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NUCOR STEEL MARION, INC. 

1 INTRODUCTION AND QUALIFICATIONS 

2 Q. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME, OCCUPATION, AND BUSINESS 

3 ADDRESS, 

4 A. My n^ne is Dennis W. Goins. I operate Potomac Management Group, an 

5 economics and management consulting firm. My business address is 5801 

6 Westchester Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22310. 

7 Q. PLEASE DESCRIBE YOUR EDUCATIONAL AND 

8 PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND. 

9 A. I received a Ph.D. degree in economics and a Master of Economics degree 

10 from North Carolina State University. I also earned a B.A. degree with 

11 honors in economics from Wake Forest University. From 1974 through 

12 1977 I worked as a staff economist at the North Carolina Utilities 

13 Commission. During my tenure at the Commission, I testified in 

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

2 forecasting. 

3 Since 1978 I have worked as an economic and management consultant 

4 to firms and organizations in the private and public sectors. My 

5 assignments focus primarily on market structure, policy, planning, and 

6 pricing issues involving firms that operate in energy markets. For 

7 example, I have prepared analyses related to utility mergers, transmission 

8 access and pricing, and the emergence of competitive markets; evaluated 

9 and developed regulatory incentive mechanisms applicable to utility 

10 operations; assisted clients in analyzing and negotiating interchange 

11 agreements and power and fuel supply contracts; and conducted detailed 

12 analyses of product pricing, cost of service, rate design, and mterutility 

13 planning, operations, and pricing. I have also assisted clients on electric 

14 power market restructuring issues in Arkansas, New Jersey, New York, 

15 South Carolina, Texas, and Virginia. 

16 I have submitted testimony and affidavits and provided technical 

17 assistance in more than 100 proceedings before state and federal agencies 

18 as an expert in competitive market issues, regulatory policy, utility 

19 planning and operating practices, cost of service, and rate design. These 

20 agencies include the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), the 

21 Government Accountability Office, the First Judicial District Court of 

22 Montana, the Circuit Court of Kanawha County, West Virginia, and 

23 regulatory agencies in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, Florida, 

24 Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, 

25 Massachusetts, Minnesota, Mississippi, New Jersey, New York, North 

26 Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Texas, Utah, Vermont, 

27 Virginia, and the District of Columbia. Additional details of my 

28 educational and professional backgroimd are presented in the Appendix. 
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1 Q. ON WHOSE BEHALF ARE YOU APPEARING IN THIS 

2 PROCEEDING? 

3 A. I am appearing on behalf of Nucor Steel Marion, Inc., which is located in 

4 Marion, Ohio. The Nucor facility—a large retail industrial consumer 

5 served by Ohio Edison Company—produces steel by recycling steel scrap 

6 in electric arc furnaces. 

7 Q. WHAT ASSIGNMENT WERE YOU GIVEN WHEN YOU WERE 

8 RETAINED? 

9 A. I was asked to undertake two primary tasks: 

10 1. Review and evaluate FirstEnergy Corp.'s proposed Market Rate 

11 Offer (MRO) plan. As filed by FirstEnergy, the MRO consists of a 

12 two principal elements: Competitive Bidduig Process (CBP), under 

13 which FirstEnergy will acquire power supply resources to serve 

14 customers beginning January 1, 2009, and pricing mechanisms 

15 under which FirstEnergy will recover the cost of its CBP 

16 purchases. Given the limited time for review and analysis under 

17 the procedural schedule in this case, I was asked to focus on the 

18 rate elements in (or missing from) FirstEnergy's MRO pricing 

19 mechanism. As a result, I do not address (or address only 

20 indirectly) Fu^stEnergy's proposed CBP.* 

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

22 mechanisms and suggest recommended changes. 

23 Q. WHAT INFORMATION DID YOU REVIEW IN CONDUCTING 

24 YOUR EVALUATION? 

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

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

' My decision not to address FirstEnergy's CBP plan in detail should not be construed as my 
implicit endorsement of it. 
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1 utility operating companies in Ohio owned by FirstEnergy Corp. I also 

2 reviewed responses to discovery in this casê  and information available on 

3 web sites operated by FirstEnergy and the Commission. In addition, I 

4 reviewed FirstEnergy's 2007 competitive bidding proposal in Case No. 

5 07-796-EL-ATA' and FirstEnergy's Electric Security Plan (ESP) filing in 

6 Case No. 08-935^EL-SSO.*' 

7 Q. WHY DID YOU REVIEW THE 2007 COMPETITIVE BIDDING 

8 PROPOSAL? 

9 A. I reviewed the 2007 case because I agree with FirstEnergy's statement that 

10 its MRO proposal "is similar in structure and content to the Companies' 

11 proposal in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, which should aid in the 

12 Commission's consideration of the matter."^ Where differences exist 

13 between its MRO plan and its 2007 competitive bidding proposal, 

14 FirstEnergy should be required to explain in detail the reasons for these 

15 differences. 

16 CONCLUSIONS 

17 Q. WHAT CONCLUSIONS HAVE YOU REACHED? 

18 A. On the basis of my review and evaluation, I have concluded the following: 

19 1. FirstEnergy's MRO combines a competitive bidding scheme to 

20 acquire electric supply resources with a pricing mechanism 

21 designed to recover the costs of those resources. The pricing 

22 mechanism includes procedures for developing MRO rates. These 

23 procedures and resulting rates are problematic because they: 

^ 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. 
^ MRO Application at 4. 
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1 • Create interclass cost subsidies by not assigning costs 

2 properly. 

