguirements and the S50 Revenuas received, plus inferast calcuiated
at the embedded cost of debt, is not determinable for a given quarter until the subsequent
month, therefore the SSOGC Reconciliation Charge on Rider GEN-R wiil be on a two month
lag. As a result, the S30GC Recondiliation Charge will be zero for the period January 1, 2009

¥ It the canversion from current tariff cherges for generation sefvice to the SSOGC Is implemanted on a service
rendiared basis thera will be an addilional working capilal companent consisting of the interast an Lhe diffarence
between the cash outiay far purchased power for January 2008 and the cash raceived from cusiomers for service
rendared in January 2009,
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through May 31, 2009. The SSOGC Revonciliation Charge will ba calculated each quarter in
the following menner;

-

1.

R N

10.

Sum tha amounts paid to SSO Suppliers’ with the Company's casts to provide SSO
Generation Service to daterming the SSC Revenue Requirement.

Sum the SSOGC revenues bifled during the revenue month (Billed 5SSO Revenues).?
Caleulate applicable Commergial Activity Tax Revenues associated with the SSQGC
Revenues.

Calcuiate the interest recovery compenent of the SSO Revenues.

Calcuiate a preliminary Qver/Under Recovery by subfracting the SS0O Revanue
Requirement from the Billed SSO Revenues (less tha Commarcial Activity Tax and
interast recovery).

If there is a phase-in of residential gensration rates, the aftendant deferred expense
and related revenuas will be subtracted from the preliminasy Over/Under Recovery to
caleulate the final Qver/Under Recavery.

On a monthly basis throughout the quarter, calculate the balance subject to interest
by adding the previous manth’s balance (which is equal to the final overfunder
recavery balance plus the interest halance} amount to one haif the current manth's
final overfunder recovery.

Caiculate the applicable interest by multiplying the balance subject to interest by the
interest rate dividad by 12.

Datermine the current month's reconciliation amount by adding the interest to the
final over/under recovery for the month.

For each calendar quarter, calculate the reconciliation charge by dividing the current
reconciliation amount for the quarter by the foracasted 35S0 retail kWh excluding
street, traffic lighting and special contracts for the quarter for which the reconciliation
charge will be in effect and dividing this result by 1 minus the CAT.

The SSOGC Reconciliation Charge calculated in the preceding steps may be a positive or
negative value and will be applied to SSO customer kWh usage {excluding streel, iraffic lighting
and special contracts) beginning sixty days after the end of the quarter.

See Table 1 for an example of the SS0GC reconciliation mechanism.

' Payments to SSO Suppliers will exclude the portion of tha paymant that relates to Strast and Traffic Lighting
customers as well as special contract accounts.

? Dited S50 Revenues includa anly SSO (oad servad by successiul campsiitive solicitation biddars and includes
SS0GC rovenues as well as any billed GEMN-R rider revenugs, The billad 350 Revenuas would axulide S30GC
ravaenues from Street and Traffic Lighling customars as wail a8 any generation related revenue for special cantract

acoounts.
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Rate Template and Reconciliation Mechanism Page 8 of 11

Revenue Variance

Certain customers will be billed for ganeration service at a rate differant than the 850GC for
their load class which resulis in the Companles' SSO Generation Service revenue being less
than the S50 Revenue Requirements. This includes cusfomers on rate schedules STL and
TRF, customers participating in the Optional Load Response Program ("OLRP"), special
contract cusiomers, and residential customers if there is a phase-in of residential generation
rates. The Companies will recover this difference between revenue and expenses {referred to
as revenus variance) from all customers, excluding ST1., TRF and speclal contract customers
{"RVR Rider customers”), through Rider RV,

Rider RVR will recover the revenue variance for customers on rate schadules STL and TRF and
the revenue varlance for customers participating in the Oplional Load Response Program,
Rider RVR will also recaver 50% of the difference between the revenue received from special
contract customers for generation service and the expense incurred In purchasing the electricity.
Each company's RVR Rider charge is calculaied in two steps. The first step results in the same
value for each company and is equal to Lhe aggregated revenue variance (excluding any special
contract variance) of the three companies divided by the estimated aggregated retail kWh of
RVR Rider customers. The second step adds a component that is equal to an individual
compeny's special contract variance divided by the estimated retail kWh of the individual
company's RVR Rider customers. [f there is a residential phase-in, there wili be a third
component of the RVR Rider charge to recover the deferred amounts and applicable interest.

This rider will be updated annually, to he effective each June 1 and will include a reconciliation
companent. This reconciliation is for the sole purpose of recongciling recovery under the
estimated Rider RVR value and the aclual revenue variance,



Slice Of System Competitive Bld Process Exhioi (2
Rate Template and Reconciliation Mechanism Pagegoltt

An example of the calculation of Rider RVR is shown below":

RVR Sample Calcufation (tlustrative)
STL &TRF Revenus Varien

Retail mVWh CEl 170,325
OE 150,091
TE 52,367
Tolal 372,783
Toial mWh 372,783
Estimated Price (3/mWh) $3000 7
STL & TRF Revenue $ 11,183,489
SSOGC Equivalent Price 58028 °*

SSOGC Equivalent Revenue $ 20,927.017
STL & TRF Revenus Varance $ 18,743,528

Reatlail m TL & TRF
Revenue Varignce 53.656,103 mWh

RVR Factor par mvvh
$0.35 (STL & TRF Component)

Qptlonal Load Response Program Revenue Variance:

Retall mWh paving for the Revenus
Variance 53,558,103 mWh

OLRP Revenue Variance = § 10,000,000
$0.18 RVR Factor per m\Wh (OLRP Component)

CEl Conlracts Revenue Variance [n Tolal:
CEi Extended Conirecls Rev. $ 83,263,444

S8OQGC Equivalent Revenye $ 136,950,480
CE! Ext. Coniracts Rev. Variance $ 53,657,036
50% of Contract Rav. Varlance $ 26,828,518

il mwh fo Riger
glistomets 16,891,138 mwh
RVR Faclor per mWh
$1.89 (CEl Special Geniract Component)

' Tha sxample 18 llusirativa only. While nat specifically shown i1 the example, Rider RVR wilt include a
raconcilistion component which recovers or refunds the differsnce batween actuel revenue recovery for the revenue
varkance ar the aclual revenue variance,

? As indicaled in Rider GEN, thers Is no seasonal componant for the $30/miwh charge. For fllustrative purposes
tharefore, no seasonal component # built into this illustrative exarple.


file:///NH/e

Cxhibit C2
Page 10 of 11

I5p0000 Y

9800008 -
{eogieg). o 0
ikt
iGerrven
o
1et@Lres) |

854 Lr ¥ oues
735050
BYL'EE0S
(265'c80%Y
BOLSZYLGLE
L25'505'00L8 .
OGS
Are3sT'o0s

0L2'857' 990}

ey T
f LT

L gy

(b05'veL8)

(501" vt
{g2qLs

- BLEPES Y

R - 1R ]

(gra'zassi
[}
(szezals)

500y IETS

. B

oS
{zes'c0s!
LI'SPe2ETS
EIPRRT LEES
i e 3
SYR'SATI8TS

05K PLFTSLE

COUFGOCESLE

oy

{eascgs]

(o ees)
(8%0°¢ 1S
001800 2%

LSLEPE 1S
{gzo's s}

[

{geess3)
$aY'ERN's0Es
&

g

o5
£BTaYElEs
£30'v01'6023
HO0TLY

TR0 PGS0

D95°E0G'EEY'E

DOCOYES 'S

5=

{1o000008) -

Govoce o8l .
(sL0re98) OEE'BoLITS
{gcy'gzs)

(agc'01s} {eargus)
SETE0T® LTINS,

© o LMVELS
T eeras

(91798}

.. BITERIS

0800028 BT - 5 Ly =
lise'ess) IKYS0TS | 1O0T8LLE
B [ 2 |
frog'ei8) MO ¥E0'ES - 100'LIS
0L2'900°9513  PBLYOM'S0RS  LIT'GSTONZS
& [ - [
9QVENS 000'zres £52'22S
oS s as
SELSLE'BELS  QEYLGE'R02S  OLP'ELSGOCS
LSH'8EL'SBLS  vEYDSELOOS L12'pEEsOzs
Lz EEs s 4
VSDBZLOEES PROTIRENLONY L12'HTE'S0LE
DAU'ELYBIS'E  QLLErrZENCL  DDG'ERP'eSE'S
00000BEE C00DOD'TEITE  OOOO0OYES'S
Ty i) ER

g92't5a%

(€5028)
(pazsad
20405014

091'826'18
PLCI5YE
(1]
16’2995

LeraA'ems
B

BTE'9628

B
S0'512'068%

BOE00Z°69LS
W
0805261

GEFELL'COU'E

0e'cossR's

50-95d

%ESIR
%eo9

Srpids

6818
B
£28'as

bLCE
opa'a LS
@

BPOGILS

589'56% 1058
[1}4

L28'E2TS

0s
995'500°2078

OF' 9959028
ey
050° 985" 0028

YT 9ER'ZLSE

COO'OIDELD'E

e

WEIURYSIY BaNRI[aUoD ¥y
$33005d THE ARRHICD WATAS IO 201G
IS FALLVRLSA TN

ey X, AUANDY [EISHBOTD
8§ 180 pappagug

(s voplmduwat u) papnvY) PHOUD wBNL)
HHETD SR ue aTIRUD uaDLCOEY NDGSS
RO LOIEIDUGSO £,y L0 BN

WAL BAIBIRND
1S
9] of 1along BOUERE

Aismooay {RpU} FAG IBULY SATERWIND
ARroYaY (V) IEAG 18U

W] RRua Ry

Apwasay [Rpun) a0 Amuiusiald

AiBroooy) B0 0SS

Assrconyg a0

el Kpanorg JERITeAel

BUBAT S50 YNID

{391y wAdg (X3} BRRG SUINIT O NOUBY WO INIBAYY 9088 PaNS

Fscumby eneanay 0SS [RBL
DS wealtery
Ty IB0u Joadeag of susudes

{RIBLIOTSYD 1502 S P
“SPeaNeD [ERIES "N “TLS Suinpxdl way oo QS B

{S1U0IENT JpH) S puB
WA BERdS s 1S SermRe) WAMR W aUBAeY Oft FozRIY

romTweorwe R TN RELRERC NIl NNRgsNERY



Exhibit C2
Page 11 of 11

0000008 -

Cegbooosd -

HEEREE

sz
58 piars

wo.
ab'eples
B95'DI5'BET
e
80'geE3

wi'veo s
£09'05e'5650
8T rveShet

WF5es
LT LIsRs

Lecaey -

. 3EFIS

(BES'1L2%)

© BEELLS

foig Ry ]

282 265'28
SZLRELES

e
| RLEsNg

5L LEEGELE
rigz o 2)
Bor'7ICS
PIYIGPS
ISLZYEEIS

LEUHESEELS
0GoNE
L99'928°8818

053 LI5°806°0  OPO'LEr'seS']

G0'000'895'0L  DOD'COTSES'E

FEEFweRs 6090

I37avL

1523968

{56¥'Es)
25908
OLLHEEE

LBA'GLL'LY
DIOTLES
&
0’5208

LIOGER'CSLE
{72 H]
LIFLOES

Pra -
EBLUSH'EELS

LOUEGY 2ELS
TGOS
VO ELE 618

[t g 24 44

OoBODDLEYE

5N

028013

(g erst
S5E°LE
BLE (LS

Sr0'piad
S50 s
23

PR A

SLIEES 0TS
{EFEss
ab2'BLES
9g4'118%
230759078

9E5'STIE0ES
mos
sas'sre'eces

fLI0SS 02’

0000y 12e'E

R -2

S0 e XPL AUAMRY [ERIIIS
009 493 )% 1590 pappequig

. 600008 (abicar cosnypnuasey ul papnyIy S6IRG ISBLY
210068 WNED PpR 20 IERYD LOPRIVONVY DD0SE
(G0 - 162Zh2E (oo 2unsi CLe'sest TURALIY UOGEIRIVOIEY RURDIS TUTHNG
e . (ziaive) (2020w} CN) 130000 BARETLNG
ezl 7 - eRgd) {zz:4) 0se'ed Ay
(eEg'psvs | (L.es'oogs) {e0i'r2s) 266'6828 FNEN 9 pafang eakieg
CRRRE R (1 -y -r] {185'0a0%0 G2 BRES A13A003 (BPUN) JAA) TS IARBIRLND
Esvpiedd - oS Gro'eogs) s F] Amansind Yanun] 330 12UL
3 B ] 124 74 Wa}EC 18RUEIETY
TEEVREIE . La2ves {2p0e08%) (eog ziad) Aipnoozi (S9pui) 1Ay AlBURIIAIG
ZETE00E00E  vOUYRATOZE  LAD'ICZ'ZORS SEL'BOLTMNS fansisy 1600 055
BT by LG43 Ly e Asimeton] ERWI
SEDYEETIS | TYRLES HE'TLS SPPOLPS ¥BL AP TERBUAIOD
{esrons)  evriooes (160" 2025) EINTYL) eNL2ABY PR W-NIS
SISDET'LIAS © SYS'TRQEDES  TLOUGYEOSS pLU0SZ'SOLE (3001 WAY 913) $BIEE ML 0 LOCRY W) MBS JDOSS INIT
SIOPIPTRBE  BOMISPZOIS ZEOOMWYECES LOO'ZEE'POES fwausntoy LAY 0SS RIGL
POTES [rispiing T SO0 OIS %30 Webdig
SHOYSEIES  OYIPETOES  (SOOROEOES  LOOZIS'hOCS aom0au] ueyd Jending O] kg

QESIROT'LL  DIZPSESISE  OL2'PES’SZE'T 88 WeTENRE {SWLSND ooy SaK pul
FRRGNGD RDRdS ") LS Bupnixa) W o 0SS THTY

000'TO0MEZ'LL  GOO'CO0'BOS'E  O0D'ODO'SZS'E  DOUOO0&MR'E {SISWRISTo Jopy SoH Pue
"SDERVED EIRUS . TLE BusieR) yAky LIUSY SaUSASy 0SS peoeiiud

== o eV B ns
WISIIEYITW LR IS0
553004 PiE arpRedhang wasis 1O eols
FldNYXE SALVEISATH

SRNCBLEEASZAALE

bl B B -




EXHIBIT DWG-5
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Slice Of System Competitive Bid Process Esthibit D2

Cthio Edison Company : Original Sheet 88
Akron, Ohio P.L.C.O. No. 11 Page1of1.

RIDER GEM
Generalion Rider

APPLICABILITY:

Applicable to any customer that takes electric service under the Company’s Rate Schedules RS, GS,
STL, TRF, GP, (3SU or GT from the Company. The following Standard Service Offer Beneralion
Charges {SSQGC) by rate schedule, will apply, effective for bills rendared with the first billing portion in

January 2009, for all kWhs per KWh:

. Summer Winter
RS X0 ¢ Ky ¢
GS, POL, STL, TRF XM E Xxxn
GP Kxxx g XXnx ¢
GsuU XXX ¢ XXXK ¢
GT _ AXK ¢ XXX ¢

Summer and winler periods will be consistent wilh the Company's Eiectric Service Regulations, Section
Vil

TIME-OF-DAY OPTION:

For customers with the appropriate qualifying metering and who sled to be served under the Tirme-Oi-
Day Option, the SSOGC by rate schedule, will be as shown below, for afl kWhs, per KWh:

On-Peak QHf-Peak
Summgr ter Summer  Winter
RS XXX g xxxx ¢ X0t g waoex g
GS, POL XXRK & x.xxx ¢ XXXx ¢ wxxx g
GP WX g XXX g XX xdood
G5y XXX x200 ¢ X000 R0 é
GaT Xxxxk f XKoo d XXxx X0 ¢

On-Peak time shall be 6:00 a.m. fo 10:00 p.m. E8T, Monday through Friday, excluding holidays.
Holidays are defined as New Year's Day, Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving
Day, and Christmas Day, Offi-Peak shall be &l other hows. Summer and winter periods wilt be
consistent with the Company's Eleclric Service Regulations, Section V1.l

LIGHTING PROVISION:

For customers served under the Streel Lighting (Rate STL) or Traffic Lighting (Rate TRF) schedules, the
S5QGC shall be the SS0GC or 3.000 ¢, whichever is less, par ¥Wh, for all kWhs. The STL and TRF

accounts of customers who are members of en opt-oul governmental eggregation program ere ncnt
gligible for this special pricing provision.

Avoidable Charqes:
Cuslomers who receive generation service from & competitive refail eleciric service provider shall

avoid the lesser of (i) charges otherwise applicable under this Rider or (i) the following table for all kKiwh,
per kWi

Summer Winter

R3S XXXX & XX ¢

8, POL, STL, TRF XXX ¢ X200 ¢

GP, 68U, GT X, 500¢ ¢ X0 ¢
Filed pursuant {o Order dated , in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, before

The Public Utilittes Commission of Ohio
kssued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Eflective: January 1, 2005
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The Toledo Edison Company Qriginal Sheat 88
Toledo, Thio P.U.G.O. Ng. 8 Page 1 of 1
RIDER GEN

Generation Ridar
ABPLICABILITY:

Applicable to any customer that lakes eleclric service under the Company’s Rate Schedules RS, GS,
STL, TRF, GP, GSU or GT7) from the Company. The following Standard Service Offer Generaticn
Charges (SSOGC) by rate schedule, will apply, effactive for bills rendared with the first billing portion in
January 2009, for all kKWWhe per kWh:

Summer Winter
RS XXX ¢ X%
38, POL, STL, TRF XXX & XXXK &
GP XXX ¢ XKKR 8
Gsu XXX ¢ XXX ¢
GT XXX ¢ XXX ¢

Summer and winter periods wilt be consistent with the Company's Eleciric Service Regulations, Seclion
VLE

DME.OF-DAY DETION:

Fur customers with the apprapriate quallfying metering and who elect to be served under the Time-0f-
Day Option, the SS0GC by rate scheduie, will be as shown below, for all KWhs, per KWh:

Summer  Winler Sommer  Winler
RE X200 00 ¢ Xxax ¢ Xaxxe
Gg, POL XAXX § Moo XXRKE AXMH €
aGP XXX E 2000 ¢ X g XX ¢
asu X0 g xx0ocf XXX g KXxxd
GT XXX € sxxx ¢ XXX KX o

On-Peak time shall be 6.0 a.m. o 10:00 p.m, £8T, Monday through Friday, excluding holidays.
Holldays are defined as New Year's Day, Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving
Day, and Christmas Day. Off-Peak shall be all othar hours, Summer and winter periods will be
consistant with tha Company's Eleckic Service Regulations, Saction V1.1,

LIGHYING PROVISION,

For customers served under the Street Lighting (Rate STL} or Traffic Lighting (Rate TRF) scheduies, the
SSOGC shall be the SSOGC or 3.000 ¢, whichaver is less, per KWh, for all kWhs. The STL and TRF
accounts of custamers whao are mambers ot an opt-out gevernmental aggregation program are nat
eligible for this special pricing provision.