3 • Ignore customer rate impacts. 

4 • Provide little incentive for customers to control peak demands 

5 and energy use in high-cost peak periods. 

6 2. According to FirstEnergy, large industrial customers served at 

7 transmission voltages will likely see first-year price increases 

8 exceeding 50 percent under its MRO. Despite these huge 

9 increases, FirstEnergy's MRO provides no rate options that could 

10 mitigate this rate shock—mcluding options that encourage peak 

11 demand reductions, encourage energy efficiency, and promote 

12 economic development. For example, unlike its current rates, rate 

13 options it has proposed in its current ESP case, and rate options it 

14 proposed in its 2007 competitive bidding case, FirstEnergy's MRO 

15 rates include no interruptible rates and riders, time-of-day rates, or 

16 economic development riders.̂  

17 3. The non-availability of interruptible rates is particularly 

18 problematic for current electricity-intensive interruptible customers 

19 that will see huge rate increases under FirstEnergy's MRO 

20 proposal. Moreover, by eliminating interruptible rates, FirstEnergy 

21 has ignored the potential benefits of interruptible service in not 

22 only reducing its customers' total costs for generation and 

23 transmission services, but also enhancing system reliability. 

24 4. FirstEnergy's MRO rates ignore recognized cost differences to 

25 serve class-specific loads. Under FirstEnergy's proposal, all 

26 classes are charged the same volumetric seasonal generation rate' 

27 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 its 
market-based SSO filing in Case Nos. 07-796-EL-ATA. 
^ This rate—Rider GEN—includes applicable transmission and ancillary service charges. 
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1 that serves as the basis for these prices is derived from the cost of 

2 capacity and energy products purchased to meet system 

3 requu-ements. Notwithstanding FirstEnergy's uniform MRO rates, 

4 we can reasonably assume that the average cost of competitively 

5 purchased capacity and energy products to meet class-specific 

6 loads would be lower {ceteris paribus) for classes with higher load 

7 factors. In fact, such cost and rate differences were implicitly 

8 recognized in FirstEnergy's 2007 CBP proposal,* and have 

9 traditionally been recognized by this Commission is setting rates. 

10 Yet by using a slice of the system bidding approach with uniform 

11 MRO prices, FirstEnergy ignores class-specific cost differences 

12 traditionally recognized in class cost allocations, and unfairly 

13 penalizes higher load factor customers through the uniform 

14 volumetric rates. As a result, FirstEnergy's MRO prices implicitly 

15 allocate excessive supply costs to higher load factor classes—for 

16 example, classes served at transmission voltages. Such interclass 

17 subsidies can and should be removed from the MRO prices. 

18 RECOMMENDATIONS 

19 Q. WHAT DO YOU RECOMMEND ON THE BASIS OF THESE 

20 CONCLUSIONS? 

21 A. I recommend the following: 

22 1. Reject FirstEnergy's MRO as filed, and require it to resubmit an 

23 MRO that properly addresses the issues discussed in my testimony. 

24 FirstEnergy's MRO plan will impose huge rate increases on 

25 customers—particularly higher load factor transmission customers, 

26 reduce incentives to control peak demands and use electricity 

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

2 subsidies. 

3 2. At a minimum, require FirstEnergy to modify its MRO to include 

4 rate options proposed in its ESP filing, with improvements I 

5 discuss in more detail later in my testimony. In particular, 

6 FirstEnergy's MRO should include: 

7 • Interruptible rate options that provide for both emergency and 

8 economic interruptions. 

9 • Time-of-day rates similar to those proposed in FirstEnergy's 

10 ESP filing. 

11 • Economic development rates. 

12 3. In addition, require FirstEnergy to set Rider GEN such that the 

13 MRO generation rates properly reflect class-specific cost 

14 differences. I describe an approach to achieve this objective later 

15 ui my testimony, 

16 RATE IMPACTS 

17 Q. DO THE PROPOSED MRO RATES DIFFER SIGNIFICANTLY 

18 FROM CURRENT RATES? 

19 A. Yes. FirstEnergy's current rates include a variety of pricing and service 

20 options designed to achieve multiple objectives. For example, current rate 

21 options include declining block, time-of-day, interruptible, and economic 

22 development rates. In contrast, FirstEnergy's proposed MRO rates 

23 eliminate these pricing and service options and shnply charge all classes 

24 the same volumetric seasonal (summer and winter) generation rate 

25 differentiated only by service voltage. 
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1 Q. WILL THE PROPOSED MRO RATES IMPOSE SIGNIFICANT 

2 RATE INCREASES ON CUSTOMERS? 

3 A. Yes. Because FirstEnergy has not yet procured energy supplies through 

4 the CBP, we do not know the exact rate impacts that its MRO rates will 

5 have on customers. However, based on forecast market prices submitted 

6 in its ESP case, FirstEnergy has estimated potential rate increases for 

7 major rate classes. As shown in Table 1 below for selected rate classes, 

8 these increases are huge—particularly for transmission and street lighting 

9 customers. 

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

FirstEnergy Company 

10 

Class 

RS 
GS 
GP 
GT 
STL 

OE 

15.86 
9.49 

16.89 
50.18 
79.42 

CEI 

29.72 
32.50 
33.34 
60.95 
61.18 

TE 

17.71 
(1.19) 
0.19 

71.36 
43.40 

Total 19.22 32.70 23.71 

Source: RrstEnergy MRO. Schedule 1A. Attachment- KLIsH 

11 Q. ARE THESE INCREASES UNDERSTATED FOR CERTAIN 

12 CUSTOMERS? 

13 A. Yes. For example, increases for current interruptible transmission 

14 customers similar to Nucor will certainly be much higher since 

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

16 Q. DO THE MRO RATES INCLUDE ANY OPTIONS TO MITIGATE 

17 THE HUGE PROJECTED RATE INCREASES? 

18 A. No. Despite the anticipated huge rate increases, FirstEnergy's MRO 

19 proposal does nothing to provide customers rate options that could help 
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1 mitigate the rate shock. Such options might include time-of-day, 

2 interruptible, and economic development rates—each of which 

3 FirstEnergy has proposed in its ESP case. If such rates are good for 

4 customers in FirstEnergy's ESP, then they should also be good for 

5 customers in FirstEnergy's MRO. 

6 Q. WILL THE MRO RATE INCREASES HINDER ECONOMIC 

7 DEVELOPMENT IN OHIO? 

8 A. Yes. I have not made an independent analysis of the likely impact the 

9 MRO rate increases will have on economic development in Ohio. 

10 Nonetheless, reasonable people can agree that huge rate increases will 

11 impede economic development. Moreover, FirstEnergy obviously 

12 believes that economic development rates are key to Ohio's economy since 

13 its proposed ESP rates include economic development riders. 

14 Q. SHOULD THE MRO RATES INCLUDE ECONOMIC 

15 DEVELOPMENT RATE OPTIONS? 

16 A. Yes. Such options would help mitigate the MRO rate impacts as well as 

17 support the state's economic infrastructure. At a minimum, FirstEnergy's 

18 MRO rates should include options similar to the following rates that 

19 FirstEnergy has proposed in its ESP case: 

20 • Rider EDR (Economic Development Rider), which has a 

21 $6.05 credit per kW of Realizable Curtailable Load.̂  

22 • Rider RAR (Reasonable Arrangements Rider), which provides 

23 incentives for customers that meet specified criteria related to 

24 energy use and efficiency. 

25 While these options should be further improved, their inclusion would 

26 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. 
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1 BVTERRUPTIBLE AND TIME-OF-DAY RATES 

2 Q. DO THE MRO RATES ENCOURAGE CUSTOMERS TO 

3 CONTROL PEAK DEMANDS AND USE ELECTRICITY 

4 EFFICIENTLY? 

5 A. No. In contrast to its current rates and proposed ESP rate options, 

6 FirstEnergy's MRO rates reduce incentives for customers to control peak 

7 demands and use electricity efficiently. An obvious example of the 

8 MRO's deficiency in these areas is the absence of interruptible and time-

9 of-day rates in the proposed MRO. 

10 Q. WHAT IS INTERRUPTIBLE OR NONFIRM SERVICE? 

11 A. Interruptible service is a separately identifiable nonfirm utility product that 

12 allows a supplier to interrupt or cxutail customer loads when reliability is 

13 impaired. Interruptible load enables a supplier to maximize the value of 

14 existing capacity resources and to avoid acquiring new capacity resources. 

15 The available supply of interruptible service depends on the relationship 

16 between available power supply resources and firm service demands. That 

17 is, if firm demands command all available power supply resources, the 

18 supply of interruptible service falls to zero. When firm demands are 

19 significantly less than available resources, the supply of interruptible 

20 service is significantly greater. 

21 Q. DOES THE MRO PLAN INCLUDE ANY INTERRUPTIBLE 

22 RATES AVAILABLE TO CUSTOMERS ON JANUARY 1,2009? 

23 A. No. FirstEnergy's MRO proposal eliminates all existing interruptible rates 

24 and riders—for example, Ohio Edison's Rate 29 and Riders 73, 74, and 

25 75. 
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1 Q. WILL EXCLUDING INTERRUPTIBLE RATES FROM THE MRO 

2 IMPOSE SIGNIFICANT FINANCIAL AND BUSINESS RISKS FOR 

3 SUCH INTERRUPTIBLE CUSTOMERS AS NUCOR? 

4 A. Yes. By excluding interruptible rates fi-om its MRO, FirstEnergy will 

5 arbitrarily impose huge rate increases on customers that have demonstrated 

6 a willingness to interrupt loads in exchange for lower electricity prices. In 

7 addition, excluding interruptible rates fi-om the MRO ignores the potential 

8 benefits of interruptible service m not only reducing all customers' costs 

9 for generation mid transmission services, but also enhancing system 

10 reliability. 

11 Q. DO INTERRUPTIBLE LOADS PROVIDE TANGIBLE BENEFITS? 

12 A. Yes. Interruptible load can and should be a significant element of any 

13 utility's demand-response programs. Interruptible load has long been 

14 recognized as a means to reduce generating and transmission capacity 

15 requirements and a substitute for such ancillary services as spinning and 

16 operating reserves. Interruptible load expands the range of resources 

17 available to meet contingencies, lowers customer costs, and can even be 

18 used to mitigate price volatility and curb potential market power problems. 