Avoidabie Charges:
Customers who receive generation service from a competitive retail eleclric service provider shall

avold the |aaser of {i) charges otherwise applicable under this Rider ar {li} the following table for all kwh,
per kWh:

Summer Winter

RS XXX 4 Kawx ¢

GS, POL, STL, TRF  xoo ¢ X0 ¢

GP, G3U, GT XK ¢ X0
Filed pursuant to Ordeor dated , in Case No. 07-(XX-EL-AlR, bafore

The Public thilitiss Commission of Ohic
Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Prasident Effeclive; January 1, 2009
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The Clavetand Elsctic lluminating Company Origing! Sheet 88
Cleveland, Ohio P.U.C.0. No. 13 Page 1 of 1
RIDER GEN
Generation Rider
APPLICABILITY:

Applicabla to any customar that takes elechic senvice under the Company's Rake Schadules RS, GS STL,
TRF, GP, GSU or GT from the Company. The foltowing Standard Service Offer Generation Charges
{SSOGC) by rate scheguie, will apply, effective for bills rendered after alf Regulatory Transition Costs
have been recovered, {(approximately May, 2009) wiih the first bilfing porlion thereafter, for all KWhs per
kwh:

Summer Winter
RS XXRK ¢ XXX ¢
GS, POL, STE, TRF xxxx ¢ KX ¢
&P XKXK ¢ X.XXK ¢
GSU PR e X ¢
GT XXX ¢ ToXXX ¢

Sumimer and winter paricds will be consistenl with the Company's Electric Service Regulations, Section
VL, '

TIME-OF-DAY OPTION;

For custorners with the appropriate qualifying metering and who elect to be servad under the Time-Ok
Day Optlon, the $S0GC by rate schedule, will be as shown below, for all K\Whs, per iwh;

On-Peak Off-Peak
Summar  WWinter Summer  Winter
RS XIRX ¢ XXl § AR E XXX ¢
G5, POL XXMXE X0 XXX ¢ X g
GP : XMXKE Mxxx ¢ XXX ¢ 2
GSU XXKNX § XK § XXX ¢ w0t g
GT XEXX ¢ XXXX § Xt ¢ v g

On-Peak time shall be 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST, Monday through Friday, excluding holidays.
Huolidays are definad a8 New Year's Day, Mamorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving
Day, and Christmas Day. Off-Peak shall be all other howrs, Summer and winter pericds will be
censistent with the Company's Electric Service Reguialions, Section V.1,

LIGHTING PROVISION:

For customers served under the Street Lighting (Rate STL) or Traffic Lighting (Rate TRF) schedules, the
S80GC shali be the SSOGC or 3.000 £, whichaver is less, per kWh, for alt kwhs. Ths STL and TRF
accounts of customers who are membears of an opt-out governmental aggragation program are not
eligible for this special pricing provision.

Avoidable Charges:
Customers who receive generafion service from a competitive retail electric service provider shail

avoid the lesser of (i) charges otherwise applicable under this Rider or (i} the following table for all kv,
par KWh:

Surmmer Winter

RS XXXX XXX ¢

GS,POL, STL, TRF  x)om ¢ X.XAX ¢

GP, GSU, GT X XXX 4 X000 ¢
Filed pursuant to Order dated , in Case Mo, 07-XXX-EL-AIR, bafore

The Public Ulitities Commissicn of Ohio
Issued by: Anthony . Alexander, President Effective: May __, 2000
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The Cleveland Electiz llluminaling Company Driginal Sheet 88
Cleveland, Ohio F.U.C.D. No, 13 Page 10l B

RIDER GEN
Generation Rider

APPLICABILITY:

Applicable to any customer that takes elecric service from the Company under the Rate Schedules listed
below, The lollowing Standard Service Offer Generalion Charges {SSQOGC) by rate schedule, by rate
block, will apply, effegtive for bills rendered with the first billing portion in January 2088, for all KWhs per
kwh, and will remain in effact until all Regulatory Transition Costs have been recovered, (approximately
May, 2009):

A B

Residential Apt. With Water Heating Schedule séozsc 8
Energy Chargas
Winter
Flrgt 300 kwWh %X ¢ xxH ¢
Next 300 kWh UK XN ¢
Nexl 1400 ¥Wh XXX 0K ¢
Naxt 300 kwh x00 ¢ Haoey ¢
Excess N f X ¢
Summer ‘
First 300 kwh Ko ¢ Xy ¢
Next 300 XWh XX ¢ X XXX ¢
Nexl 1400 kKAh X0 ¢ HAXN ¢
Mexd 300 kwh %300 wxxy ¢
Excess Xx. X% ¢ XXXX ¢
Residential Apt. Excluding Water Heating Schedule 850GC
Energy Charges
Winter
Flrst 300 kwh %00 ¢ XXX ¢
Next 300 ¥Wh %500 ¢ s 4
Next 1400 kWh XXX ¢ X200l ¢
Excass x50 ¢ XXX §
Summsr
Flrst 300 KWh RN P xxxx ¢
Next 300 ¥Wh 00K ¢ XXX
itext 1400 kwh RO ¢ Xy ¢
Excess XXXX G XaAxx ¢

Flled pursuant to Order dated , in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, before

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohic
Issuad by Anthony J. Alexandar, Presikdent Effective:. January 1, 2009
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RIDER GEN
Generation Rider
(A) (B)
Residential Schedule £80GC
Enerov Charges
Winter
First S00 kWh X300 ¢ XXX ¢
Next 500 kwh A000 ¢ 20X ¢
Over 1000 KWh 200 § 12000
Al use in excess of 125 kKWh per kW {Load Mgm?) AKX ¢ R0t ¢
Surnmer
Fiest 500 kWh XX ¢ KXHK ¢
Next 500 kWh X0 ¢ XX%K §f
Over 1000 kWh 206K [ R0 ¢
Allusa in excess ol 126 kiWh per kW (Load Mgml) XWX ¢ Xuok ¢
Residential Water Heating Schedule 5506C
Energy Charges
Winter
Flirst 500 KWh X0 ¢ Ko ¢
Nex1 500 kWh XXXN ¢ KUK ¢
Qver 1000 kivh x.XXK XK ¢
A use in excess of 125 kWh per kW {Load Mgmi) x.300% XXKX ¢
Summer
Firat 800 kWh X0 ¢ Xt
Next 500 kWh xocox ¢ X000 ¢
Over 1000 kWh K0 X300 ¢
All use In excess of 128 KWh per kKW (Load Mgmt) . RXxx ¢ XX ¢
Residantial Space and Water Heating Schedule 830GC
Energy Charges
Winter
First 500 kWi i ¢ XK ¢
Maxt 100 KWh XXX ¢ XXX ¢
Next 400 kWh b&L 4 xxx
Excass . XX2X ¢ R0 tf
All yse in excess of 125 kWh per KW {Load Mgmi) XX IO ¢
Stimmer
First 500 ¥Wh XK CoXxax
Next 100 KWh WXKK § R0 ¢
Mext 400 KWh IO § R ¢
Excess X XXK X3 ¢
X000 23000 §

Afl use in excess of 125 KWh per kW (Load fMgmt)

Flled pursuani to Order dated

. in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, before

The Public Utties Cammissicn of Chlp

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President

Etfeclive: January 1, 2000
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The Claveland Elestric lluminating Company Original Sheet 38
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RIDER GEN
Generaticn Rider
{A) (B)
Residential Space Heatlng Schedule 880GC
Energy Charges
Winie:
First 500 K\Wh AXKX ¢ XX ¢
Next 500 kWh X.XKX ¢ KKK
Quer 1000 kWh KKER § XXxX ¢
Al yse in excess af 128 KWh per kW (Load Mgmt) XXX ¢ XXXX
Summer
First 500 kWh X.XKX X ¢
Next 500 Xwh X000 ¢ KK ¢
Over 1600 KWh 20 ¢ AKX ¢
Al use In excess of 125 KWh par kW {Load Mgmt} XXX § %2008 ¢
Hdd-On Heat Pump 550GC
Enacgy Charges
Wirfer
Al kWhs sexex Koot ¢
Suminer
Al &Whs XNHX § X000 ¢
General Commergial Schedute §80GC
Enerqy Charoes
Winter
First 500 kwh KXKx ¢ xxxx ¢
Mext 7060 KWh HXKX ¢ X¥xx ¢
Excess WA ¢ ko f
Summer
Flrst 500 kwh X0 ¢ X% ¢
Next 7000 kWh o ¢ LXxx g
Excess XX ¢ XXX ¢
Electric Space Conditioning Schedule 8S0GC
Winter
Al ¥Whe XXX ¢ LXK ¢
Surniner
All KWhEe XHHx ¢ x.xxx §

Filed pursuant to Crder dated

The Public Utilitles Commission of Chio

Issued by: Anthony J. Alaxander, Presidert

» in Case No, 07-XXX-EL-AlR, before

Effactive: January 1, 2000
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RICER GEN
Generation Rider
(A) (B)

Ganeral Service Schedule S§50GC

Energy Charges

Winter

First 500 Wh X0 00K ¢

Next 4,500 Wh 00 ¢ X000 ¢

Next 5,000 XWh X XAKXX §

Excess K ¢ oot i

Summer

First 500 kWh RXNX & X008 ¢

Next 4,500 ¥wh X0 ¢ X008 ¢

Next 5,000 kwh Xy XXxx ¢

Excess X0 KAKx ¢

Smal Schoo! Schadule Lielcl

Kilowall Demand Billing Charge

Winter

First 50 kwd F x0ou $ 2000

Excess P xR $ 00

Summer

Eirst 50 kwd $ wane $ o

Excess 3 xaoo F

Energy Chasgas

Winfar

First 150 kWh per kW of demand X.H5% ¢ XEK

Next 150 kWh per kW of demand Hoxxx ¢ XRX ¢

Excess Xt ¢ Roxx

Summer

First 150 kWh per ¥W of demand roux ¢ X0 §

Next 150 iWWh per kW of demand X ¢ X ¢

Excess X0 f X §

Filed pursuant 1o Order datad

The Public Wilities C

Issued by: Anthony J, Alexander, President

ommission of Ohio

\ in Case No. 07-2004-EL-AIR, before

Effective: January 1, 2009



: Slice Of System Competitive Bid Process

The Claveland Etectric Nluminaling Company

Exhibil D-2
Crigina! Sheet 88

GCleveland, Ohio PU.C.QO,No. 13 Page 5of 9
RIDER GEN
Ganeration Rider
(A )
Large Commercial Schedule 880GC
Kil j harge
Wintar
First 50 kwid $ oo $ xxxx
Excess ‘ 3 X000 $ X000
Summer
First 50 kwd § x.xxx $ .k
Excoss $ wooo $ M.%0%
£nefgy Charges
Winler
Firs{ 40,000 kwh x.XxX ¢ $xx
Next 80,000 ¥Wh X XKH o XXxx ¢
Excess XA ¢ XX f
Summer
First 40,000 kXWh xanx ¢ X ¢
Next 80,000 ¥Wh VY 1XNNX §
Excess AKKXK ¢ X0 ¢
Small Beneral Servise Schadule §50GC
Kilovalt Demand Billing Charga
Winter
First 50 kwd $xxx £ %000
Excess $ a0 $ %00
Summer
Firsl 50 Ywid § o0 Jouxnx
Excass $xoo $ %ox
1l Charges
Winler
Firsl 200 KWh per XW of demand K ¢ X008
Next 200 Kwh per kW of demand XX ¢ XXXX ¢
Excess Koot ¢ o ¢
Summer
First 200 iWWh per kW of demand XXKK & X0 ¢
Next 200 kwh per kW of demand ®XAX ¢ xxXxx ¢
Excass RXKE ¢ RIOUX §

Filed pursuant to Order dated

The Public Utiitlas Commission of Ohio

issued by, Anthony J. Alexander, President

, in Case No., 07-XXX-EL-AIR, befare

Eflective: January 1, 2008




’ Slice Of System Competitive Bid Process

The Clevaland Electric Numinating Company

Exhibit D-2
Oniginal Sheet 88

Cleveland, Qhio P.U.C.0. No. 13 Page 6 of §
RIDER GEN
Generatlon Rider
. . (4) (B)
All Electrie Large General Servica Schedule 5506C
Kilpwait Demand Billing Charge
Wintsr
First 50 K\Wd $ xoox P exxx
Excess $ oo $ xono0
Summer
Fasl 50 kWid ¥ oxxnx $xcox
Excess $ xox $ x2000
Energy Charges
Winler
First 40,000 kWh XX ¢ X%
Nexi 60,000 kwh AXXNX ¢ xa00t
Excess WK X0
Summer
First 40,000 kWh X ¢ XXNX ¢
Next 60,000 KWh XXX ¢ XXEK ¢
Excass XXX ¢ Rxxx ¢
Large School Schedule” $306GC -
Hilowall Demand Billing Charge
Winter
Firat 200 kiwd $ xaxx $x.0x
Excass $ X000 B xaxox
Summer
First 200 KWd $xx $ x0
Excess £ oo $xx
Energy Chames
Winfer
First 300 XWh per kW of demand ' XXX ¢ XXX ¢
Excess X g xKxxx ¢
Summer
First 300 kWh per kW of demand ) wxex ¢ X0 ¢
Excess R ¢ Ko ¢
Qutdoor Lighting Schedule 850GC
Eneray Charges .
Al KWhs X X ¢
Fited pursuant to Order dated . In Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, before

The Public UkiNas Commission of Ohio
Issued by: Arthony J. Alexander, President

Effeciive: January-1, 2009
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Slice Of System Competitive Bid Process Exhibit D-2
The Cleveland Eleciric keminating Company Original Sheet 88
Claveland, Ohio PULC.O. Np. 13 Page 7 of 9
RIDER GEN
Generation Rider
(A) {B)
Outdoor Night Lighting Schedule 880GC
Enenyy Gharpes
Al k\Whs ZXRX ¢ XXX ¢
Street Lighting Schedule
Energy Charges
All KWhs 2.300¢ X00K §
Traffiz Lighting Schedule
Energy Charges
All XWhs XXX § AXXN ¢
Process Heating Schedule $50GC
Energy Charges
Winler
First 44D kWh per W of billing dermand KKK § X.X%K ¢
Excess AXAX § X0 g
Summer
First 140 XWh per kW of billing demand X000 ¢ X000 ¢
Excess AUK XARX ¢
industrial Schedule - 880GC
Kilowatl Demand B#iing Charge
Winter
First 60 kwd F oo 8 won
Excoss $ %00 $ oo
Summor
First 50 kwd $ xo00 L
Excess $ xaxx $ oo
Energy Charges
Winter
First 40,900 kWh W ¢ X0 ¢
Naxt 680,000 KWh NI ¢ X300l 4
Next 200 kWi per KWd, nal less than 400,000 kWi XxxK ¢ X300 ¢
Next 200 kWh per kwd %0N ¢ Xy f
Excoss Koxx ¢ NXXX ¢
Summer
Flret 40,000 Kwh AR weex &
Next 60,000 XWh X. kXX & XKKK ¢
Nexi 200 kwh per kWd, not iess than 400,000 kWh woex ¢ XXX ¢
Next 200 kvwh per kWd WK XURA ¢
Excess XK ¢ XX ¢
Fled pursuant 1o Order dated . in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AR, belora

The Public UiBities Commnission of Ohla
Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President

Effeclive: January 1, 2009




’ Slice Of System Competitive Bid Process Exhibit D-2
The Cleveland Bleciric iluminating Cempany Original Sheet 88
Lleveland, Ohio P.U.C.C. No, 13 Page B of 9
RIDER GEN
Goneration Rider
(A) (]
Medium Genaral Service Schedule S50GC
Kilowsl Demand Billing Charge
Winter
First 200 kWd $ o 3 xoco
Excess § o0 3 w00
Suminer
First 200 kWi § 2000 Fsnxxx
Excess $ 20 § X
Energy Charges
Winler
Firsl 200 KWh per kW of demand 00K ¢ X0 ¢
Next 200 kWh per kW of demand X000 ¢ Ao i
Excess Ko ¢ p ey
Summer
First 200 kKWh per XW of demand A Rk d
Next 200 kKWh per KW of demand KKK & %00 ¢
Excess WK ¢ XAHXX i
Low Load Factor Schedule 380GC
Kilowsit Bamand Biling Charge
Winter
First 80 kwd S x00 $
Excess $ xaxnx § oo
Summer ]
First 80 Kwd $ X0 $ xnxx
Eucess $ xaxxx $
Mil Customer Demand {Year Round) F xxxx $oxox
Enetgy Charges
Winter
Fiesl 40,000 kW x.xxy XK ¢
Next 60,000 kWh XX ¢ XXX ¢
Excess XXX ¢ X% ¢
Summor
First 40,000 kWh 0K ¢ XX ¢
Next 60,000 kwh XAXK § o ¢
Excess R0 KkHx 8
MIN Customers KWH (Year Round) XX # X0 ¢
MAX Charge KWH (Year Round} XXX § Ko ¢

Filed pursuant 1o Drder

dated
The Public Ulifities Commigsion of Ohig

lssued by: Anthony J. Alexandar, Fresidant

, in Case No. 07-)00L-EL-AIR, beiore

Effective: Jenuary 1, 2008
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* Slice Of System CGompetitive Bid Process Exhibit D-2

The Cleveland Elecinc lluminating Company Oniginal Sheet 88
Claveland, Chio PU.C.0, No, 13 Paga oof9
RIDER GEN
Generation Rider
(A) {B)
Large Industrial Schedule S80GC
Hligwalt Demand Bllling Charge
winter :
First 5000 lwwid § 2000 $ X%
Excess § x.xnx § x.xx
Summer
First 5000 kwWd % xooex $ %
EXGeEs $ woxx $oaeux
Eneroy Charges
Wintar
Eirst 115 Kivh per KW of desnand Kxxx ¢ X% ¢
MNext 305 Kwh per kW of demand Rxxy ¢ xa00%
Next 130 ¥wh per kW of demand L0 XXX ¢
Excass MK ¢ RXNX ¢
Summer
First 115 kWh per kW of demand X300 ¢ KK 8
Mexl 308 KWh per KW of demand RXXX ¢ KX &
Next 120 kwh per KW of demand AINX ¢ XXX 8
Excess XX ¢ XN ¢
Larga General Service Schedute 8306GC
pemand Charpes
Year Round
First 500 kwid § xoom B x.xxx
Next 500 kwd $ xou0 3 xxx
Excess P A0 LR
e &5
Yoar Round
First 150 Kwiy per XW of demand X300t X0 ¢
Next 150 kWh per kW of demand 2aoex X0 ¢
Nest 160 KWh per KW of demand KK Rouk ¢
Excess . XK ¢ X.xxx ¢

Avoidzable Charges:

Customets who receive genaralion sefvice from a competitive retail electric servica providar shall
avoid the lesser of (i) charges othenwise applicable under this Rider (Coalumn A} or (ff) the amounts sat
forth for the applicable tariff in column B above for all kwh, per kwh.

Filed purguant to Order daled , in Case No. D7-XXX-EL-AIR, before
The Public Utjitles Cormmission of Dhio
issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective; January 1, 2008




Slica Of System Compatitive Bld Process Exhibit D.2

The Cleveland Electric Bluminating Company . Originat Shest 87
Cleveland, Ohio PU.C.O. No 13 Page 1of 1

RIDER GEN-R

Standard Service Offer Generation Charne (8S0GC) Reconcillation Rider

For customers taking the Standard Service Offor (SS0), there shall be a SSOGC Reconciliation Charge
for all kWhe, per X¥Wh that will be updated quarierly.

GEN-R Charge; _
RS, GS, POL, GP, GSU, GT X306 per KWh

The S50GC Reconciliation Charge shall be filad with the Fublic Uliliies Commission of Ohio
{Commission) by May 1, 2009 and each August 1, November 1, Febnuary 1 and May % of each year
thersafler. This charge shall become effsctive for bills rendered on June 1, 2009 and every September 1,
December 1, March 1 and June 1 thereafter, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission. ‘

Fileg pursuant lo Order dated . in Case No. 07 J004-EL-AIR, before
The Public Uilities Commission of Ohio
Issued by: Anfhony J. Alexander, President Effeclive: May __, 2009



Slice Of System Competltive Bid Process Exhibit D-2

Ohic Edison Company Original Sheet 87
Akson, Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 11 - Page 1ol

RIDER GEN-R
Standard Sarvice Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC) Reconciljation Ridor

For customers taking the Standard Service Offer (SS0), thare shall be a SSOGEC Reconclliation Charge
for ah WWhs, per W that will bs updated guarery.

GEN:-R Charpe;
RS, GS, POL, GP, GSU, GT X006 per KWh

The S80GC Reconcilistion Cherge shall be filed with the Public Utilities Commission of Obio
{Commission) by May 1, 2009 and each August 1, November 1, February 1 and May 1 of each year
thereafter. This charge shall become effective for bills rendered on June 1, 2009 and every September 1,
December 1, March 1 and June 1 therealier, unless otherwise ordered by the Conmission.

Filed pursuant to Order dated . in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, befora
The Public Utilittes Commission of Ohio
lssued by Astheny J. Alexander, President Effective: Janwary 1, 2000

PRT—




Slice Of System Competitive Bid Process Exhibit -2

The Toledo Edison Company Criginal Sheel 87
Toledo, Ohin P.U.C.O.No. 8 Page 1 0i1

RIDER GEN-R

Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (S80GC) Reconciliation Rider

For customers taking the Standard Service Offer (SSO), there shall be a SSOGC Reconciliation Charge
for al} KWhs, per kKWh thatl will be updated quarterly.

GEN-R Charge:
RS, GS, POL, GP, GSU, GT x. 00 per iwh

The §S0GC Reconciliation Charge shall be filed with the Public Ulilities Commission of Qhip
{Commission) by May 1, 2009 and aach August 1, November 1, February 15 and May 1 of sach vear
ihereafter, This charge shall become effective for bills rendered on June 1, 2009 and every Saptember §,
December 1, March 1 and June 1 thereafier, uniess otherwise ardered by the Commission.

Fited pursuant to Drder dated » in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, before
The Public Utifities Commission of Chio
Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective: Jahuary 1, 2000




Slice Of System GCompetitive Bid Process Hxhibit D22

The Clevaland Elactic Hiuminating Company Original Sheet 85
Cleveiand, Qhio PUC.O.No. 13 Page 1 of 1

RIDER RVR
Revenue Variance Rider

Customers on the Company's rate schedulss (except those on rate schedules STL and TRF) shall pay a
Revenue Variance Charge as shown below, for all kWh. The purpose of this charge is o recover the
revenue varlance created by providing certain gensration and transmission refated service to rata
schedules STi. and TRF, customers on the Optional Load Response Program, and special contract
accounts. The charge is glsc intended to recover any deferrals plus authorized carrying charges resulting
{rom a phase-in of generation rates (Schadule RS only). '

RVR Gharge;
RS X.xxxg per kWh
G3, POL x.xxx¢ per kWh
GP, GSU, BT X X0 per kWh

The Revenue Varience Charge shall be fed with the Public Utitities Commissicn of Ohio (Commission)
by Dacember 1, 2008 and by May 1 of each year thereafter. This charge shall become effective for biils
rendared on January 1, 2009 and every June 1 thereafter, uniess otharwise ordered by the Commission.

Filed pursuant 10 Order daled . in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, helore
Tha Public Utiiitias Commission of Chio
lzaned by: Anthony 1. Alexander, Pragident Effective: January 4, 2008




Slice Of System: Competitive Bid Process Exhibit D-2

Ohlo Edison Company Original Sheet 85
Akron, Ghio P.U.C.O. No. 11 Fage 1 of 1
RIDER RVR
Revenue Variance Ride

Customers on the Company's rate schedules [except those on rate schedules STL and TRF) shall pay a
Revenue Variance charge as shawn below, for af KWh, The purpose of thig charge is to recover the
revenus variance greated by praviding certaln generation and transmission related service (o rate
schedules STL and TRF, customers on the Optional Load Response Program, and spaciaf contract
accounts. The charge is also intended to racover any deferrals plus authorized carrying charges resulting
from a phase-in of generation rates (Schedule RS only).

RVR Charge:

RS Xs000g per kwh
@8, POL Xxuxg per kWh
GP, GSU, GT x.xxx¢ per KWh

The Revenue Varianca Charge shail be filed with the Public Uilities Commission of Ohio (Commission)
by December 1, 2008 and by May 1 of each year thereatter. This change shall become effactive for bills
rendered on January 1, 2009 and every June 1 thereafter, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission.

Filea pursuant 1o Order daled , in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, before
The Public Ulilities Commission of Chic
tssued by: Anthony J, Alexander, Fresident Effective; January 1, 2009




Slice Of System Competifive Bid Process Exhibit D2

The Toleda Edison Company Odplnal Shesl 85
Tolado, Obie P.ALC.C. No. B Page 1 of 1

RIDER RVR
Revenue Varlance Rider

Customers on the Company's rate schédules (except those on rate schedules STL and TRF) shall pay a
Revenue Variance charge as shown below, for all kWh. The purpose of this charge is 1o recover the
revenue varianca crealed by providing certain ganeration and transmission related sarvice to rate
schedules 8TL and TRF, customers on the Optional Load Responsa Program, and spacial contract
accounts. The charge is also intended to recaver any defarrals plus authorized carrying charges resuiting
frorn a phasa-In of ganaration rates (Schedule RS only).

RVR Charge:
RS X.X¥xg per kWh
GS, POL x.xxg per kwh
GP, G8U, GT X%xg per kvwh

The Revenua Variance Chargs shall ba fifed with the Public Utilities Comrission of Ghia (Commission)
by December 1, 2008 and by May 1 of each year thereafter. This charge shall become effective for bills
tendered on January 1, 2009 and every June 1 thereafter, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission.

Filed pursuant to Order daled . in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, before
The Public Utiliies Commission of Ohio

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President j Effective: January 1, 2000
\
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Optional 1.oad Response Program

The Oplional Load Response Program is aveilable to cusiomers on Rate Schedule GT taking SSO
Ganeration Sorvice from the Company. Participaling customers will pay the generation charge for a2 GT
customer for all of thelr consumption but will receive a credit, determined by the amount of load the customer
identifies ae curtailable. Customers will be required {0 contract for a firm load. Cemand in excess of firm
load will be curtallable. The Program provides for two different types of curtailment events: an Emergency
Curtailment Event and an Economic Buy Through Svent An Emergency Curtailment Event cocurs when it is
determined by a regionai transmission organizalion, the Company or a trensmission operater that an
clectrical system emergency exists thal may jeopardize sither the transmisston or distribution systems in the
area. In such an event, Program participants will be required tc curzil their slactrical consumption in
excess of their contract firm boad. Additionally, for up to 1000 hours per calendar year, the Company will call
an Economic Buy Through Event and will charge the customér an hewly price based on houtly tMPs
gbserved in the MBSO administered day-ahed energy market.  Initially, the Companies will call such an
event, applicable to all Program participants, without discrelion, when lhe day ahead LMP is greater than
125% of the Blended Competitive Bid Price for & minimum of three consecutive hours. During these howrs
when iha day ahead LMP Is grealer than 125% of the Blended Competitive Bid Price, the customer wili have
the choice of redusing load or paying the day ahead hourly price for hourly lnad exceeding firm load, The
Companies reserve the right 1o modify the prerequisites for calling 2n Economib Buy Through Event upon

providing a minimurn of 12 months advance wrillen notice to Program participants.

Participants in this program will receive a Program Credlit, effectively reducing their net cost of eleciricily in
comparison o the cost of that servica under tha S3Q. Given the continuihg evolution of the elactric industry
in general and the MISO market in particular, the Company will wait untit 2008 to submit for Commissinn.
approval the lavel of lhe Proéram Credit. Rider RYR will fund this credit net of revenues received during an
Economic Buy Through Event, as defined below. During such an event, Program participants »ﬁho clect not
to reduce hourly demand, end as a resull choose to pay the marksat based hourly price, will create revenuas

that exceed the expense incurred by the Company when purchasing the energy from the winning bidders in
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the Compelitive Bidding Process. The differential beiween the revenue received and the Company's

expensa for the energy wifl be credited back fo all sustomers, offsetting the cost of the Program Cradit.

Cetermination of Fism and Gurtallable Load

A participating customer must enter into a wrilten contract with the Company In which the firm load will be
stated. A participant's curtaitable load shall be caelculated by the Company each January by sublracting the
cusiomer's contractual firm load from its actual load during the hours of noon to 6 p.m. £DT, Monday through
Friday, for the previous June through August, excluding July 4th, The curtailable ioad value so calculated
will be used to detarming the Program Credit. Any actual hours of emergency interruption during the

historical pariod will be axcluded from this calcuiation.

A customer may requesl fo modify its c_:ontracted firrn load once per year, |f the moditication does not conflict
with the 400,000 kW limil, the medification shall izke effec! beginning with the January billings the year after

the customer's requested modification is approved by the Company.

Emergency Curtailments

An Emergency Curtailment Event is one in which tha Company, & reglonat transmission arganization, andéor
a transmission 6parator dstermines thal an emergency situation axisis that jeopardizes the integrity of the
distribution andlor iransmission systems in the area. The Company wil endeavor (o alert customers a3 soon
as possible of such an emergency, but will provide po less than ten minutes notice.  During such declared
emergencies, customars must remain at or below thelr firm load. Nothing in this Program is Intended to
modify or supersede ather requirements and obligations of the Company with regard to service refiabifity. In
the evant of any confiict belween the terms of this Program and such other reliability requirements and

obligations, the latter shall prevail,

If at any time during the Emergancy Curlaitment Event a customer's load exceeds 8 contract firm load, the
Campany may disconnect the customer from the transmission system for the duration of the Emergency

Curtsilment Event. Hf at any lire during lhe Emergency Curtallment Event a customer's load axcasds 110%
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of #s firm load, the customer will pay cerlain charges as sel forth in tha iarniif for this Program and the
Company mzy remove the customer from the Program and charge the customer the sum of all Program
cradits received during the previous twelve months. If the customar is removed from the Pragram, the
customer will be ineligible to participale in the Program for a minimum of 38 months. If at any time during the
Emergency Curtalment Event a customar's Ioad exceeds its firm load by lass than 110%, tha customer will
forfeit the Program credit for the month in which the Emergency Curlailment Event occurred and wilf pay

certain charges as set forih in the tariff for this Program.

Economic Buy Through Event

Typically shortly after the posting of MISO's day-ahead LMPs, and in no event, less than E0 minutes prior 1o
calling an Economic Buy Through ("EBT") Event, the Company will notify Program participands of its intent o
do so. Initigliy, such an event will pniy be called if {i) the Midwest I1SO LMP exceeds 125% of the Blended
Competilive Bid price for at least three consecltive hours; and (i) the total number of EBT Event hours
during the year is no greater than 1000. Curing an EBT Event, the portion of the customer's load that
axceeds its contract firm joad wil be assessed the cﬁarges get forth in the taritf for this Program, including an
administrative charge that .is designed to recever the actual general and administrative costs incurred by the
Companies while administering tha Program. The prerequisites for calling an EBT Event may be changed
by the Company upon a mihimum of twelve months written notica to Program participants and the

administrative charge may be changed upon sppaval by the Commission.

Power Supply
Tha Cptional Load Respanse Program does not change the prdduct definitions contained in the Competitive

Bidding Process alternatives being propesed by the Company. in all circumstances, winning- bidders will be

required to supply the enetgy requirements of SSO customers, including those customers who elect to

participate in the Optional Load Response Program.
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Program Funding

Customers who participate in the Oplional Load Response ngram will receilve a Prograrm Credit in an
amouni determined by a $fkWimonth rate multiplied by the amount of the custﬁmer’s cuntailakle oad. The
funding of this credit will ba bome by all customers paving the Rider RVR. The cost of the credit may be
offset by the revenues received by the Company during EBT events in excess of the expense incurrad by the
Company for the energy during this same time pericd. The Company's expamjae will be determined by tha
blended price resulting from the competitive procurement process, adjusted: for distribution losses and

applicable axes.

Term and Limitations

This Program will be available to quaWing customers, provided that the lotal contractad curailable load
under the Program is no greater than 400,000 kW in aggregate for Ohio Edis.;on, CEl and Toledo Edisen
cuslomers participaling in the Program. Until Dacember 31, 2008, customers pa;rticipating in the Company’s
interruptibie program on December 1, 2008 shall be provided the first oppt%rtunity to subscribe lo the
Program. Thersafier, subscription {o lhe Program will be done on a ﬁ.rS!-mrne, first-served basig until the
Program is fully subscribed. Parlicipating customer load growth shall not be affeuisted by Program limitatiens.

i

Thizs Program will become effective for bifls issued in January 2000 and wil} gxpire with blils issuad in
December 2010, unless the Company seeks to extend ihe Program. A qiustome{ may {erminale ifs

participation in the Pregram upon no less than twelve months advance written nq?tice.

Program Paramaters

Detallad paramaters are contained in the atlachad sample tariff. Severai of the more slgnificant features

include:

1 The program ls limited to 400,000 KW, in aggragsate for Ohio Edison, CEl and Toledo
Edison. ‘

2. Customers currenlly recelving interruplivle servics frem the Companies, and who wouid
otherwise qualify for service under Rate Scheduie GT, will be given priority in parlicipating
in this program. f
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Tha Optional Load Rasponse Program will expire December 31, 2010, although renewal of
the program may be raquested. !

A participating cuslomer must have a rinimum of 1 megawatt of curallable ioed and
cannot be a paricipant in a custailment program sponsared by any other entity, including
but not imited fo MISO.

[The remainder of this page in Intentionally left blank]
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{OF, TE or CER . Company .
Akron, Otilo P.UC.0O. No. XX Page _of __

RIDER LRP ]
Optional Load Response Program Ri de

APPLICABILITY:

This Opliona! Load Response Program (*Program”) rider is available ta ahy customer taking
gervice under the Company's tarifl GT, provided that the Program is not fully subscribed and the
customer (i) does nol take generation service from a certified retail electric service pravider, {ii)
has al least ong megawalt of realizable curtallable load ("RCL") through & singls meter; (iii) can
suctcessiully demonstrate that it can recuce its RCL to a pre-established cortract Firm Load (25
defined below) within ten minutes of notice from the Company; {iifi) exacites the Company's
stendard Program contract; (v} is taking generation sarvice from the Comipany under Rider GEN;
and {vi} is not participating in 2ny other load curtailment program, ingluding withoul limitation 2
demand response program offered by the Midwest Independent Transmission System Cperatar,
Inc. {"MISO") or any other Independent system operator.

RATES: i

In addition to any othar charges under any other rate schedules applicabl!e to cuslomer’s service,
custorners parficipating in the Program shalt also pay the charges and recewe the credii set forth
balow:

[488.

Program Administrative Charge: 1$xx.xx
EBT Charge: 1
|
During an Economit Buy Through Event (a8 defined below), the bort!on of the cuslomer's
actual measured load thal exceeds its pre-establishad contract Firm Load for any hour
during such event shall be assessed an EBT Charge, which is calcuialed for each hour of
the event as follows:
;
EBT = (AL x MPD} x ({1/(1 - CAT)), where i
Al is the customer's actua! hourly load during an Economic Buy Through Event that
axcaads the customer's pra-astablished contract Firm Load.

MPD = the market price differential which shall be caloulated by subtracting the
gaheration charge sel forth in the Campany's Rider GEN from the MISO LMP for the
period in which tha Economic Buy Through Evant occurred. ‘

MISC LMP is the final Day Ahead Locational Marginai Price as défmed znd specified by
MISO at the Commersial Pricing Node "FESR” (or ite equwalent) durlng tha applicable
hour(s).

CAT = the Commercial Aclivity Tax rale (in decimal form} as estabhshed in §6751.02 of
the Ohio Revised Code,

Flled pursuant to Order dated » In Case No. 07-XXX-EL-ATA, before
The Public Ltilties Commission of Ohio |
fssued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Eﬂe@:ﬂve: January __, 2009
!




Exhibil E

Page 7 of 10
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Akron, Ohig PULCO No. XX Page  of

RIDER LRP
Optional | oad Response Program Rider

ECE Charge.