19 In addition, interruptible load can create environmental benefits when used 

20 to displace fossil generation during peak periods—thereby reducing 

21 greenhouse gas emissions. 

22 Interruptible load can also be used in wholesale markets to reduce 

23 prices and price volatility. For example, market-clearing prices fell by 

24 $100-$200/MWh on a peak day in August 2006 in the Midwest ISO when 

25 interruptible load was used in response to a call for demand reductions.'** 

26 Various states have also initiated efforts to increase and expand demand-

27 response programs. 

'* Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Staff Report, 2007 Assessment of Demand Response 
and Advanced Metering at 6-7 (September 2007). 
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1 Q. DOES THE MIDWEST ISO CURRENTLY OFFER TESTED AND 

2 ROBUST DEMAND-RESPONSE PROGRAMS? 

3 A. No. The Midwest ISO's demand-response programs are neither well-

4 developed nor robust. More importantly, the Commission should not rely 

5 on the Midwest ISO to fulfill the need for effective and robust demand-

6 response programs. For example, a recent national study supported the 

7 need for retail demand-response programs to compete with and potentially 

8 displace supply-side peaking resources.'̂  

9 Q. SHOULD INTERRUPTIBLE RATES BE PART OF THE MRO 

10 RATE OPTIONS? 

11 A, Yes. Interruptible rates are critical to meet the broad demand response 

12 policy objectives outlined in SB 221, as well as the specific peak demand 

13 reduction targets for utilities under Section 4928,66(A)(l)(b) of the 

14 Revised Code. To promote these policy objectives and targets, the 

15 Commission should require FirstEnergy to include in its MRO rates at 

16 least two stand-alone interruptible rate options: 

17 • Emergency or reliability rate under which a customer is 

18 required to interrupt or curtail load during a system emergency 

19 when service reliability to firm customers is endangered. 

20 • Economic interruption rate under which a customer has the 

21 option either to interrupt load, or not interrupt and pay market 

22 prices for the nonfirm load that remains on line during the 

23 hours of a called economic interruption. 

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

25 interruptible rate options. 

" Nicole Hopper, Charles Goldman, Ranjit Bharvirkar and Dan Engel, Lawrence Berkeley 
National Laboratory, The Summer of 2006: A Milestone in the Ongoing Maturation of Demand 
Response at 11 (May 2007). 
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1 Q. COULD THESE RATES BE PATTERNED AFTER SIMILAR 

2 RATES PROPOSED IN THE ESP CASE? 

3 A. Yes—but those ESP rates can and should be improved. In its ESP case, 

4 FirstEnergy has proposed Rider OLR (Optional Load Response Rider), 

5 which requires interruptions during an Emergency Curtailment Event. 

6 FirstEnergy has also proposed Rider ELR (Economic Load Response 

7 Program Rider), which requires both emergency and economic 

8 interruptions with a buy-through during an Economic Buy Through Option 

9 Event at a price that reflects the adjusted day-ahead MISO locational 

10 marginal price (LMP). The proposed monthly credit for both interruptible 

11 rates is $1.95 per kW of predetermined Realizable Curtailable Load 

12 (RCL).̂ ^ FirstEnergy defines RCL, which is calculated annually, as the 

13 difference between an interruptible customer's contract firm load and 

14 average hourly demand (AHD) during selected hours in the preceding 

15 months June-August. 

16 Q. DO YOU AGREE THAT A CUSTOMER'S MONTHLY 

17 INTERRUPTIBLE CREDIT SHOULD BE BASED ON RCL AS 

18 DEFINED IN THE ESP? 

19 A. No. A customer's RCL should reflect the difference between the 

20 customer's monthly on-peak billing demand—not historical average 

21 demand—and contract firm load. This approach is consistent with: 

22 • Requiring an interruptible customer (for example, a customer 

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

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

25 called emergency event. 

12 5ee Exhibit DWG-8. 
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1 • Setting buy-through charges for a Rider ELR customer to 

2 reflect the difference between actual (not average) load and 

3 contract firm load during each hour of the buy-through event. 

4 In addition, FirstEnergy's definition of RCL ignores its responsibility to 

5 serve customer peak demands whenever they occur—not arbitrarily 

6 defined average demands that understate the firm capacity and energy 

7 requirements that FirstEnergy avoids with interruptible load. 

8 FirstEnergy's definition mistakenly assumes that it achieves these avoided 

9 cost savings only when interruptible load—maximum demand less firm 

10 demand—is on-line and available for interruption. Because of its 

11 obligation to serve maximum firm customer demands whenever they 

12 occur, FirstEnergy realizes these savings even if interruptible load is not 

13 on-line during all hours of its RCL-defmed summer peak period. As a 

14 result, the monthly credit paid to an uiterruptible customer should reflect 

15 the customer's monthly on-peak billing demand—not historical average 

16 demand—and contract firm load. 

17 Q. SHOULD THE INTERRUPTIBLE PROGRAM CREDITS BE 

18 HIGHER THAN $1.95 PER KW? 

19 A. Yes. Because of the limited time to prepare this testunony, I have not yet 

20 developed program-specific estimates of appropriate credits for the 

21 interruptible emergency and economic mterruption rate options. However, 

22 several factors indicate that the credits proposed in FirstEnergy's ESP 

23 interruptible rates should be much higher. 

24 With respect to the emergency program, the credit should generally 

25 reflect the long-run marginal cost of peaking capacity (mcluding reserves) 

26 and incremental transmission capacity costs that can be avoided because of 

27 the interruptible load. The ESP credit of $1.95 per kW conservatively 
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1 implies a peaking capacity cost around $150 per kW.'̂  This estimate is 

2 well below the current cost of peaking capacity, which has risen 

3 substantially in recent years.'" In addition, the ESP credit is less than the 

4 $2.40-$3.40 per kW range for emergency curtailment credits that 

5 FnstEnergy identified in 2007,'̂  and also well below the Department of 

6 Energy's recent avoided cost estimate of more than $6 per kW for peaking 

7 capacity. ̂ ^ 

8 With respect to the economic interruption program, this credit should, 

9 at a minimum, reflect the expected avoided cost of energy displaced by 

10 interruptible load (for example, day-ahead MISO LMPs).'"' This value 

11 should be converted to a per kW credit and applied to the customer's RCL. 

12 In 2007 FirstEnergy indicated that the economic interruption credit value 

13 should range between $l.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 Impacts Ji 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. (report at 8) 

'̂  FirstEnergy Reply Comments, Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, at 50 (October 12,2007) (FirstEnergy 
Reply Comments). 
'̂  U.S. 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 to 
meet system peak demand. Currently, peaking units are typically natural gas turbines 
with annualized capital costs on the order of $75/kilowatt-year O^W-year). [$75/12 = 
$6.25 per kW-month] 

'̂ Because of limited time, I do not address in this testimony such important issues as interruption 
notice, duration, frequency, and annual limits on hours of interruption. These issues would have to 
be addressed and resolved before implementing the MRO uiterruptible rates. 
*̂ FirstEnergy Reply Comments at 50. 
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1 in fuel prices in 2008, one can safely assume that FirstEnergy's estimate 

2 should be increased substantially to reflect current avoided energy costs. 

3 Q. SHOULD THE MRO RATES ALSO INCLUDE TIME-OF-DAY 

4 OPTIONS? 

5 A. Yes. As I noted earlier, FirstEnergy's MRO rates reflect seasonal price 

6 differentials. However, time-differentiated rates that reflect diurnal cost 

7 variations provide much better price signals to which customers can 

8 respond. Without time-of-day pricing, consumers see uniform prices each 

9 hour despite the fact that the cost of electricity varies significantly by time 

10 of day. Non-time-differentiated price signals lead to inefficient investment 

11 and consumption decisions regarding electricity. In addition to promoting 

12 efficient investment and consumption decisions, time-of-day rates would 

13 significantly enhance the demand-response elements of FirstEnergy's 

14 MRO rates. FirstEnergy has proposed time-of-day rates in its ESP case, 

15 and also proposed time-of-day and hourly pricing rates in its 2007 CBP 

16 case. Similar rates should be included as MRO rate options.'̂  

17 COST ASSIGNMENT 

18 Q. HOW IS THE COST OF GENERATION SERVICE REFLECTED 

19 IN THE MRO RATES? 

20 A, FirstEnergy will recover its cost of resources purchased in the CBP 

21 primarily through Rider GEN (Generation Service Rider) and also Rider 

22 CRT (Cost Recovery True-up Rider). Rider GEN is a uniform volumetric 

23 seasonal generation rate differentiated only by service voltage.̂ Ît ref lects 

24 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 recovery under 
Rider CRT be made consistent with cost recovery under Rider GEN. 
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1 products that FirstEnergy purchases under the CBP to meet system 

2 requirements. 

3 Q. DOES RTOER GEN ACCURATELY REFLECT COST 

4 DIFFERENCES TO SERVE CLASS-SPECIFIC LOADS? 

5 A. No. In general, FirstEnergy has proposed a slice of system CBP with 

6 uniform MRO rates. As I noted earlier, FirstEnergy differentiates Rider 

7 GEN only by season and voltage, and makes no effort to recognize cost 

8 differences to serve specific classes with load characteristics (for example, 

9 loads with large timing, duration, and load factor differences). By 

10 implicitly assuming a uniform blended cost to serve all loads, FirstEnergy 

11 has ignored market realities, Commission precedent, and its own CBP 

12 pricing proposals in 2007. The result is a set of MRO rates that indirectly 

13 create interclass subsidies. 

14 Q. IS IT REASONABLE TO ASSUME THAT MARKET PRICES TO 

15 SERVE DIFFERENT LOADS SHOULD BE UNIFORM? 

16 A. No. We should reasonably expect that the average cost of competitively 

17 purchased capacity and energy products to meet class-specific loads would 

18 be lower {ceteris paribus) for classes with higher load factors. Since 

19 FirstEnergy's MRO assumes a slice of system approach with a uniform 

20 blended average cost recovery, the lower average cost to serve higher load 

21 factor classes is simply ignored. Instead of setting MRO rates for higher 

22 load factor classes to reflect the lower average cost of purchases to serve 

23 them, FirstEnergy has proposed uniform MRO rates that ignore supplier 

24 costs and market realities. 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
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1 Q. HAS THE COMMISSION TRADITIONALLY RECOGNIZED 

2 LOAD FACTOR IN SETTING RATES? 

3 A. Yes. In setting rates, this Commission—as well as most regulatory 

4 commissions with which I am familiar—^has traditionally recognized the 

5 lower average cost of generation and transmission to serve higher load 

6 factor classes compared to lower load factor classes. This logical result 

7 simply reflects recovery of fixed generation costs over more kWh for 

8 higher load factor classes. In its MRO, FirstEnergy will be buying both 

9 capacity and energy products. Even though capacity products may be 

10 priced on a volumetric basis, they reflect costs that have traditionally been 

11 classified as fixed or demand-related costs and allocated and recovered on 

12 a demand basis. Recovering such costs on a volumetric basis is fair and 

13 reasonable only if they are properly assigned to the class or classes 

14 responsible for them. FirstEnergy's slice of system approach in its MRO 

15 and uniform MRO rates do not even attempt to reflect such class-specific 

16 cost responsibility, leading to MRO rates for higher load factor classes that 

17 overstate their cost responsibility. 