During an Emergency Curtaiiment Event (as defined below), the portion of the customer's
actual measured load that exceeds its pre-established contract Firm Load for any hour
during such event shall be assessed an EGE Charge Wthh Is calculated for each howr of
the event as follows: :

ECE = (AL x MISO LMP x 300%) x {(141-CAT)].
Pragram Cradht ("PG"):

Customers teking service under this rider shall feceive a monthly Program Credit which
shall be calculated as follows:

PC = RCL x $00.xx KW |, where

RCL is the predatermined curtailable load, which shall be calculated by the Company
gach January by subiracting the customes’s contract Firm Load from its Average Hourly
Demand {'AHD"). For purpases of this rider, the AHD shalt be lhe customer's average
kad during the hours of noon to 6:60 pm EDT on non-holiday weekdays during the
months of June through Augusl, excluding actual hours of emergency Intertuplion during
the historical calculation period.

OTHER PROVISIONS:

A. fumbioad

For purposes of this rider, “Firm Load" shail be that portion of a customer's slectric load
that Is not subject to curtallment. A cusiomer may request 2 modification to its contract
Firm Load no more than once in any twelve month period. A customer may reduce lis
Firm Load ko the extent that the Program is not fully subscribed and such reduction is
consistent with other terms and conditions sat forth in this rider. Any such change 'in Firm
Load shall be reflected in the customer's January bill xmmadlately following the year in
which the change has been approved by the Company.

B. Lpad Response Progrem i

Cuslomers taking service under lhis oplional rider shall execute the Company's standard
Program contract which, among other things, will establish the Customes's Firm Load.

C. Metering "

The cusbtomer must arrange for interval metering consistent wnh the Company's
Miscellaneous Charges, Rate Schedule 75.

Filed pursuant to Order dated T i Gaen No. OT-XXX EL-ATA, belore
The Public Utitities Commission of Ohio
Isaued by: Anlhony J, Alexander, President Eﬂecﬁue: January __, 2008

.
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RIDER LRP ‘
Optional Lead Response Program Rider

Emergenoy Curtaiiment Event g

Upon no lass than tan minutes notice, a customer taking service under this optional rider
raust curtail s RCL during an Emergency Cuiteilment Event consistent with the
Company's Instructions. For purposes of this rider, an Emergenay Curtaiiment Event
shali ba ohe in which the Company, a cegional transmission organization, andfor a
transsmigsion operator determines, in its sespective sole discretion, that an emargency
situation axists that may 3eopard|ze the integrily of either the dlstnbulnon or transmission
system in the area.

During the entire period of an Emergency Cursilment Evant, & customer must remain at
or below il Firm Load with such load belng measursd every clock haif hour. A
customer's actual load shall be determined using the greater of ihe customer's highest
lagging kVA or highes! KW during the Emergensy Curailment Event.

If at any time during the Emsrgency Curtaliment Event a customer's actual measured
load exceeds its contract Firm Load, the Company may disconnect the customer fram the
fransmission sysiem for the duration of the Emergency Curlsilment Event. The Company
shall not be lishle for any direct or indirect costs, losses, expenses, or other damages,
speclal or otherwise, including wﬂhcul limitation lost profits, that arlse from such
disconnection.

It at any time during the Emergency Curtailmeni Event & custumer s actual measured
load exceeds 110% of its Firm Load, customer shall pay the ECE| Charge sel forth in the
Rates Section of this rider and the Company may, in its sole discretion, remove the
custornar from the Program and charge the customer the sum ofall Program Credits
received under the Program during the twelve month period priorto lhe Emergency
Curtaiiment Evenl. If the customer i removed from the Program|under this paragraph,
the customar shall be ineligible to participate in the Pragram for a minimum of 36 months.

Il at any tima during the Emergency Curtaiiment Event a customar’s actua! measured
load exceeds its Firm Load by lass than 110% of its Firm Load during the Emergency
Curtalliment Event, the customer shall forfeil its Program Credit for the meanth in which the
Emergency Curtailmen! Event occusred and shali pay the ECE Charge set forth in the
Rates Section of this rider,

in the event of any conflict between the terms and conditions set forth i this rider and
other service reliabliity requirements andfor obligafions of the Company, the |atter shall
pravall.

Ecpnomic Buy Through Event
Upon no tess than 80 minutes notice to the customer, the Campany shall call an
Economic Buy Through {"EBT") Event when {i) the Midwest IS0 LMP gxceeds 126% of

the Blended Compelitive Bid price for at least 3 consecutive hours and (i) the total
number of EBT Event hours during the calendar year Is no greatar than 1000, These

Filed pursuant to Ordor dated .in Case No, 07-XXX-EL-ATA, before
The Public Uillies Conwmission of Ohio i

|
Isaued by: Anthony J. Alaxander, President Effec,‘ltm: Januacy __, 2006
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RIDER LRF ‘
Optional L.oad Response Program\erer

criteria are subject lo change upan a minimum of twelve munths advance wrilten nofice
{o Program participants.

F. Subscription Limits

This rider shall be avaflable o any qualifying customer, prowded that the total RCL
subscribed under the Program is no graater than 400,000 kW as delermined by
combining the RCL of all customers in Ohlo that take service from a FirstEnergy siectric
distribution ulility. A Program participant’s incramentat load gmwth shal not be afiacted
by the Subscription limil set forth above.

Until December 31, 2008, Customers participating ir: the Company s interruptible
pragram on December 1, 2008 shall be provided the first opporlumty te subscribe o the
Program. Thereafter, subscnptmn ta the Program shall be done on a first-come, first-
served basis untll the Program is fully subscribed,

G. Temm

This rider shall become effective for bills issued in January 2009 and shall expire with
bills issued in December 2010, unless the Company, in its scle discretion, seeks on an
annual basis to extend the Program and this Rider. Any such request for exiension shall
be for a period no greater than one year, and must be filed with the Commission no later
than January 2, of the year in which the Progrem is scheduled jo expire.

A customer may terminale its participation in the Program uﬁon ne less than twelve
months advance written notice. Excapt as otherwise provided in this tider, a customer
may return to the Program at any lime, provided that the Pragram is nol fully subscribed.

0 .
e YT

Filed pursuvant to Order dated ] C‘:ase Na. 07-XXX-EL-ATA, before
The Public Utilittes Commission of Ohio |

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Efieciive: Jenuary __, 2009



By:

Its:

Exhioit E
Page 10 of 10

ADDENDUM TO THE CONTRACT FOR ELECTRIC SERVICE

This Addendum, effective , 200_, establishes the fol im{ring additional terms and
conditions that are 1o be part of the Contract for Electric Servies, dated X for the
Customer premises at (the "Service Contract").

Customer has elected 10 participate in the Company's optional Load Response Program ("Program”) set
forth in Company's optienal Rider LRP included in Company's standard ‘Tariff, P.U.C.C. Ne.

(“Toriff), as amended from time to time (hersinafier "Load Response Rider"). Customer acknowfedges
tha! ihie terms and conditions of the Program are supplemental to, and do not replace, those set forgh in the
rate schedules and riders identified in the Service Contract,

For purposes of participating in the Program, Customer's Firm Load, as that térm i8 defined in the Load
Response Rider, shall be . This Firm Load may be alter cd by mutnal agresment of
the Parties consistent with the terms of the Load Response Rider,

If applicable, the execution of the Service Contract and this Addeadum supetsedes the terms and
conditions of any othar intereuptible or curtailment program under which Customner takes service at the
time of exccuting this Addendum, rendering any terms and conditions of any such program null and void.

This Addendum (but not the Service Contract) shall automatically termiinate if Customer no longer takes
service under the Company's optional Rider LRP, or if Rider LRP terminates consistent with is terms.

[OE,CEI, TE] 7 i

[Company) (Customcr}%
— By:
Its:
On:

|

!

i

I

i

Filed pursuant 1o Order daled , in Cage No. DT-XXX-ELﬂATA before

The Public Wiilitles Commission of Ohio i
tssued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effecﬁve:; January __, 2008
|
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Hourly Priced Generation Service Program

The Hourily Priced Gaeneration Service Program aliows paricipaling customers taking Standard Service
Offer {"SS0") genaratlon service from the Company under the Company's Bate Schedules RS, GS, GP,
GSU or GT the opportunity to manage electrickty costs by paying for their generation portion of alectric

sarvica based on the valuz of the eleclricily as observed in an established hourly day-ahead energy

markel, sdministered by (he Midwest Independent Transmission Systeizm Operator, inc. ("MISO.")
Cuslomers who have the ability lo eclively manage their energy consumpti;:m can potentially reduce the
lotal cosl of electricily by shifting usage to lower priced periods. To thei extent customers glter their
energy Usaga patlemns by shifling usage from a high cost paeriod to a loweir cosl period, overalt energy
pricas In the market should dacrease, providing a benefit to all consumers v.jihcse prices are darived from

the wholasale market place.

Program Charges

Pricing under this Program consists of (1) an hourly Market Priced Energy Charge; and (2} a
Reconclliation Charge that ensures that the Company recovers only the actuéi cosls of the Program. The
customer [oad pa_xrtlcipatfng in this Program will not be part of the load o‘:llgalion incorporated in the
cumpetitive gereration progurernent process.  Ralher, the Company wilf proicure the required generation
supply direclly from the MISO day-ahead market and reseli the electricity to piyaﬂicipaiing custorners, As a

resull, the Company will be, for MISC purpases, the load serving entity for theil particlpating load.

The Market Priced Energy Charge consisls of two components: (i) the houfly 'Locational Marginal Price
("LMP"), adjusied for the disiribulion line loss factor appropriate for ;éaich customer; and (i) a
Miscellaneaus Fees component, which will recover the non-generation oosts}fncurred while providing ihis
Program. The hourly LIMP component, which will bp charged to all panlclpaténg custemers, will be based
on the final Day Ahead t MP, as defined and specilied by MISO for the Comn;\ercial Pricing Node "FESR."

MISQO Day Ahead LMP's are currently published at the web site midwesimarket.org, and are generally
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avallable by 6:00 p.m. on the day prior to the prices being in effect. # will bq the customer's responsibility

10 obtain and respond 1o the hourly prices,

The Miscellanaous Fee component will be comprised of charges incurred by the Company as the load
serving entity for the participating customer load, plus certain adminisiration costs. This fee will include all
existing and future MISO charges assessed lo 2 load senving entity that% are refaied fo trensmission
service, ancilary costs and costs of procuring Designaled Network Resources (capacity) for the loed. At
present, the MISO related costs are set forth in the following MISO scha;dules: Scheduling, System
Cantrol and Dispatch Senvice (Schedule 1), Reactive Supply and Voltage Control (Schedule 2),
Reguiation and Frequency Response (Schedule 3), Spinning Res_e'rve'(ESchadule 5). Supplemental
Reserve {Schedule 6), Network Integration Transmission Service (Schedule 9} i80 Cost Recovery Adder
(Schedule 10), Energy Administration {Schedule 17), Conlrol Area Operalor charges (Schedule 24),
Network Upgrade (Schedule 28), MISO FERGC 10 expenses, MiSO Revénue Siufficlancy Guarantee
[RSG) charges, Revanue Neulrality Uptift {(RNU) charges, and the Net Inadvertent Diratributhn charges
{Ni). In addition to the MISO charges, the Miscallaneous Fea will also includa eny incremental billing and
communication costs diractly altribulable o the Progrtam. The Miscsllanebus Fee will be determined
during 2008 besed on the most curent cost informalion available to thei Companles at the time of

submission to the Commission. ;

L
Ta ensure the Company recovers only its actual coss of tha Program, a Reponciliation Charge, that will

be paid solely by Program pesticipanis, will aiso be assessed. The Reconciliaiiun Charge wiil inltially be
set at zero and will be calculated for each calendar guarter thereefler, effecﬁ?.ﬁe for a three month period.
Each change in the Regonciliation Charge will be filed with tha Commission, ;ilnnglwith supporting details,
by the first day of the second month following the end of the spplicehla quarter and will automatically

|
become effactive for billa rendered at the baginning of the following month as follows:

Recenciliation Eflective
Calandar Quartar Factor filing date Date
January 1 1o March 31 May 1 June 1
Apil 1 to Jung 30 August 1 September 1
July 1 to September 30 Nowvermnber 1 December 1
Oclober 1 to December 31 February 1 March 1

!
|
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The Reconcliiation Charge shall be subject to audit by the Commissidn. Any corrections to the
Reconciliation Charge deemsd necessary by the Gommisslon will be reﬂedreﬂ In the next reconciliation
. | .

neriod alter such corractions ere ordered by the Commission.

The Reconciliation Charge will be caiculated as follows !

EHPS = [{DSHPSExp - FTCHPSRey + DéHPSIntyDSHPssa;Ies] X 11~ CAT)
where: : ! '
i
EHPS = The Reconcillation Charge, detarmined to the neardst one-thousandth of a cent

per KWh 1o be applied lo each kWh of SSO Genbratuon Service delivered lo
customers under this Rider.

DSHPSExp =  The aclual cosls to be recovered through the Market %Prtced Energy Chargé.

PTCHPSRev = The actual cumulative revenues billed o Program parlicipants during the
applicable calendar quarter for SSO Generation S rvice, excluding applicable
CAT ravenues. :

DSHPSInt = The cumulative amount of camying charges calculated on a monthly basis
through the end of the applicable calendar querter. Interest will he caltulated
manthly ¢n the average batance of 1) the respective month's beginning balance
of prior months' curnulative over or ungsr collaction of PTCHPSRev compared to
the DSHPSEXp costs incurred 1o date; and 2) the, respective month's ending
balance of cumulative over or under callsction of PTCHPSRev compered to the
DSHPSExp costs incurred to date. The monthly mldresi rale will be based upon
the Gompany's short term cost of debt. ‘

DSHPSSales = The Company's projected ¥Wh sales to customerp taking sorvice undar this
Ridar for the threa-month billing period that the EHPq rata will be in effect.

CAT = The Ohlo Commercial Aclivity Tax rale (in dacimbf form), as sstablished in
§5751.02 of the Ohio Revised Code and in effect Mﬂhg the hilling month.

Upon termination of the Program, the Companies wili be permited fo recover of abligated to refund any
|
remaining amounts not reconclled at that time under the then mast current ireconcliiation adjustment in

effect, until any such amount has heen fully recovered or cragited,

J

Partiskpating customers will be raguired to pay for interval melering, If not aui;eady instalied, provide and

pay for appropriate communication capabilities {l.e. a2 dedicated phone iine§ to the meter location) and



enter info a wriltan contract with the Company. Custom

upon twalve monihs advance written notics.

Availability
This Program will be made avallabie only If at least five

Exhibit F
Papged of 6

ers may withdraw from the Program at any lime

egawatts of hourly load Is subscrined and shall

remain in effect anly when this minimum subscription threshold is met. Assuming such threshold is met,

this Program pricing option will be available o all qual

generation service from the Company, effective for Janug

fying custormners Iqiking Standard Setvice Offer

ry 2009 bifiings through December 2070 billings.
i

The Company may seel to extend the Program for consacutive one year peni’iods‘ al its sole discretion,

[The remainder of this page is

tantionally left bla

ikl
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RIDER HPS !
Qptlonai Hourly Pricing Service Ridar “

AFPLICABILITY:

This Optional Hourly Pricing Program ("Program®”) rider is available 1o any customer ihat takes electiic service
under the Company’s Rate Schedules RS, GS, GP, GSU or GT, If such cuslomer does nol lake generation
service from a certified retall electric service provider and the Program Thresl?nld (defined below) is met,

RATES:

Customers parlicipating in the Program shall pay all other charges unter any other rale schedules appiicabls to
a customer's service, except that Customer shali not pay the charges for generation set forth in the Company's
Rider GEN and, instaad, shall pay the following charges for such generation sprvice:

Market Priced Eneray ("MPE"} Charge;

The MPE Charge shall be charged for each ¥Wh consumed by the customer with such charge being calculaled

as follows:
n

MPE = 5 { XWh x MP;)
=1

Whera: ‘

KWh, = Customer's eclual kWfh usage in hour t
MP; = (LMP X {1 (3 - LAR)) + MF) x {1(1 - CATY |
Where:

IMP= The final Day Ahesad Locsfional Marginal Price, s defméd and spacified by the Midwest
Independent Trensmission Sysiem Operator, Inc, ("MISO") at the Commercial Pricing MNode
“FESR" {or its equivalent) during the appiicable hour. |

MF= % and represents Miscellansous Fees approved by thie Commission,

LAF = Loss Adjustment Factor, for distribution line losses
0% for service voltages of 69kV or grealer
0.1% for sesrvice vollages of 23 KV or greater up 1o but not Includmg 69K\
2.51% for service voltages of 2.4 kV or grealer up la bul not ancluding 23KV
6.28% for service voitages less than 2.4 KV

t = An hour in the billing period

n = Total number of hours in the billing period

Hourly Pricing Service Reconciliation Charge: | $X.XXXXX per KWh
Filed pursuant fo Order daled , inCase No. G?—X}CX-EL-ATA. befare

The Public Utliites Commission of Ohio :
issued by. Anthony J. Alexander, Presidest . Eflective: Jamary __, 2009
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Optional Hourly Pricing Service Rider ‘

OTHER TERMS:

A. Program Coniract

Cusiomers taking service under this oplional rder shall execute 1hs Company's standard Program
contract. i

Meigring
The customer must arange for interval materng consistent with the Cnmpany's Miscellangous Charges,
Rate Schedule 75.

G. Customar Natice

The responsibiily for receiving hourly market prices and respunding accordingly lies solely with the
sustomer. |
0. Program Threshold |

Tha Program and this Rider shall remain in effect only If customers with an aggregate minimum hourly
measured load of no lass than five megawatls parlicipate. Measured ioad will be determined at the time
that a customer applies for generatlcn service under this rider and shall bs based on the customers
maximum historic load during the previous twelve months, if avaliable Otharwise, such lead shall be
detarmined based on the customer's slandard load protie. i

If the Rider is suspended for failure to meet the above Program Thré.shold for six conseculive months,
the Company may, within iz sola discretion, terminate the Prograrm upon thily days agivance written
notice, |
i
E. Term ) ;

This rider shall iake effect on the earlier of the issuanca of bills n Jlnuary, 2009, or the manth afler the
Program Threshold described above is met. Except as otherwise provided, this rider shell remein in
effect through the issuance of bills in December, 2010, uniess e Company, In its sole discretian,
chooses lo extend the Program and rider for subsequent annual periods, Any such requesl for
extension shall be for a pericd no greater than one year, and must be mled with the Commission no leter
than Janyary 2 of the year In which this rder is scheduled to explre. i ,

A customer may lerminate s pariicipalion in the Progrem ot eny ime upon twelve months advarice
written notice. |

Filed pursuant to Order dated " Case No. 07-XRX-EL-ATA, before
[
The Publlc Utlities Conunission of Ohlo

Issuec by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective; January __, 2008

|
|
|



!Exmm DWG-8

SELECTED RIDERS FROM FIRSTENERGY’S ESP CASE No. 08-935-EL-SSO




Volume 2a
Proposed Teriff Schedules 2009 Page €2 of $74 | Pamﬂ:ﬁ gg
Chio Edison Company Originel Shee! 85
Aleron, Ohio PLU.C.0. No. 11 1 Page 1ol4
1
RIDER RAR |
Reaso Ri .

‘The Company rasarves the right to revise this ridar consistent with the Camnlsslun s final rulas which
may Incluge modification or dalstion of all or portions of thia Rider.

AVAILABILITY:

Available to any customer who raceives electric service undar the Company’s Generafion Service Rider
{GEN;) or the Market Rata Provislon of the Power Supply Reservalion Rider (PSR} and under GS, GP,
GS8UY, or GT tariffs, excluding customers sither 1) teking service under a unigue amangemant (special
contract) 2) feking service under the Company's Economic Development Rider 4a; or 3) avaiding DSET

charges or DSE2 charges pursuant to the Compeny’s Bemand Side Managqsman! and Enargy Efficlency
Rider (DSE).

L oN; |

Upon agproval by the Public Utilities Cormmission of Ohio, a customar mey qualsfy under arty ohe of tha
foflowing three sub-sactions of this Qualification section: 1) New or Expanding Facilities; 2} Retention of
Existing Fachities; or 3) Enengy Efficienty Production Facilities. Gualiication and verification on an annual
basis [s raquirad, subjeci to the Failure ta Comply asction of this ridar. ‘

New nding Facllitisa ‘

Each customer applying for service undsr this Rider as a new or axpanding facllily must be cument
with payments o the Company for all accounts the customer has with the Company and mugt meet
all criteria set forth in all paregraphs (a) through {h) below and must submit to the Company verifiable
information, pursuent fo the Standard Appiication Form, dataliing how the criteria are met, and must
provide the Company an affklavit from a company official as to the veradty of the informalion

providad,

a) Eligible projects must be for non-retail purposes. i

b} AR least twenty-five new, full-time jobs must be created within thres yaans of nifial operations.

¢} The average hourly base wage rate of the new, full-ime jobs must bg at least one hundred fifty
percent of fedsral minimum wage.

d) The project must have a fixed asset invastment in tand, bullding, ma(:hhary } squipment, and
infrasfruclure of et lenst five hundrad thousand deliars.

e) The applicant musl demonstrate financial viability.

T} The applicant must identify Jocal (city, county), state, or foderal suppmt Ir: the form of tax
abatements or credits, jobs programs, or other incantives.

g} The applicant must identify potential secondary and tertiary hansfits msulﬁng from ils profect
including, but not Emited to, localfstate tax dollars and related employment of businass
opportunilias resulting from tha location of the facilty.

h} The apphcant must agres to maintaln opsrations st the project site fdr at lsast twice the term of
the incanlives,

Filed pursuact i Order daled ,in Cess No, D&-JODF(-EI.-SSO, befors
The Public Utilies Commisaicn of Ohle |
Issuad by: Anthony J. Alexander, President 1 Effective: January 1, 2009
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v

Rider

Relention of Existing Facilities |

Each customer applying for service under this Rider for retontion of an existing facility must be
curranl with paymeris to the Company for all accounts the customer has with the Company, must
meet all critaria set forth in ali paragraphs {a} through (g) below, must siibmit to the Company
varifiabls Information, pursuant to the Standard Application Form, detailing how the criteria are met
and must provide the Company an affidavit from a company official as to the veracity of the
Information provided. i

a) Eligitie retention must be for non-retall purposes. i

) The number of full-time jobs Lo be ratalned must be at laast Manly—ﬂva

¢) The average billing load (in kilowatts to be retained) must ba at least two hundred Rffy kKiowatls.

d) The eleciricity-intensity of the operalions {i.€.. the ralip of the cost of etociricity to the loial
operational expenses) miist ba al least ten percent,

@) The customer must demonstrata that the cost of elaciricity 1s a rnajor factor” in its decision lo
cease, reduce, or ralocale its facilittes to an oul-of-state site, In-statq relocations are not sligible.
if the customar has the potentlal to relocats to an out-of-stele site, the sitefs) must be identified,
along with the expected cosis of slectricity at the sita(s) and tha expscted costs of other
signfficant expenses including, but nat limited ko, labor and taxes. ;

f) The customer must identify any other local, stats, or federal assistanca gought and / or received
in ander to maintain ita current operations. |

g} The customer must agree lo maintain its current operations for the Iwm of the incenfives,

Each customer epplying for service under this Rider as an Energy Efficiency Production Facility muat
ba current with payments to the Company for all accounts the customes has with the Company, st
meet all criteria et forth In all paragraphs () through (k) below, must submit to the Company
verifiable information, pursuant {o the Standand Application Foarrm, detailmg how the criteria are met
and raust provide the Compeny an affidavit from a company officlal a5 to the veracily of the
information provided.

a) The customer must be an Energy Efficiency Production Facifity. An Energy Efficiency Production
Faciliity ls defined as any customer that manufacluras or assemblas products that promata the
more efficient use of energy (i.e., increase the ratio of energy and use sarvices) (i.e., heat, light
and drive power) derived from a devics or process to energy inputs necassary to derive such end
use services as compared with other davicas or processes that are commonly installad to darive
the same energy use services; or, any customer that manufactunes, assamhiles or distributes
products that are used in the production of ¢lean, renowable anergy.

b) Al least ten new, full-ime jobs musal ba created within three years of inilial operalions.

¢} The averags houtly base wage rate of the new, full-time jobs must he at {sgst ona hundrad fifty
per cent of federal minimum wage.

d) The load of the Energy Efficiency Production Facility must be no more than one thousand
Hlowatls.

&) The project must have 2 fixed asset Invasiment in land, building, machlnary { equipment, and
infrastruciurs of at [sast two hundred fifty thousand doliars.

f) The applicant must demonsirate financial viability.

g) The appliant must Identify local (city, coundy), state, or federal suppprt In the form of ax
exatements of cracdits, jobs programs, or other incentives. |

Filed pursuant to Order dated , in Case No, BB—JOQ{-EL-SSO befora
The Public Utilties Commission of Ohlo i
lssued by: Anthany J. Alexander, President |

- Effective: Januery 1, 2009
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RIDER RAR

h) Tha applicent must sgree 1o maintain operations &l the project site fﬂr bt least fwice the torm of

the incantives.
FEICIENCY RE H

|
Fa quallfy for this Rider, the customer shall provida sufficlant data te flustrate that i has reduced its
elactricity or energy consumption per unlt of production {for manifacluring fapllitles) or as an overall
annual reducton in energy consumption {for all other faclitles), compared to historical usage. The historic
usage used in this determination shall nol change during 1he period the custbmar takes service under this
Rider, The extent of such reduciion shall ba a minimum of 0.3% for service in 2009, 0.8% for service in
2010 and 1.5% for servica in 2011, 2.3% for sarvice in 2012 and 3.2% !nrsai‘vicn in 2013

APELICATION;

The Company shall pravide the customer an application form (“Standard Apphcalinn Form™) upon
request by the customer. The customar must complete a Standard Appucatlun Form in order fo ba
considered for acceptance for service under this Rider, ;
Any approved application by the Company shall supersede and replace any pnor application approved by
the GCompany for the sama custorner faclity, which shall serve to wold any pmr commitment by the
Company under this Rider for sesvice to that faciiity.

v D EMENTAL U ,
Customers must maintain Base Usage, as dafined below and as detaminad by the Company, in order 1o
qualfy Tor incenfives as provided for under the Ridet, Failure to maintain Bage Usage at any poind
vonslitutes & failure 1o comply end the Company shall charge the customer for all or part of the incentives
previously providsd by the Company, which the customer shall thus be nbl!gqied to pay.

New or Expanding Facilities |

Base Usage for customers qualifying for service under this Rider es a New or Expanding Facllity shell
styual the amount of kWh determined by the Company to reprasent usage coourring prior fo the
effects of the project, based on historical usage. Incremental Usage for siich customers shall squal

8k KWh in excass of Base Usage. Basa Usage shall nut chiange onee approved.

Retonticn of Ex!sting Facllitles :

Base Usape for customers qualifying for sanice under this Rider for Rotamion of Bxisting Faclliies
shall squal the amount of KiWh determinad by the Company to represent usage not part of the
customar’s plan to ceasa, reduca, or relocats Its facilities to an out-of-state site, hased an historical
usage. incrementat Usage Tor such customsrs shall equal all kWh in excesa of Bass Usage. Bass
LJsage shall nat chanpe once approved. |

|
|
I
i
A

Fllad pursuant o Ordar deted » in Cage No, 08-C-EL-350, hefors
The Public Utiitiss Commission of Ohio |
Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Prasiden : Effective: Jarwaty 1, 2009
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RIDER RAR
‘ Reascnable Arrangement Rider i
- Enerqy Effictency Production Facllkies |
i :
H Bese Usage for customers qualifying for service under this Rider as an q.nergy Efficiency Production

Facility shall aqual tha amount of kWh determined by the Company to represent usage not diractly a
pert of the production of enargy efficiency products as defined in this rider, based on hlstoricel usags,

Incremental Usaga for such customers shall equal all kWh In excess of B
shiall nut chenge once approved.

iNﬁENTﬂr’E H
Tha lavel of Incantives assoclated with this Rider shall bs determined as parl

ase Usage. Base Usage

of Tha Publk: Uilitles

Commission of Chio's review and approval of the application filed pursuant 1o this Rider. Such incentive
shall be applicable for each of tha thirty-aix consecutive billing months beglinting as soon as practical

following tha date of approval, subject to annua verification as specified of

IREMENTS:

are in this Rider.

Customers served under this Rider must submil sn annual report to the Company {Director, Ohlo Rates
and Regulatory Affairs), no later than April 30" of each year. The format of that report shall bo idenlical fo
the Standard Application Form such that a determination of the oonmlianr:a wllh the ofiglbiiity criteria can

be determined.

The burdan of proof to demanstrate on-going compliance with this Rider Hes wnth the customer.

CONFIDENTIALITY:

Cuglomer information providad to demonsirata aligiblity under this Rider shall remain confidential by the
Company. Nonetheless, the name and address of customers sligible under this Rider shall be public

information. The PUCO shall have accass to all custoner and Company mfu
provided pursuant to this Rider for perfodic and random audits. |

FAILURE TO COMPLY: 5

rmation related 10 service

if the customer beiny provided with servica pursuant fo this Rider faills to comply with any of the criteria
for eligibliity, the Cornpany, afler reasonable notice o the cusiomer, shall terminaﬁe the arrangement

under this rider unlesa otherwise ordered by the PUCO,

The Cokipany shall charge the customer for ail or part of the incentives prewnusly provided by the

Company, which the customer shall be chligated to pay. |

DELTA VERY:

Recovery of the diffsrenca in revenue from the application of ratas In the oiherwise appiicable rale
schedule and this Rider shall b realized as part of the Company's Delta Raevema Rscovary Rider {DRR}

and shalt be subject to review by the FUCO, To the exient that any action or:
results in unrecovared delta revenue through the DIRR pursuant io this rider,
this arrangement.

'determination by the PUCO
the Campany mey lerminate

Filad pursuant ko Order dated .« i Case No. DB-)O0)
Tha Public UtiSties Commitsion of Ohio

-EL-550, bofore

issued by: Anthony J. Alaxander, President

Effoctive; January 1, 2009
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|
RIDER GEN :
Generation Service Rider

APPLICABILITY:

Applicable to any ctistemer who recsives alectric gensration service under the Company's Rate
Schediules, except ae provided in the Power Supply Reservalion Rider (PSR). The following Gensration
Seyvice Rider (GEN) charges will apply, by Rate Scheduls, effective for servica rendarad beginring
January 1, 2009, for all kWhs per kWh. Included in the amaunts shown belaw is a minimum default
sarvica charge In tha amount of ona cent par KWh payable by all customers regardisas of whether the
customar takes electric ganeration service from r cartified supplier. Thanefore, whila this Rider is
aveidable for customers for the perlod that the customer takas aelectrie gensration service from a corified
supplisr, those customers will pay the minimum default service charge in th& sarme amounl through the
applicstion of the Minlmum Default Service Rider (MDS). }

BATE: Summer Winter
RS
Fisst 500 KWhs, per kWh 8.0987¢ 7.3474¢
All excess kWwhs, per kWh 9.0007¢ 7.3474¢
Gs 8.5737¢ | 1.3474¢
GP 827608 7.0023¢
Gy 8.0420¢ : 5.8926¢
oT 8.0353%¢ | 6.8861¢
STL 8.5737¢ T7.34714¢
TRF 8.5737¢ | 7.3474¢
POL 8.5737¢ 7.3474¢
gummﬂr ‘;md wintar pariods will bo consistent with the Company’s Electric Service Regulations,
ection VL

TIME-OE-DAY OPTION: ,

For customars with the appropriate guakfying time-of-day meterng and who élautto ba sarved under the
Time-Of-Day Option, the charge by Rate Schedule will be as shown below, ior all KWhs, per kWh:

Summer Wwinter
OnPonk  QitPeok On 08 Pok
RS 11.6772¢  5.8114¢ 9.6005¢  5.4065¢
GS 11.6772¢  5.8114¢ 9.6005¢  5.4065¢
GP 11.2718¢  5.8096¢ 92B72¢ 521884
GSU 10.9543¢ 5.4516¢ 8.0062¢ 5.0718¢
GT 10.9440¢ 5.4465¢ | 8.9977¢  5.0670¢

On-Peak time shall be 8:00 a.m. 10 10:00 p.m. EST, Monday through Friday, excluding holldays.

Holidays aro defined as New Year's Day, Memoarial Day, independsnce Day, Labor Day, Thanksgliving

Day, and Christmas Day. Of-Peak shalf be all other howrs. '
|
|
i

|
Fitad pursuard to Order daled » in Case No. 08-X00EL-380, before
The Putllic Utilifies Commission of Ohlo }
Issusd by: Anthony J. Alexerrder, President ! Effactive: January 1, 2009
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RIDER ELR
anomic Rider
ARPLICABILITY;

This Economic Load Response Program Rider ("Program®) is availabie to cusiomers laking servics under
the Coimpany’s genersl service tarifls sarvad at primary voltages or higher vollages providad thet the
customer meets all of the following five condilions at the time of initiation of servics undar this Rider and
on a conlinuing basis thereafier {I) the customer ook service undar the Company’s imerruptible tariffs eot
forth below as of July 31, 2008; (ii) the customer can successiully demo ta to the Company that it can
reduce its instentensous measured load to a pre-esieblished contract Firm {se defined below)
within ten minutes of notificetion provided by the Company without tha noed of a generator. A customer
may intznd tv use a generator 1o reduce its Lisage 10 below s Firm Load, but if the generalor doos not
start, the customer must slifl reduce its usage to or below its Firm Load. Fallure of a customer 1 reduce
s usaga o or balow its Firm Load shell restit in the consequences fisted in the Emergency Curtailment
Event Sectlon hersin; (ilf) the customer exacules the Company's standard Program contract: (v) the
cusiomer is taking generation service from the Company under the Generation Service Rider (GEN); and
{v) the cuslemar is not participating in any other load curtaitment program, including without limitation a
denand response program offared by the Midwest Indepandent Transmission System Qperator, lnc.
{"MISO") or any other Indspandent system aperator.

Intorrupible Rider - General Sarvica Large and High Use Manufacturing  Original Sheet No. 73

interruptibio Rider — Matal Melting Load Original Shest No. 74
Intazruptible Rider - Incremental Interruplible Service Original Shesl No. 75
RATES:

In additian to any other charges under ary other rate schadules applicable ta custamer’s service,
customers participating In the Program shall also pay the charges and receive the cradit set forth balow:

Charges;
Pragram Administrative Charge: $150.00 per menth
EBT Charge:

Duting an Economic Buy Through Option Event {8s dafined DBJNI). the portion of the

customor's aciual meesured load that exceeds its pra-embﬂsh#d conract Firm Load for any
and alf ours during such event shall be assessed an EBT G‘TW’ which Is caleulsted for

each hour of the ovent as follows:

Fited purauant to Order delod » In Casa No. 08-X0X-EL-SS0, beforg
The Public LiRtias Commission af Ohio

jssusd by: Anthony J. Alexander, Prealdent , Eftectve: January 1, 2000
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RIDER ELR
‘ E ic Load Response Program Rider

EBT

Where:
AL =

MPD =

CAT

LAF

ECE Charge:

(AL x MPD) x (1 + LAF) x ([1/(1 - CAT)}]

the customer's actual hourly load during an Economic Buy Through Option Event
that exceads the customer's pre-sstablished contract Firm Load,

the market price differantial, which shall bs calcuiated by subtracting the
customer’s otherwise applicable total generation related per kilowatt-hour
charges set forth in the Company's Lariffs from the MISO day ahead LMP for the
period in which the Economic Buy Through Option Event ocourred for each hour
that results in a MPD grealar than zero.

MISO LMP is the final Day Ahead Locational Marginal Price as defined and
specified by MISO at the Commercial Pricing Node "FESR"” (or its equivalent)
during the applicabla hour(g).

tha Commercial Activity Tax rata (in dacimal form) as established in §5751.02 of
the Ohio Revised Code.