18 Q. DID THE OPERATING COMPANIES REFLECT CLASS-

19 SPECIFIC COST DIFFERENCES IN RATES FILED IN THE 2007 

20 CBP CASE? 

21 A. Yes. In the 2007 CBP case, FirstEnergy proposed two auction 

22 alternatives: a load class approach and a slice-of-system approach. Under 

23 the load class approach, FirstEnergy proposed class-specific rates to 

24 recover generation costs to serve each rate class within a major load class. 

25 (See Exhibit DWG-3.) Under the slice-of-system approach, FirstEnergy 

26 proposed a pricing mechanism that indirectly reflected the Commission's 

27 traditional recognition of the lower average cost of generation and 

28 transmission to serve higher load factor classes. (See Exhibit DWG-4.) 

29 That is, in both CBP approaches, FirstEnergy either directly or implicitly 
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1 recognized class-specific cost differences for generation services. Yet in 

2 the current MRO case, FirstEnergy has abandoned it prior position and 

3 opted instead to set uniform MRO rates for all classes differentiated only 

4 by season and voltage. As a result, FirstEnergy's MRO prices implicitly 

5 allocate excessive supply costs to higher load factor classes—for example, 

6 classes served at transmission voltages. Unless FirstEnergy's MRO 

7 pricing proposal is corrected, higher load factor classes will bear a 

8 disproportionate and xmfair share of the costs of FirstEnergy's CBP 

9 purchases. Such interclass subsidies can and should be removed fi*om the 

10 MRO prices. 

11 Q. HOW SHOULD THE MRO RATES BE MODIFIED TO REFLECT 

12 THESE CLASS-SPECIFIC COST DIFFERENCES? 

13 A. Because of time constraints, I have not independently developed 

14 procedures to correct the mismatch between cost responsibility and cost 

15 recovery in FirstEnergy's MRO rates. However, a reasonable and 

16 straightforward method to correct this problem would be to use the 

17 approach that FirstEnergy proposed for its slice-of-system CBP rates in 

18 2007. (See Exhibit DWG-4.) FirstEnergy must have believed this 

19 approach was reasonable when proposed last year. I do not see how 

20 FirstEnergy can now credibly argue that the approach is unreasonable for 

21 setting class-specific MRO rates. I recommend that the Commission 

22 require FirstEnergy to use the approach shown in Exhibit DWG-4 to set its 

23 class-specific MRO rates. Alternatively, the Commission could require 

24 FirstEnergy to acquire energy supplies using the load class approach and 

25 let the market determine appropriate class-specific cost differences. 

26 Q. DOES THIS COMPLETE YOUR DIRECT TESTIMONY? 

27 A. Yes. 
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EXHIBIT DWG-1 

FIRSTENERGY'S RESPONSES TO SELECTED NUCOR DISCOVERY REQUESTS 



Nucor MHO Set 1 
Witness: K, Warvell 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Itlumlnating 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 Witfi Reconciliation Ivlechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service. 

RESPONSES TO REQUEST 

Nacor Set 1-3 Referring to proposed Rider GEN; 
(a) Will the Standard Service Offer Generation Charges include supplier capacity 

costs? 
(b) Explain the answer to part (a) in detail. 
(c) If the answer to part (a) Is yes, provide an estimation of the capacity costs to be 

Included in the generation charges (on both a per 1<W and per kWh basis). Identity 
and provide any workpapers and related documents showing how the 
quantiflcatfan was devefoped. 

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

Response: a) Yes 
b) The product is designed to be a "full requirements" SSO Supply, whidi includes all 

energy and capacity, resource adequacy requirements (capacity associated with 
planning reserve requirement), transmission service and transmission ancillaries, 
provided for a specified term by the winning bidders. 

c) Capacity costs will be determined by suppliers recognizing that Uiey will be 
participating In a competitive bid process, 

d) See the Companies' Application and testimony filed in this proceeding. 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: K. Norris 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Connpany. The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company and The Toledo 

Edison Company for Approval of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competi^ve Bidding 
Process for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications 

Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Sen/ice. 

RESPONSES TO I^OUEST 

Nucor Set 1-4 Referring to proposed Rider GEN: 

(a) In calculating the Standard Service Offer Generation Charges, do the Companies 
intend to use class allocation factors reflecting the different peak demands and 
load factors of the various customer dasses? 

(b) If the answer to part (a) is no, explain in detail why not. 

(c) In calculating the Standard Sen/ice Offer Generation Charges, do the Companies 
intend to use class allocation factors reflecting tlie same factors (e.g., the ratio of 
tfie dass historical average generation and transmission rates to the system) 
proposed in the Companies' slice of system competitive bid process rate template 
proposed last year In Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA? 