Loss Adjustment Factor

3.0% for primary voltages

0.1% for subtransmission voltages
0.0% for transmission voltages

During an Emergency Curtailment Event {as defined below), the portion of the customer's
actual measured load that exceeds its pre-establishad contract Firm Load for any hour during
such event shali be assessed an ECE Charge which is calculated for each hour of the event

as follows:

ECE =

(AL x MISO LMP x 300%) x {1 + LAF) x {{1/{1-CAT)]

Fited pursuant to Order datad

, in Case No. 08-XCX-EL-SS0, before
The Public Wtilities Commission of Chio

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective: January 1, 2009
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' RIDER ELR :
. Economic Load Response Program Rider N

Program Credit ("PC"):

Customers teking service under this Rider shall receive a monthly Program Credit which shall be
calculatad as follows:

PC = RCL x$1.95 /kW/month
Where:

RCL Is the predatermined Realizable Curtailable Load, which shall be calculaled by the
Company once per year for each customer by subtracting the customer’s contract Firm Load
from its Average Hourly Demand ("AHD"). For purposes of this Rider, the AHD shall be the
greater of 1) customer’s average load during the hours of noon to 6:00 pm EDT on non-
holiday weekdays during the months of June through August, excluding actuat hours of any
Emergency Curtaiiment Events occurring during the historical calculation period or 2)
customer's average load during the hours of noon to 6:00 pm EDT on non-holiday weekdays
during the months of June through August, excluding actual hours of any Emergency
Curtailment Events and any Economic Buy Through Option Events that the customer was
subjact to ocourring during the pracading 12 month period . The RCL shall not exceed the
amount of a customer’s billing demand in excess of the contracted Firm Load on a monthly
basis. The customer shall ba providad written notice each year by the Company of the valua
of the RCL at least thirty (30) days in advance of the effective date of the RCL.

. QOTHER PROVISIONS: /
A. Fimm Load

For purposes of this rider, "Firm Load" shall be that portlon of a customer's electric load that is
nat subject to curtaliment. A customer may request a reduction to its contract Firm Load no more
than oncs In any twelve month period. The Firm Load may be reduced to the extent that such
reduction is consistent with other terms and conditions set forth in this Ridar. Any such change in
Firm Load shall be applied beginning with the customer’s January bill immediately following the
year in which the change has been approved by the Company, provided that advance written
request is provided ta the Company no less than thirty {30} days prior to the effective billing
month of the change. The Company may increase the Firm Load at any time if the Company, at
its sole discretion, determines the Firm Load is at a leve! that the cusiomer fails to demonstrate
that they can reach. The Company shall promptly notify the customer of any such change.

B. Load Responsa Program Contract

Customers taking service under this optional rider shall execute the Company's standard
Program contract which, among other things, will astablish the Customer's Firm Load.

C. Metering

The customer must amangs for interval metsring consistent with the Company’s Misceflaneous
Charges, Tariff Sheet 75.

Filed pursuant to Order dated , i Cage No. 08-X0X-EL-SS0, before
The Public Utiliies Commission of Ohio
issued by: Anthony J. Alexandar, President _ Effective: January 1, 2009
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’ Economic Load Responsa Pr m Rider

D. Emergency Curtallment Event

Lipon no less than ten minutes advance notification providad by the Company, a customer taking
service under this rider must curtail all load above its Firm Load during an Emergency
Curtalimant Event consistent with the Company’s Instructions. For purposes of this rider, an
Emergency Curtailment Event shall be one in which the Company, a regional transmission
organizalion and/or a transmission operator determinas, in its respective sole discretion, that an
ermergency situation exists that may jeopardize the integrity of aither ths distribution or
transmission system in the area.

Puring the entlre period of an Emergency Curtailment Event, the customer’s actual measured
load must remain &t or below fts Firm Load with such load belng measured every clock half hour.
A customner's aclual measured load shall ba determined using the greater of the customer's
highest lagging KVa or highest kW during the Emergency Curtailment Event. .

If at any time during the Emetgency Curtailment Event a customer's actual measured load
exceeds its contract Firm Load, the Company may disconnect the customer from the
transmission system for the duration of the Emergsncy Curtailment Event, at the customers
expense. The Company shall not be kable for any direct or indirect costs, losses, expenses, or
other damages, spacial or otherwlsa, including, without limitation, lost profits that arise from such
disconnection,

If at any time during the Emergency Curtailment Event a customer’s actual measured load
exceeds 110% of its Firm Load, the customer shall be subject to all four (4) of the following: (i)

, forfeit its Program Credit for the month in which the Emergency Curtailment Evant occurred; {if)
pay the ECE Charge set forth in the Rates section of this Rlder; (iii} pay the sum of all Program
Credits received by the customer under the Program during the immediately preceding twelve
billing months which shall include credits from this Rider and the Generation ahd Economic
Developent Credit Rider; and (iv) the Company’s right, at its sole discretion, to remove the
customer from the Program for a minimum of 12 months,

if at any time during the Emergency Curtallmant Event a customer’s actual measured load is
greater than 100% and less than or equal to 110% of its Firm Load during the Emergency
Curtailment Event, the customer shall forfail its Program Credit for the month in which the
Emergency Curtailment Event occurred and shall pay the ECE Charge set forth in the Rates
section of this Rider.

In the event of any conflict between the terms and conditions set forth in this Rider and other
sarvice reliabllity requirements and/or obligations of the Company, the latter shall prevall.

E. Economic Buy Through Option Event

Upon no less than a 80 minute advance notification provided to the customer, the Company shall
call an Economic Buy Through Event ("EBT") when a “Market Premium Condition™ sxists for at
least three {3) consecutive hours during any day. A Market Premium Condition is defined as a
point in time that the MISO LMP exceeds the otherwise applicable per kilowalt-hour net charges
set forth in the Company's Generation (GEN) and Genesration Phase-in (GPI} riders.

Filed pursvant to Order dated , in Case No, 08-XXX-EL-SSO0, hefore
The Public Utiliies Commission of Ohio
Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective: January 1, 2009
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RIDER ELR l
Pro ¢ :

Natification

Customers served under this Rider shall he provided netification of Economic Buy Through
Option Evenits and Emargency Cuttaiiment Evenis by the Companf. Customers shall be provided
clack times of the beginning and ending of these events, except the| Emergancy Cuttaltment
Event nofification may be stated such that sustomers musi curtall their aclual measured load to
its Firm Load in 10 minules fram the time the notification ig issued. Receipt of cuitailment
notifications shall be the sole responalbiity of the cuslomer. |
Notification of an interruption Economic Buy Through Oplion Event fnti Emargency Curtaiimant
Event consists of an electronic message issuad by the Company to/a device or devices such as
telephone, facsimiie, peger or emall, selected and providad Ly the mstomar and approved by the
Company. Two-way information oapabdity shal! be incomparatend by the Company and the
customer in order to provide confirmation of receipt of notification messages. Operation,
maintenancs and functionalily of such communication devices seladad by the customar shall ba
the sole rasponsibility of tha customer, ]

Term l
This rider shall bacome affective for service rendared in January 2009 and shall expire with
sarvice renderad through Dacembar 31st, 2011,

A tustormer may tenminate its participation in the Program upon no Iess than twelve {12) months
advance writlen natice to the Company. Except as olherwise provided in this ridor, a qualifying
customesr may retum {o the Program at sny time after & hialus from lha Program of et laast one
(1) year. . \
Conditions

Paymont by the customer of all charges herain Is a condition of sar\flce under this Econpmic

Load Respongas Pragram Rider,

Fliad puraisant - Qrdar dated , In Caase No. 08-XXX-EL-550, before
The Publc Utitdes Commission of Ohio |

Issued by: Anthony J, Aleender, President | Effective: January 1, 2008
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This Addendum, effactive

RIDER ELR
rad Respons

ADDENDUM TO THE CONTRACT FOR ELECTRIC SERVICE

20__, astablishes the following additional tsrms and

B ——
conditions fhat are 10 ba part of the Cantract for Eletlric Sorvics, dated for tha
Customer premises at {the "Service Contract).

1.

Ohly Edison Company
{Company)

By:
Its:

Customer has elected to parficipate in tha Company’s Economic Load Response Program
{"Program”) set forth in Company's Economic Load Response Program Rider included In Company's
standard Toriff, P.U.C.0. No. 11 ("Tarif}, as amended from tima to time (hereinafier "ELR ride™).
Customer acknowiedges that the terms and conditions of the Program ara supplemental to, and do
not repiace, those sel forth in the rate echedules and riders idenfified in the Service Contract,

For purposes of participating in the Program, Customar’s Firm Load, aé that term s defired in the
ELR ridar, shall be . This Firm Load may be alterad, consistont with the tarms of
the ELR rider. 5 .

|
If applicabla, the exaculion of the Service Contract and this Addendum supersedes the terms and
conditions of any other Interruptible or curtallment program under which Cuslomer lakes service at
the tims of executing this Addendum, rendering eny terms and mndiliops of any such program null
and void, |

This Addendum (but not the Servica Contract) shall automatically terminate if Customer no longer
takes service under the ELR rider, or i the ELR rider tarminates consistant with its terms,

(Customer)

Orx.

| ‘
Fibed pursuant to Order dated , in Case No. 09-00{-EL-550, before
Tha Public Utilities Commission of Ohio

Isaued by: Anthony J. Alexarxier, Prasident | Effsctive: Janumy 1, 2008
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PPLICABILITY:

This Oplional Load Response Program Rider {"Program”) is svallabls to any customer taking service
under the Company's general servics tariffs rerved et primary voltages or higher voltages provided that
ihe custorner maets all of the following five conditions at the time of inifiation of service under this Rider
and on a continuing basis thereafter (j) the customer has at least oha megawalt of Realizable Curtailable
Load {"RCL"}; (ii) the customar can successfully demonstrata to the Company that it can reduce its
instantan=ous measured load 10 & pre-established contract Fivm Load (a5 qslineﬂ below) within len
minutes of notification provided by the Company without the neod of a genarator. A customer may intend
to uso a generaltor lo reduce its usaga to balow its Finm Load, bul i the generator doas not stert, the
customer musl still reducs Its usage to or below its Firm Load. Fallure of a customer to reduca its usage
to or below Its Firm Load shall result in the consequences Ested in the Emegancy Curtaliment Event
Saction harein; {lil) the customer execules the Company's standard Program contract; and (iv) tha
custorner i5 taking gensration servica from the Company under the Generation Service Rider {GEN) or
the Market Rale Provieion of the Power Supply Reservation Rider (PSR); (v) the customer Is nat
periicipeting In any cther load curialiment program, inciuding without limitation 2 demand response
program offered by tha Midwest Independent Transmission Systam Operatar, Inc. ("MISQ) or any ather
indepandent eystern operator. This Rider is not appiied to customers durlng the period the customer
iakes electric generafion sarvice from a cerdifiad supplier.

RATES: :

i
In addition {o any other charges under any other rate schadules applicabla to custemer’s senvice,
cuglomers participating in the Program shall also pay the charges and recaiva the credit set forth below:

Progrem Administrative Chamge: ‘ $150.00 per month

ECE Charga:

During an Emergency Curlaiimsnt Event (88 defined below), lhb porion of the cuslomer's
achial measurad load thet excesds its pre-established contract Firm Load for any and all
hours during such event shall be assessed an ECE Charge which i3 caleulated for each hour
of the evenl as foliows: |
!

ECE = (ALxMISOLMP x 300%) X {1 + LAF} x mm-mrm
AL = the cuslomer's aclual hourly Joad dusing an Emerqbncy Event that exceads the

customer's pra-established oontract Firm Load. i

MISO LMP is the final Day Ahead Locational Manﬁna( Price as defined and
spacified by MISO at the Commerclal Pricing Noda “FESR" {or s equivalent)

during the epplicable hour(s) |
CAT =  the Commercial Activity Tex rate {in decimal form} as established in §5751.02 of
tha Ohla Revisad Coda.
Filed pursuent to Order dated " in Case No. Gasa No. 08-Y00EL-SS0), befare

|
Tho Public Utifliss Commlssion of Ohia |

Issued by: Anthony J, Alexander, President | Effective: January 1, 2009

—
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OTHER PROVISIONS:
A. FirmlLoad

. Matering ‘

RIDER OLR

Outional Load Respanse Proaram Rider |

L nes Adjustment Faclor |
3.0% for pdmary voltages }
0.1% for subtranamission vellages |
0.0% for trensmission voltages

= -

LAF

]

Customers taking service under this Rider shalf receive 2 monthly é’rogam«Credl! which shall be
caiculated as follows: [J

PC = RCL x$1.95 ikWimonth
Whara:

RCL is the predetermined realizable curtafable load, which shal be calculated by the
Company once par vaar for aach customer by subtracting the customer's centract Firm Load
from its Average Hourly Demand (“AHD"). For purposas of this Rider, tha AMD shall be the
greater of 1) customer's avarage load during tha hoiirs of npon o 6:00 prm EDT on none
holiday weekdaye during the months of June through August, excluding actual hours of any
Emargancy Curtaiimant Evants accurting dusing the praceding 12 month period. The RCL
shall nol exceed tha amount of a customer’s billing demand in excess of #he contractad Firm
Load on a monthly basfs. The custemar shall be provided wiitlien notice each year by the
Company of the value of the RCL at feast thirty (30) days In achlhnce of the effoctive date of
tha RCL. i

Far purposes of this Ridar, "Finn Load” shafl be that porfion of a customars sleotric load that s
not subjact to curtaiimant. A cusiomer may request e reduction o Bz contract Firm Loed no more
than once in any twelve month period. The Firn Load may ba reduced to the extent that such
reduciion is consistant with other terms and condifions set forth in tlTﬁs Rider. Any such change In
Firm Load shall be applied beginning with the customar's January bill Immediately following the
yaar in which ths changs has been approved by the Company, provided thet advance writien
request is provided to the Company no less than thirty (30) days prior to the effective biling
month of the changs. The Company may Increass ths Firm Load alany time if the Company, at
ita sole discretion, determings the Firm Load is at a level that the customer fals to demonstrate
that they can reach. The Company shall promplly nolify the customer of any such change.

|

Customars teking sarvice under this optional rider shall execute the[ Company's standard

Program contract which, among other things, will establish the Cusq‘omers Firm Load.
|

The customer musl aranga for interval metering consistent with the Company’s Miscellanecus
Charyes, Tarlif Shest 75. |

i
I
i
|
1
|

Fllad pursuant to Order dated _ In Case No. Case No. 08-XX-EL-S50, befors
The Public Utiiles Commission of Ohlo

iasued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Prasiden Effeciive: January 1, 2008
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.

Emp urtall

Upan no less than ten minutes advanca notification providad by thel Company, a customst taking
sanvice under this Fider must curtall ali load above fis Firm Load during an
Curtalimant Event consistent with the Company's instructions. For purposes of tis rider, an
Emergency Curtaiment Eveid shalt be one in which the Company, # ragional transmission
organizetion and/or a ransmission oparator determines, in its raspectlve sole discration, that an
emargency situation axists that may jsopardize the ntegrity of althertha distribution or
transmission sysiem in the sma. |
During the entire period of an Emergency Curlsiiment Evans, the uusbrmr’s actual measured
ioad must remaln &t or below His Firm Load with such laad being maasurad avary clock half hour,
A cuslomer's actual measured load shall be determined using the greater of the customer's
highest lagping kVa or highest KW during the Emargency Curtallmeft Event.

|

If at any time during the Emergency Curtaiiment Event a customer's sciual measured foad
exceeds its contract Finm Load, the Company may disconnact the customar from the
ransmission system for the duvation of the Emergency Curiailment Event. &l the customer's
expense. The Company shall not be liable for any direct ar indirect Gosts, lossas, @penses, or
other dameges, specie! or otherwiss, including, without limitation, 1okt profits that arise from such
disconnection. |

If at any ime during the Emargancy Curtaliment Event a mstnmm‘q' actual measured load
axceeds 110% of its Firm Load, the customer shall be subject to all four (4) of the Tolowing: {f}
forfeit ite Program Credit for the month In which the Emengency Curlallmam Event cocurred; (i)
pay the ECE Charge set forth in the Rales section of this Rider; (m) pey the sum of all Frogram
Credils received by tha cusiormer under the Program during the Immadatsly preceding iwelve
billing months which shall include credits from thia Rider and the Ganerahon and Econamic
Developent Credit Rider; and {lv) the Company’s right, atits sole diWon. {o remave the
customer from the Progrem for a minimum of 12 months. "

if at any time during tha Emergency Curlaliment Event a wstomur's actual measured load i
greater than 100% and less than or equal to 110% of its Firm Load during the Emargency
Curiailment Event, the customer shall forfeit its Program Cradit for the month in which the
Emsrgency Curtaliment Event occurrad and shal pay the ECE Charga set forth in the Rates
saction of this Rider,

In the event of any conflict batwesn the farms and conditions set fori!h in this rider and other
servica refiability requirements and/or obligations of the Company, 1?19 latier shall prevait.

Nolification |

Cusiomers served under this Rider shall be provided notification Emergency Gurtailment Events
by the Company. Guslomers shall be provided clock imes of the beginning and ending of these
events, except the Emergency Curtailment Event nolification may be siated such thet customers
raust curtall their actual megsured load {0 its Firm Load in 10 minulas from the tima the

nofification {5 issued. Recelpt of curtailmant netifications shall be tha soig responsibility of tha
customar.

Flied pursuant fo Order dated , in Caza No, Casa No. D8-)00(-EL-SS0, befora
‘The Public Utlites Commizsion of Chio

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Presidant Effective: January 1, 2009
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Notification of an Emargency Curiaiiment Events consists of an ela:m!mnlc massage kssusd by the
Company to & davice or devicas such ps telephona, fansimile, pager or emall, selected and
provided by the customer and approved by the Company. Two-way information capabiity shalt
be incorporatad by the Company and the cuslomer in order (o provide confirmation of recsipt of
notification messages. Operalion, maintenence and functiorality of such cummunication devices
selecied by the customer shall be the sole responsibiiity of the customer.

F. Temm

This rider shak becoms effaclive for servica rendared in January 2009 and sha¥ expire with
servica nandared through Dacember 31st, 2011.

A customear may terminats its participation in the Program upon no lass than twalve (12) months
advance written nafice to the Company. Except as otherwvise provided in this rider, & qualifying
customar may return to the Frogram at any time afler a hiatus frmﬂ‘ the Program of al least ong

{1) yoar.
G. Conditions

Payment by the customer of all charges herein i a condition of service under this Optional Load
Response Program Rider

Filed pursuant to Ovder daled , in Case No. Case No. 03-XXX-EL-550, bafore
The Public WHilites Commission of Ohlo
Issuad by: Anthory J. Alexander, President Effective; January 1, 2000
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) RIDER OLR i
i . Protram ! \
ADDENDUM TO THE CONTRACT FOR ELECTRlC SERVICE

This Addandum, effactive , 20__, establishes the following addlﬁonal terms and
sonditions that are to ba part of the Contract for w Electric Service, dated r‘ for the
Customar premises at {the "Ssrvfna Caontract™),

1. Customer has alecied to participats in the Company's Optional Load Rsspmse Program ("Program”)
sat forth In Company's Optional Load Response Program Rider Included in Company's standard
Tariff, P.U.C.O. Ho. 11 (*Tanf™), as amsnded from tme to tima (harainafter "OLR rider”). Customer
acknowladgas that the terms and condilions of the Program are supplmmntal ta, and do not replaca,
those set forth In the rate schedules and ridars idendified In the Service d:onimct.

2. For purposes of participaling in the Program, Customer’s Firm Load, as :thai term is defined in the
GLR rider, shall be . This Firm Load ray be allered, conglstent with the terms of
the OLR rider,

3. I applicable, the exsculion of the Service Coniract and this Addendum supersedss the terms and
condifions of any other Intarruplible or curailmant program under which Customer lakes service at
the time of execuling this Addendum, rendering eny terms and conditions of any such prograr rud
and void.

4, ‘This Addendum {bul not the Service Contract) shell automatically terminate if Customer no longar
takes sarvice under the OLR rider, or if tha OLR rider tarminates consistart with its terms.

, . Qhlo Edisan Compaiy i ;
| (Company) {Customer) '
By: By: |
s: Tta: r
: on: on: |

Flled pursuant io Order dated __, InCase No. Case No. 08-X0X-EL-550, bafore
The Public Litillles Comwmission of Ohio
Issuad by: Anthony J. Alexander, Presidant ! Effective: January 1, 2009




Proposod Tarfl Schadusas 2008 Voluma 28 Schedule 3a

Page 98 of 374 . Page 58 of 103
Ohio Edison Company . | Original Shest 108
Akron, Ohio P.1.C.O. No. 11 Pagé 10f3
RIDER EDR |
Economic Development Rider
z R lal Credit Pr

hl

APPLICABILITY:
Appiicable to residential customers taking service undar the Campany's Rate Schedula RS to which
the Resitential Distribution Credit Rider (RDC) applies. Thiz Residential Non-Standard Credit
Provision Is not applied fo customers during the period the customer a*«. elactric generation service

from a certified suppler. N

RATE:

The following Resideniial Non-Standard credits are effective for sawioef randered beginning January
1, 2009, for all kWhs per kWh in excess of 500 kWhs per menth which are congumed by the
customer during the winler billing pariods as defined in the Electric Service Reguiations, Bection VLL:

ustomer Rate Sched
*Special Provisions® of Residential Standard Rate Schedule (Original Shest No. 10} (0.0000)¢
Residentis) Space Heating Rate (Original Shest No. 1) - (150000
Rasidantiat Optional Time-of-Day (Original Shaet No. 12) (1.9000)
Ragldential Optional Controlled Satrvite Rider (Oviginal Sheet No. 14} i {1.9000)%
Residential Load Management Rate (Original Sheat No. 17) ‘ (1.90006)
Resklential Weter Healing Service (Original Sheet No, 18) : (0.0000)¢
Residantiat Optional Electically Heated Apartment Rate {Criging) Sheet No. 18) {1.8000)¢
] Isl
APPLICABILITY:

Appilcabie 0 all customsrs who took satvica under the Company's int ible tariffs set forth bolow
as of December 31, 2008 and continue to take sarvice undar the Company’s Rales Scheditas GP,
GSU, or AT In conjunctien with the Company's Economic Load Responga Program Ridar (ELR),
This Interruptible Credit Provision is not appllad to customers during ﬂm period the customar takes
aleciric ganeralion service from a certifisd supplier. i

Intesruptible Rider - Gonaral Service Larpe and High Use Manukcluring | Original Sheat Mo, 73

Interruptitie Rider - Metal Malling Load Cuiginn! Sheet No. 14

interruptible Rider - Incramantel Infarmuptible Service Originsi Shoet Mo. 75
RATE:

The Toliowing intarmplibb credits wilt apply, by Rate Smadl.ia affective for service rendered
beginning January 1, 2008 by unkt of Realizabla Gurtallable Load, as defined in Rider ELR:

GP (per kW) § (6.050)
GSU {perkva) $ (5.050)
GT (pot kVa) | §(6.050)
i
| |
Filad pursuant to Order dated » In Case No. 08-200(-EL-850, balore
The Public Utides Commission of Ohio
lssoed by: Anthony J. Alaxander, President Effactive; January 1, 2009
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mic D ent R |
c Liahti and Traffic Ligh visio

APPLICABILITY: i

Applicable to any customer laking service under aither the Company’s -$treet Lighting Service {Rale
STL) or Traffic Lighting Schadula (Rate TRF). This 8TL and TRF Credi Provision is not applied to
customers during the period the customer takes sleciric generation sen?ca rom a ceriified supplier,

RATE:
The following STL and TRF credils will apply, by Rats Scheduls, aﬂ‘euﬁvo for service rendered
beginning January 1, 2009, for all kKWhs, per kWi

ST (3.9000)¢
(2.4000¢

APPLICABILITY;
Applicabla 1o any customar laking service undsr the Company's Gonerai Service - Transmissian
{Rata GT). This provision Is not avoidable for customers who shop with a cartifled supplior.

RATE: i
Tiw following charge will apply, effective for service rendersd beginning Manuary 1, 2009;

GT {pes Vo) ? $ B.000
b
The following credit will apply, sfieciive for service rendened beginning January 1, 2009:

|
T {oh k3, per KWE) | {3.7402)

|

ADDmQQAL PROVISIONS;

The charges under secfioh d. of thie Rider shall ba applied 1o the graatnr of {J) the measured
monthly on-peak demand, or {ii) 25% of the measured monthly oﬁ-peak demand. Monthly on-
pesk demand I3 dafined as the highes! thity (30) minule intagrated Wa betwesn the hours of
6:00 am. 1o 10:00 p.m. EST, Moriday through Friday, excluding holidays. Holideys are defined
23 New Year's Day, Memorisi Day, independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day, and
Chrietmas Day. Monthly oif-peak demand is defined as tha highest l:hirly (30) minuta integreted
kVa for all other hours,

2. For customers not laking service under Generalion Service Rider (G‘ N) or the Market Rate
Provision of the Fower Supply Reservation Rider (PSR}, the sum of the charges and credits
under gection d. of this Rider shall not ba less than Zem, .

J
\
1
1
|
|
\
]
|

L.
Flied pursuant to Order dated , In Case No. 05-.:(:0":-5!.-580. hefore
The Public IHliies Commission of Ohio

Issuad by. Anthony J. Alsxander, President . Effective: January 1, 2009
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Economic Devalopment Rider

e, Standard Churag Provision i

APPLICABILITY: |
Applicable 10 any customer that tekes elechic service under the Compa}»y‘a Rate Schedules. This

Residential Non-Standard Credit Provision 1s not aveidabla for customaf who shop with a ceriified
suppliar,
|

BURPOSE; |

Tha chargax undar saction a. of this Rider racover the diflerence in revenues resulting from the
application of rates in the athernise applicable Rate Schadule and the aredits in sections 2. b. and ¢,
of this Ridar. l‘

RATE: 3

The faliowing charges will apply, by Rate Scheduls, affective for sarvice rendarad baginning January
1, 2009, for all K\Whs per kWh: kﬁ

Gs 0.4293¢
GP 0.4293¢

{ PD, z

The charges and cradits set forth in this Rider shall be updated and réconciled on s annual basis, No
later than Dacembet 1at of sach ysar, the Company shall fils with tha PUCO a request for approval of the
. charges and credits which, unless olherwise ordered by the PUCO, shall become effettive on a service
renderad basls oh January 1st of the following year,

. i
J

Filed pursuart 16 Order dsied TIn Gasa No. 08-JOCKEL-S50, batore
The Public Utilies Commission of Ohio |
{szuad by: Anthony J. Afaxander, Presidaent Eflactive: January 1, 2008




APPENDIX

QUALIFICATIONS OF

DENNIS W. GOINS




DENNIS W. GOINS

PRESENT POSITION

Economic Consultant, Potomac Management Group, Alexandria, Virginia.

AREAS OF QUALIFICATION
B Competitive Market Analysis

B Costing and Pricing Energy-Related Goods and Services
®  Utility Planning and Operations '
B Litigation Analysis, Strategy Development, Expert Testimony

PREVIOUS POSITIONS
® Vice President, Hagler, Bailly & Company, Washi mgton DC.
®  Principal, Resource Consulting Group, Inc., Cmnﬁrldge,

Massachusetts.
®  Senior Associate, Resource Planning Associates, Inc Cambridge,
Massachusetts.
8 Economist, North Carolina Utilities Commission, Raleigh, North
Carolina.
EDUCATION |
College Major ; Degree
Wake Forest University Economics | BA
North Carolina State University Economics ME
North Carolina State University Economics PhD
RELEVANT EXPERIENCE
Dr. Goins specializes in pricing, planning, and market structure issues affecting
firms that buy and sell products in electricity and natural gas markets. He has

extensive experience in evaluating competitive market conditions, analyzing
power and fuel reqmrements, prices, market operatlons, and transactions,
developing product pricing strategies, setting rates for enerqurelated products and
services, and negotiating power supply and natural gas contracts for private and
public entities. He has participated in more than 100 ca:i‘.es as an expert on
competitive market issues, utility restructuring, power market planning and



DENNIS W, GOINS

operations, utility mergers, rate design, cost of service, and m#nagement prudence
before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, the General Accounting
Office, the First Judicial District Court of Montana, the Circuit Court of Kanawha
County, West Virginia, and regulatory commissions in |Alabama, Arizona,
Arkansas, Colorado, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Mississippi, Ne\?v Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carelina, Texas, Utah, Vermont,
Virginia, and the District of Columbia. He has also prepared an expert report on
behalf of the United States regarding pricing and contract 1saues in a case before

the United States Court of Federal Claims.

i
PARTICIPATION IN REGULATORY, ADMINISTRATIVE, AND COURT
PROCEEDINGS |

1. Idaho Power Company, before the Idaho Public Utilitieé Commission, Case
No. IPC-E-08-10 (2008), on behalf of the U.S. Depamnent of Energy
(Federal Executive Agencies), re cost-of-service and rate design issues.

2. Ohio Edison ez al., before the Public Utilities Commifssion of Ohio, Case
No. 08-935-EL- SSO (2008), on behalf of Nucor Steel Marion, Inc.,
energy security plan proposal.

3. Ohio Edison ef al., before the Public Utilities Commlsslon of Ohio, Case
No. 08-936-EL- SSO (2008), on behalf of Nucor Stéel Marion, Inc.,
market rate offer proposal. ‘

4. Entergy Texas, Inc., before the Public Ultilities Comm:ssmn of Texas, PUC
Docket No. 35269 (2008), on behalf of Texas CltlFS, re jurisdictional
allocation of system agreement payments.

5. Duke Energy Indiana, Inc., before the Indiana Utlllty Regulatory
Commission, Cause No. 43374 (2008), on behalf of Nucor Steel and Steel
Dynamics, Inc., re alternative regulatory plan. i

6. Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Cqmmlssmn of Texas,
PUC Docket No. 34800 (2008), on behalf of Texas Cities, re affiliate
transactions. }

7. Commonwealth Edison Company, before the Illinois Commerce
Commission, Docket No. 07-0566 (2008), on behalf of Nucor Steel
Kankakee, Inc., re cost-of-service and rate design issuesg

8. Ohio Edison er ai., before the Publie Utilities Commijssion of Chio, Case
No. 07-0551-EL-AIR et al. (2008), on behalf of Nucor Steel Marion, Inc., re
cost-of-service and rate design issues.




10.

11,

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

DENNIS W, GOINS

. Appalachian Power Company dba American Electric Power, before the

Public Service Commission of West Virginia, Case No. 06-0033-E-CN
(2007), on behalf of Steel of West Virginia, Inc., re power plant cost
recovery mechanism.

Oncor Electric Delivery Company and Texas Energy Future Holdings
Limited Partnership, before the Public Utilities Commission of Texas, PUC
Docket No. 34077 {2007), on behalf of Nucor Steel - Texas, re acquisition
of TXU Corp. by Texas Energy Future Holdings Limitcd Partnership.

Arkansas Oklahoma Gas Company, before the Arkahsas Public Service
Commission, Docket No. (7-026-U (2007), on behalf of West Central
Arkansas Gas Consumers, re gas cost-of-service and rate design issues.

Idaho Power Company, before the Idahe Public UtllltlBS Commission, Case
No. IPC-E-07-08 (2007), on behalf of the U.S. Deﬁartment of Energy
(Federal Executive Agencies), re cost-of-service and ratq design issues.

Potomac Electric Power Company, before the District lof Columbia Public
Service Commission, Formal Case No. 1056 (2007), on behalf of the
General Services Administration, re demand—sideg management and
advanced metering programs.

South Carclina Electric & Gas Company, before the S uth Carolina Public
Service Commission, Docket No. 2007-229-E {2007),| on behalf of CMC
Steel-SC, re cost-of-service and rate design issues. :

Potomac Electric Power Company, before the Mary]'and Public Service
Commission, Case No. 9092 (2007), on behalf of tﬁe General Services
Administration, re retail cost allocation and standby rqte design issues for
distributed generation resources.

Potomac Electric Power Company, before the District of Columbia Public
Service Commission, Formal Casc No. 1053 {2007), aon behalf of the
General Services Administration, re retail cost allocation and standby rate
design issues for distributed generation resources. '

Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Commission of Texas,
PUC Docket No. 32907 (2006), on behalf of Texas Cities, re hurricane cost
recovery,

Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Commission of Texas,
PUC Daocket No. 32710/ SOAH Docket No. 4'?3-06-2307 (2006), on behalf
of Texas Cities, re reconciliation of fuel and purchased power costs.

Florida Power & Light Company, before the Floﬁda Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 060001-EI (2006), on behalf ¢f the U.S. Air Force
(Federal Executive Agencies), re fuel and purchased power cost recovery.

|
|
3 |
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Arizona Public Service Company, before the Arizona Corporation
Commission, Docket No. E-01345A-05-0816 (2006), on behalf of the U.S.
Air Force (Federal Executive Agencies), re retail cost allocation and rate
design issues. ‘

PacifiCorp {dba Rocky Mountain Power), before the Utah Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 06-035-21 (2006), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force
(Federal Executive Agencies), re rate design issues.

South Carolina Electric & Gas Company, before the Sojuth Carolina Public
Service Commission, Docket No. 2006-2-E (2006), bn behall’ of CMC
Steel-SC, re fuel and purchased power cost recovery, |

Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Co&nrmss:on of Texas,
PUC Docket No. 31544/ SOAH Docket No. 473-06- 0092 (2006), on behalf
of Texas Cities, re transition to competition rider.

Idaho Power Company, before the Idaho Public Utilitic§ Commission, Case

No. IPC-E-05-28 (2006), on behalf of the U.S. Department of Energy
(Federal Executive Agencies), re cost-of-service and rate design issues.

Alabama Power Company, before the Alabama Public Semce Commission,
Docket No. 18148 (2005}, on behalf of SMI Steel-A]abama._, Te energy cost
recovery.

Florida Power & Light Company, before the Flonda Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 050001-EI (2005), on behalf qf the U.S. Air Force
(Federal Executive Agencies), re fuel and capacity cost recovery.

Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Cammission of Texas,
PUC Docket No. 31315/ SOAH Docket No. 473-05-8446 (2005), on behalf
of Texas Cities, re incremental purchased capacity cost rider.

Florida Power & Light Company, before the Florida Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 050045-EI (2003), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force
(Federal Executive Agencies), re cost-of-service and interruptible rate
issues. 5

Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation, before tI;1e Arkansas Public
Service Commission, Docket No. 05-042-U (2005), on behalf of Nucor
Steel and Nucor-Yamato Steel, re power plant purchase.

Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation, before the Arkansas Public
Service Commission, Docket No. 04-141-U (2005), on behalf of Nucor
Steel and Nucor-Yamato Steel, re cost-of-service and rate design issues.

Dominion North Carolina Power, before the NMNorth Carolina Utilities
Commission, Docket No. E-22, Sub 412 (2005), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Hertford, re cost-of-service and interrupiible rate issues.




32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

DENNIS W. GOINS

\
Public Service Company of Colorado, before the Colorado Public Utilities
Commission, Docket No. 045-164E (2004), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force
(Federal Executive Agencies), re cost-of-service and interruptible rate
issues. }

CenterPoint Energy Houston Electric, LLC, et al., bef&re the Public Utility
Commission of Texas, PUC Docket No. 29526 (2004), on behalf of the
Coalition of Commercial Ratepayers, re stranded cost m:le-up balances.

PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service Commissii n, Docket No. 04-
035-11 (2004), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force (United States Executive
Agencies), re time-of-day rate design issues. |

Arizona Public Service Company, before the Aipizona Corporation
Commission, Docket No. E-(1345A-03-0347 (2004), oln behalf of the U.S.
Air Force (Federal Executive Agencies), re retail cosli allocation and rate

design issues. |

Idaho Power Company, before the Idaho Public Unhtles Commlssmn Case
No. IPC-E-03-13 (2004), on behalf of the U.S. De?artment of Energy
(Federal Executive Agencies), re retail cost allocatlr)n and rate design

issues. ‘

PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service CommlsSLpn, Docket No. 03-
2035-02 (2004), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force (Uni#ed States Executive
Agencies), re retail cost allocation and rate design issues

Dominion Virginia Power, before the Vlrgmla State Corporation
Commission, Case No. PUE-2000-00285 (2003), on \behalf of Chaparral
(Virginia) Inc., re recovery of fuel costs. ‘

Jersey Central Power & Light Company, before the New Jersey Board of
Public Utilities, BPU Docket No. ER02080506, OAL Docket No. PUC-
7894-02 (2002-2003), on behalf of New Jersey Comqu,rclal Users, re retail
cost allocation and rate design issues.

Public Service Electric and Gas Company, before the New Jersey Board of
Public Utilities, BPU Docket No. ER02050303, OAL Docket No. PUC-
5744-02 (2002-2003), on behalf of New Jersey Commercial Users, re retail
cost allocation and rate design issues.

South Carolina Electric & Gas Company, before the South Carolina Public
Service Commission, Docket No. 2002-223-E (2002), on behalf of SMI
Steel-SC, re retail cost allocation and rate design issues.
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Montana Power Company, before the First JlldlClal District Court of
Montana, Great Falls Tribune et al. v. the Momqma Public Service
Commission, Cause No. CDV2001-208 (2002), on |behaif of a media
consortium (Great Falls Tribune, Billings Gozeite, Montana Standard,
Helena Independent Record, Missoulian, Big Sky Bublishing, Inc. dba
Bozeman Daily Chronicle, the Montana Newspaper As:sociation, Miles City
Star, Livingston Enferprise, Yellowstone Public Radio, the Associated
Press, Inc., and the Montana Broadcasters Assoclatlon) re public disclosure
of allegedly proprietary contract information.