(d) If the answer to part (c) is no. explain in detail why not. 

(e) Explain in detail the Companies' view as to how to best address ^ e differences in 
class demand and usage characteristics in establishing generation rates for the 
Companies' retail service. 

(f) Identify and provide all documents in Companies' possession that refer or relate to 
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-4. 

Response; a) No. 
b) 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. 

c> No. 
d) Costs which are the basis for the SSOGC are a function of market energy prices, 

and not a function of the ratio of the class historical average generation 
and transmission rates. 

e) The Companies will utilize a wholesale to retail rate conversion process to convert 
the Blended Competitive BW Price to a retail rate, reflecting among other things, a 
voltage based rate structure. The SSOGC for each rate dass {SSO 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 
dass spedfic result will then be adjusted to incorporate the Seasonal Application 
Factor (SAF) as weii as the Commercial Activity Tax (CAT) to arrive at the SSOGC 

f) None. 



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

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 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 Sfit 1-5 Refering to pn^posed Rider GEN: 

(a) Did the Companies consider incorporating more seasonal/time differentiation into 
the proposed generation rates, such as time of use or critical peak period pricing? 

(b) Explain the answer to part (b) in detail, Including tiie reasons for such decision. 

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

(d) Explain In detail why the Companies proposed time-of-day pricing in Its competitive 
bid process rate template proposed last year in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, but not 
in Its MRO. 

(e) Identify and provide all evidence or support for not including time-of-use pricing in 
the MRO. 

(f) If time of use and/or a critical peak period pricing component were to be included in 
the Companies' proposed rates, explain in detail how the Companies would 
propose that it be designed. 

(g) Identify and provide all documents In Companies' possession that refer or relate to 
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-5. 

Response: a) No. 
b) in order to minimize reconciliation and to provide market based pridng to 

customers, the Companies' proposal matches the seasonality of the supplier's 
payments to the seasonality of rates to customers. 

c) The basis and justification for the Companies' proposal in both the ESP and MRO 
are provided in the Application and testimony for both proceedings. 

d) Please see c) Immediately above. 
e) Please see c) immediately above. 
f) The Companies did not provide for time of use and/or a critical peak period pricing 

component in the MRO so therefore have no proposal for its design. 
g) None. 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: Warvell 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric lllunriinaling 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 WKh Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service. 

RESPONSES TO REQUEST 

Nucor Set 1-6 Referring to pn^posed Rider GEN: 

(a) Identify and explain in detail all differences between the method used by the 
Companies in developing proposed Rider GEN in this case and the meihod(s) the 
Companies proposed last year in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA to convert the Blended 
Competitive Bid Price into a retail rate. In particular, explain In detail why a different 
method is being proposed in the current case. 

(b) Identify and provide all documents In Companies' possession that refer or relate to 
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-6, 

Response: a) Objection. The question seeks information whitih is irrelevant and not reasonably 
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 
this case and the method(s) the Companies proposed last year in Case No. 07-796-
EL-ATA to convert the Blended Competitive Bid Price into a retail rate are discussed in 
detail In the Applications in both cases and testimony in the current proceeding. 

b) Objection. The question seeks information which is irrelevant and not reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: K. Warvell 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Clevefand Electric Illuminating Company and The Toledo 

Edison Company for Appn^val of a Market Rate Offer to Conduct a Competitive Bidding 
Process for Standard Servrce Offer Electric Generation Supply, Accounting Modifications 

Associated With Reconciliation Medianism, and Tariffs for Generation Service. 

RESPONSES TO REQUEST 

Nucor Set 1-7 Referring to proposed Rider GEN: 

(a) Identify and explain in detail all differences between the method used by the 
Companies in developing proposed Rider GEN in this case and the method the 
Companies used in the ESP to convert the generation price into a retail rate. In 
particular, explain in detail why a different method is being proposed in the current 
case. 

(b) Identify and provide all documents in Companies' possession that refer or relate to 
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-7. 

Response: Objection. The question seeks infonnnation which is irrelevant and not reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissive evidence. Without waiving the 
objection, 
a) The detail of all differences between the method used by the Companies in 

developing proposed Rider GEN in this case and the method the Companias used 
in the ESP to convert the generation price into a retail rate is contained in the 
Application and testimony for both cases. 

b) N/A 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness; K, Warvell 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 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 1-8 Referring to proposed Companies' proposed slice of system approach: 

(a) Explain in detail why the Companies selected a slice of system approach ra^er 
than a bid process by load dass (the other alternative proposed by the Companies 
last year in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA). 

(b) Exf^ain in detail the pros and cons of the slice-of-system approach versus a bid 
process by load class. 

(c) Explain in detail why the Commission is not being given both options (slice-of-
system and bad 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). 

(d) Referring to the answer to part (c) of NUC-1-8, explain in detail what has changed 
since the Companies' proposal in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA that would make the 
option of a bid process by load class not a reasonable option. 

(e) Identify and provide all documents in Companies' possession that refer or relate to 
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-8. 