Louisville Gas & Electric et al,, before the Kentuicky Public Service
Commission, Administrative Case No. 387 (2001), on behalf of Gallatin
Steel Company, re adequacy of generation and transplssmn capacity in
Kentucky. |

PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service Commwsﬁm, Docket No. 01-
035-01 (2001), on behalf of Nucor Steel, re retail cost allocation and rate
design issues. ‘

TXU Electric Company, before the Public Utilities Cdmmlssmn of Texas,
PUC Docket No. 23640/ SOAH Docket No. 473-01- 1922 (2001), on behalf
of Nucor Steel, re fuel cost recovery.

FPL Group et al., before the Federal Energy Regwlatory Commission,
Docket No. EC01-33-000 (2001), on bchalf of | | Arkansas Electric
Cooperative Corporation, Inc., re merger-related market} power issues.

Entergy Mississippi, Inc., et al., before the Mississhppi Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 2000-UA-925 (2001), on béha]f of Birmingham
Steel-Mississippi, re appropriate regulatory conditions for merger approval.

TXU Electric Company, before the Public Utilities Cqmmlsswn of Texas,
PUC Dacket No. 22350/ SOAH Docket No. 473-00-1015 (2000), on behalf
of Nucor Steel, re unbundled cost of service and rates.

PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service Commissi“on Docket No. 99-
035-10 (2000), on behalf of Nucor Steel, re using systeh benefit charges to
fund demand-side resource investments. ‘

Entergy Arkansas, Inc. et al., before the Arkan$as Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 00-190-U (2000), on behalf of Nucor-Yamato
Steel and Nucor Steel-Arkansas, re the development of competltlve electric
power markets in Arkansas.

Entergy Arkansas, Inc. er al, before the Arkansas Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 00-0438-R (2000), on behaif of Nucor-Yamato
Steel and Nucor Steel-Arkansas, re generic ﬁlmg requirements and
guidelines for market power analyses, |
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ScoitishPower and PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Sen'lce Commission,
Docket No. 93-2035-04 (1999), on behalf of Nucqr Steel, re merger
conditions to protect the public interest.

Dominion Resources, Inc. and Consolidated Natural Gas Company, before
the Virginia State Corporation Commission, Case No. PUA990020 (1999),
on behalf of the City of Richmond, re market power anid merger conditions
to protect the public interest. !

Houston Lighting & Power Company, before the Publlc Utility Commission
of Texas, Docket No. 18465 (1998) on behalf of the.* Texas Commercial
Customers, re excess earnings and stranded-cost recoveqy and mitigation.

PIM Interconnection, LLC, before the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Docket No. ER98-1384 (1998) on bghalf of Wellshoro
Electric Company, re pricing low-voltage distribution services.

DQE, Inc. and Allegheny Power System, Inc., before
Regulatory Commission, Docket Nos. ER97-4050-0(
and EC97-46-000 (1997) on behalf of the Borough o

the Federal Energy
)0, ER97-4051-000,
f Chambersburg, re

market power in relevant markets.

i
GPU Energy, before the New Jersey Board of Public Utlhtles Docket No.
EQ97070458 {1997) on behalf of the New Jersey Commerclal Usets Group,
re unbundled retail rates. |

GPU Energy, before the New Jersey Board of Public | [IJtilities Daocket No.
EQ97070459 (1997) on behalf of the New Jerscy Comrherclal Users Group,
re stranded costs. .

Public Service Electric and Gas Company, before the New Jersey Board of
Public Utilities, Docket No. EQ97070461 (1997) on|behalf of the New
Jersey Commercial Users Group, re unbundled retail rates.

W

Public Service Electric and Gas Company, before the New Jersey Board of
Public Utilities, Docket No. E097070462 (1997) onl behalf of the New
Jersey Commercial Users Group, re stranded costs.

DQE, Inc. and Allegheny Power System, Inc., before| the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Docket Nos. ER97-4050-000, ER97-4051-000,
and EC97-46-000 (1997) on behalf of the Borough of Chambersburg,
Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc., and Selected Mumclpahtles re market
power in relevant markets. -

CSW Power Marketing, Inc.,, before the Federal Encrgy Regulatory
Commission, Docket No.ER97-1238-000 (1997) on behalf of the
Transmission Dependent Utility Systems, re market power in relevant
markets.
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|
Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation ef al., béfore the New York
Public Service Commission, Case Nos. 96-E-0891, 96-E-0897, 96-E-0898,
96-E-0900, 96-E-0909 (1997), on behalf of the Retail Councll of New York,
re stranded-cost recovery.

. Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation, supplemenial testimony, before

the New York Public Service Commission, Case No. 96-E-0909 (1997) on
behalf of the Retail Council of New York, re stranded-c?st recovery.

Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., supﬁplemental testimony,
before the New York Public Service Commission, Clase No. 96-E-0897
(1997) on behalf of the Retail Council of New Yok‘k re stranded-cost
recovery.

New York State Electric & Gas Corporation, suppﬂemental testimony,
before the New York Public Service Commission, C:,'ase No. 96-E-0891
(1997) on behalf of the Retail Council of New York re stranded-cost

recovery. |

Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation, supplemental tbstlmony, before the
New York Public Service Commission, Case No. Qé-E 0898 (1997) on
behalf of the Retail Council of New Yark, re stranded-cost recovery.

Texas Utilities Electric Company, before the Public Utility Commission of
Texas, Docket No. 15015 (1996), on behalf of Nucor Steel-Texas, re real-
time electricity pricing. \

Central Power and Light Company, before the Public Utlllty Commission of
Texas, Docket No. 14965 (1996), on bchalf of ﬂ1e Texas Retailers
Association, re cost of service and rate design. |

Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolma Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 95-1076-E (1996), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Darlington, re integrated resource planning.

Texas Utilities Electric Company, before the Public Uﬁhty Commission of
Texas, Docket No, 13575 (1995), on behalf of Nucor Steel-Texas, re
integrated resource planning, DSM options, and real-time pricing.

Arkansas Power & Light Company, ef al., Notice of Inquiry to Consider
Section 111 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992, before the Arkansas Public
Service Commission, Docket No. 94-342-4 (1995), initial Comments on
behalf of Nucor-Yamato Steel Company, re integrated resource planning
standards.
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|
Arkansas Power & Light Company, et al., Notice of {[nquiry to Consider
Section 111 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992, before the Arkansas Public
Service Commission, Docket No. 94-342-4 (1993), Reply Comments on
behalf of Nucor-Yamato Steel Company, re mtegrateq resource planning
standards. ‘

Arkansas Power & Light Company, ef al., Notice of }Inquiry to Consider
Section 111 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992, before the Arkansas Public
Service Commission, Docket Wo. 94-342-4 (1995), Flnal Comments on
behalf of Nucor-Yamato Steel Company, re 1ntegrated resource planning

standards. ;

South Carolina Pipeline Corporation, before the Soﬁth Carolina Public
Service Commission, Docket No. 94-202-G ({1995), bn behalf of Nucor
Steel, re integrated resource planning and rate caps. |

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the United Stalies Court of Federal
Claims, Gulf States Utilities Company v. the United Smtes, Docket No. 91-
1118C (1994, 1995}, on behalf of the United States, ré electrlclty rate and
confract dispute litigation.

American Electric Power Corporation, before the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER93-540-00( (1994) on behalf of
DC Tie, Inc., re costing and pricing electricity transmission services.

Texas Utilities Electric Company, hefare the Public Uﬂhty Commission of
Texas, Docket No, 13100 (1994), on behalf of Nucor ﬁteel -Texas, re real-
time electricity pricing.

Carolina Power & Light Company, et al., Proposed R‘::gulatlon Governing
the Recovery of Fuel Costs by Electric Utilities, before the South Carolina
Public Service Commission, Docket No. 93-238-E (1994) on behalf of
Nucor Steel-Darlington, re fuel-cost recovery.

Southern Natural Gas Company, before the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Docket No. RP93-15-000 (1993-1995), |on behalf of Nucor
Steel-Darlington, re costing and pricing natural gas transpottation services.

West Penn Power Company, ef al., v. State Tax Department of West
Virginia, et al., Civil Action No. 89-C-3056 (1993), before the Circuit Court
of Kanawha County, West Virginia, on behalf of|the West Virginia
Department of Tax and Revenue, re electricity generation tax.

Carolina Power & Light Company, ef al, Praceeding Regarding
Consideration of Certain Standards Pertaining to! Wholesale Power
Purchases Pursuant to Section 712 of the 1992 Energy Policy Act, before
the South Carolina Public Service Commission, Docket No. 92-231-E
(1993), on behalf of Nucor Steel-Darlington, re Section 712 regulations.
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Mountain Fuel Supply Company, before the Public Service Commission of
Utah, Docket No. 93-057-01 (1993), on behalf of Nucor Steel-Utah, re
costmg and pricing retail natural gas firm, mterruptlbie and transportation
services.

Texas Utilities Electtic Company, before the Public Utﬁllty Commission of

Texas, Docket No. 11735 (1993), on behalf of the Texas Retailers
Association, re retail cost-of-service and rate design. |

Virginia Electric and Power Company, before ;:he Virginia State
Corporation Commission, Case No. PUE920041 (1993), on behalf of Philip
Marris USA, re cost of service and retail rate design,

Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolma Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 92-209-E (1992), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Darlington. ‘

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Loms:ana Public Service
Commission, Docket No, U-17282, Rate Design (1992), on behalf of the

Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserve. |

Georgia Power Company, before the Georgia Public Service Commission,
Docket Nos. 4091-U and 4146-U (1992), on behalf of Amicalola Electric
Membership Corporation.

PacifiCorp, Inc., before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Docket
No. EC88-2-007 (1992), on behalf of Nucor Steel-Utah.

South Carolina Pipeline Corporation, before the South Carolina Public
Service Commission, Docket No, 90-452-G (1991), on behalf of Nucor
Steel-Datlington.

Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Catolina Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 91-4-E, 1991 Fall Hearing, |on behalf of Nucor
Steel-Darlington.

Sonat, Inc., and North Carolina Natural Gas Corporation, before the North
Carolina Utilitiecs Commission, Docket No. G-21, Sub 291 (1991), on behalf
of Nucor Corporation, Inc.

Northern States Power Company, before the Minnesota Public Utilities
Commission, Docket No. E002/GR-91-00t (1991), on |behalf of North Star
Steel-Minnesota.

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisiana Public Service
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase IV-Rate Design (1991), on behalf
of the Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserve,
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Houston Lighting & Power Company, belore the PublldI Utility Commission
of Texas, Docket No, 9850 (1990), on behalf of the Department of Energy,
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. i
General Services Administration, before the Umted States General
Accounting Office, Contract Award Protest {1990), SOllCItathl'l No. GS-
00P-AC87-91, Contract No. GS-00D-89-B5D-0032, bn behalf of Satilla

Rural Electric Membership Corporation, re cost of servi:ce and rate design.

I
Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolina Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 90-4-E (1990 Fall Heanng),l on behalf of Nucor
Steel-Darlington, re fuel-cost recovery. !

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Loulslana Public Service
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase 11I-Rate Desj gn (1990), on behalf
of the Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reseri‘ve, re cost of service
and rate design. :

Atlanta Gas Light Company, before the Georgla Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 3923-U (1990}, on behalf 0f Herbert G, Burris
and Oglethorpe Power Corporation, re anticompetitive prlcmg schemes.

Ohio Edison Company, before the Ohio Public Utilities Commission, Case
No. 89-1001-EL-AIR (1990), on behalf of Narth Star Steel-Ohlo re cost of
service and rate design.

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Lou151hna Public Service
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase III-Cost |of Service/Revenue
Spread (1989), on behalf of the Department of Energy| Strategic Petroleum
Reserve.

Northern States Power Company, before the Minnesota Public Utilities
Commission, Docket No. E002/GR-89-865 (1989), on|behalf of North Star
Steel-Minnesota.

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Lou1snana Public Service
Commission, Docket No, U-17282, Phase III-Rate Design (1989), on behalf
of the Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserve.

Utah Power & Light Company, before the Utzh Public $ervice Commission,
Case No. 89-039-10 (1989), on behalf of Nucor Steequtah and Vulcraft, a
division of Nucor Steel.

Soyland Power Cooperative, Inc. v. Central Illlﬁms Public Service
Company, Docket No. EL89-30-000 (1989), before‘the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, on behalf of Soyland Power \Cooperatwe Inc., re
wholesale contract pricing provisions
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Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Public Utjlity Commission of
Texas, Docket No. 8702 (1989), on behalf of the Department of Energy,
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. |

Houston Lighting and Power Company, before ithe Public Utility
Commission of Texas, Docket No. 8425 (1989) on behalf of the
Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserve.

Nortthern Illinois Gas Company, before the Illinois Commerce Commission,
Docket No. 88-0277 (1989), on behalf of the Codlition for Fair and

Equitable Transportation, re retail gas transportation rat(!as.

Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Cai‘ollna Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 79-7-E, 1988 Fall Hearmg,\ on behalf of Nucor
Steel-Darlington, re fuel-cost recovery. ;

Potomac Electric Power Company, before the Districti of Columbia Public
Service Commission, Formal Case No. 869 (1988), gn behalf of Peoples
Drug Stores, Inc., re cost of service and rate design. |

Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Ca;i'olina Public Service
Commission, Docket No. 88-11-E (1988), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Darlington. ‘

Northern States Power Company, before the anesota Public Uiilities
Commission, Docket No. E-002/GR-87-670 (1988)‘ on behalf of the
Metalcasters of Minnesota. |

Ohio Edison Company, before the Ohio Public Utilitiés Commission, Case
No. 87-689-EL-AIR (1987), on behalf of North Star Stel‘el-Ohio.

Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Ca'rolina Public Service

Commission, Docket No. 87-7-E (1987), on behailf of Nucor Stecl-
Darlington. ‘

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisfma Public Service
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase I (1987) on behalf of the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve.

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Public Utlllty Commission of
Texas, Docket No. 7195 (1987), on behalf of the Strategic Petroleum
Reserve.

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Docket No. ER86-558-006 (1987), on behalf of Sam Rayburn
G&T Cooperative.

Utah Power & Light Company, before the Utah Public Service Commission,
Case No. 85-035-06 (1986), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force.
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Houston Lighting & Power Company, before the Public Utility Commission
of Texas, Docket No. 6765 (1986), on behalf of the |Strategic Petroleum
Reserve.

Central Maine Power Company, before the Mai?pe Public Utilities
Commission, Docket No. 85-212 (1986), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force.

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Public U 'ility Commission of
Texas, Docket Nos. 6477 and 6525 (1985), on behalﬂof North Star Steel-
Texas.

Ohio Edison Company, before the Ohio Public Utllltles Commission,
Docket No. 84-1359-EL-AIR (1985), on behalf of North Star Steel-Ohio.

Utah Power & Light Company, before the Utah Public $erv1ce Commission,
Case No. 84-035-01 (1985), on behalf of the U.S. Air Fprce.

Central Vermont Public Service Corporation, before ithe Vermont Public
Service Board, Docket No. 4782 (1984), on behalf |of Central Vermont
Public Service Corporation.

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisihna Public Service

Commission, Docket No. U-15641 (1983), on beh%alf of the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve.

Southwestern Power Administration, before the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Rate Order SWPA-9 {1982), on behalf q;f the Department of
Defense.

Public Service Company of Oklahoma, before the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Docket Nos. ER82- 30—000\ and ER82-389-000
(1982), on behalf of the Department of Defense. |

Ceniral Maine Power Company, before the Maine Public Utilities
Commission, Docket No. 80-66 (1981), on behalf of th? Commission Staff.

Bangor Hydro-Electric Company, before the Maine Public Utilitics
Commission, Docket No. 80-108 (1981), on behalf ‘of the Commission
Staff.

Oklahoma Gas & Electric, before the Oklahoma Corpbration Commission,
Docket No. 27275 (1981), on behalf of the Commission Staff.

Green Mountain Power, before the Vermont Public S#wice Board, Docket
No. 4418 (1980), on behalf of the PSB Staff. |

Williams Pipe Line, before the Federal Energy Re | latory Commission,
Docket No. OR79-1 (1979), on behalf of Mapco, Inc. gr
Boston Edison Company, before the Massachusetts ]ZiDepartment of Public
Utilities, Docket No. 19494 (1978), on behalf of Boston Edison Company.

i
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145.
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Duke Power Company, before the North Carolina ‘tlhtles Commission,
Docket No. E-7, Sub 173, on-behalf of the Comlmssmn Staff.

Duke Power Company, before the North Carolina I_]tllmcs Commission,
Docket No. E-100, Sub 32, on behalf of the Comm:ssmn Staff.

Virginia Electric & Power Company, before the North Carolina Utilities
Commission, Docket No. E-22, Sub 203, on behalf of the Commission
Staff.

Virginia Electric & Power Company, before the North Carolina Utilities
Commission, Docket No. E-22, Sub 170, on behalf] of the Commission
Staff.

Southern Bell Telephone Company, before the North Carolina Utilities
Commission, Docket No. P-5, Sub 48, on behalf of the (Commission Staff,

Western Carolina Telephone Company, before the North Carolina Utilities
Commission, Docket No. P-58, Sub 93, on behalf of tht; Commission Staff.

Natural Gas Ratemaking, before the North Carolina Utlhtles Commission,
Docket No. G-100, Sub 29, on behalf of the COIIIIIIISS](DII Staff.

General Telephone Company of the Southeast, befork the North Carolina
Utilities Commission, Docket No. P-19, Sub 163!, on behalf of the
Commission Staff. |

Carolina Power and Light Company, before the Noi'th Carolina Utilities
Commission, Docket No. E-2, Sub 264, on behalf of the Commission Staff.

Carolina Power and Light Company, before the Nofth Carolina Utilities
Commission, Docket No. E-2, Sub 297, on behalf of thb Commission Staft.

Duke Power Company, ef al., Investigation of Peak—Load Pricing, before the
North Carolina Utilities Commission, Docket No. E-IOO Sub 21, on behalf
of the Commission Staff.

Investigation of Intrastate Long Distance Rates, befofc the North Carolina
Utilities Commission, Docket No. P-100, Sub 45, on behalf of the
Commission Staff.
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