Response: a) The Companies selected a slice of system approach rather than a bid process by 
load class in order to make more tranches available for the solicitation and to 
spread class shopping risk to alt tranches. 

b) Please see a) Immediately above. 
c) Comparisons of and differences between the Companies' current proposal and that 

which was proposed in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA may be made by reviewing the 
applications in both cases, but such comparisons are irrelevant to this proceeding. 

d) Please see c) immediately above. 
e) Please see al:>ove. 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: K. Norris 

Page 1 of 2 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 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 1-9 Regarding the failure to Include intemjptible rates in the Companies' MRO proposal: 

(a) Explain in detail why the Companies did not include Inten-uptible rates in its proposal, 
including an explanation of why inten'uptible rates are not included in the MRO when 
they were included both as part of the competitive bidding proposal submitted by the 
Companies last year In Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, and in the Companies' ESP 
proposal in Case No. 08-935-EL-SSO. 

(b) In the application in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA. the Companies stated that the 
intenruptible credit contained in that proposal "effectively reduces the net cost of 
electricity and to the extent participants reduce their actual hourly demand, the 
wholesale market price will tend to be reduced, benefiting ail customers." The 
Companies also stated that the proposed internjptibie program "plays an important 
role in maintaining bulk power system reliability and results In better use of system 
capacity and in a nrrare efficient use of the system" and that it "serves to incrementally 
stabilize and mitigate wholesale electrfcity markets by giving customers the 
opportunity to respond to market conditions." Do the Companies continue to believe 
that interruptible rates provide those benefits? If not, explain in detail why not. 

(c) If the Companies provide no intemjptible rate through the URO and the IVIRO is 
implemented as the Companies' SSO, will there any other way for SSO customers to 
obtain intemuptible service? Explain the answer In detail. 

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

(e) Identify and provide, by rate class by utility and on a total Companies' system basis, 
projected potential MW of future inten'uptible load that is not presently inten-uptible 
(both in terms of peak inten-uptible demand and "realizable curtailable demand"). 

(f) Explain in detail how the Companies will achieve the demand response goals 
established by the Legislature without interruptible rates. 

(g) Identify and provide the Companies' plans to achieve the demand response goals 
established by the Legislature and plans for interruptible load as a part of these plans. 

(h) Identify and provide all documents in Companies' possession that refer or relate to 
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-9. 

Response: a) Comparisons of and differences between the Companies' current proposal and 
that which was proposed in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA as well as what was 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: K. Norris 

Page 2 of 2 

Case No- 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 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 l^odifications 

Associated With Reconciliation Mechanism, and Tariffs for Generation Service. 

RESPONSES TO REQUEST 

proposed in the Companies' ESP are irrelevant to this pnDceeding. 
b) See response to (a). 
c) Yes. Some suppliers of customers who shop are willing to ajpply such service. 

Also, MISO has a voluntary emergency demand response program. 
d) Objection. The question seeks informaKon which is irrelevant and not reasonably 

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
e) Objection. The questfon seeks information whk;h is Irelevant and not reasonably 

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
f) Objection. The question seeks information which is irrelevant and not reasonably 

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
g) Objection. The question se^s information which is irrelevant and not reasonably 

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
h) N/A 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: WarveW/Norris 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company and The Toledo 

Edison Company for Approval of a Maricet 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 MO Regarding tt»e statement in the Application at page 4 that the MRO proposal "is similar in 
structure and content to the Companies' proposal in Case No. 07-796-EL-ATA, which 
should aid in the Commission's conskleration of the matter": 

(a) Explain in detail the differences in the competitive bidding process proposed in this 
proceeding and the competitive bidding process proposed in Case No. 07-796-EL-
ATA. 

(b) Explain in detail the differences in the rate design proposed in this proceeding and the 
rate design proposed in Case No. 07-796-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. 

Response: The content of and similarities between the Companies' current proposal and the 
Companies' proposal In Case No. 07-796-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 Electric Illuminating Company and The Toledo 

Edison Company for Approval of a Martlet 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 M l Explain In detail how the Companies propose to meet the requirements of Revised Code 
Section 4928.66(AX1) under the MRO. 

Response: Objection. The question 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 periaining to load reductions, and en^gy efficiency will be 
pursued and achieved through programs separate from this filing. 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: K* Warvell 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Uluminatmg Company and The Toledo 

Edison Company for Approval of a Mari<et 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 1-14 Refer to page 16, iines 19-22 of Mr. Warvell's testimony: 

(a) Explain in detail why suppliers, and not the Companies, are responsible for NITS, 
congestion costs, ancillary services, and IWISO/RTO charges. 

(b) What benefit to the ratepayers Is there to the supplier, as opposed to the 
Companies, being responsible for these services? Explain your answer in detail. 

(c) Identify and pn^vide all documents in Companies' possession that refer or relate to 
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-14. 

Response: a) Suppliers are responsible for the acquisition and scheduling of energy supply which 
has a direct impact on congestion and transmission losses. Therefore, It is 
suppliers that have the ability to contrd the process, cost and risk associated with 
such acquisition and scheduling. For example, suppliers can clxiose a lower 
energy cost supply with higher congestion and transmission loss costs, or vice 
versa. Such an allocation of risk and responsibility allows for a more efficient 
process. 

b) Please see a) fmmediateiy above. 
c) Not applicable. 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: K. Norris 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 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 ScJ MS Referring to Rider CRT: 

(a) Explain in detail wtiy RMer CRT is not bypassable when it is intended to recover costs 
related to the CBP, including CBP e)q3enses not recovered through the tranche fees 
paid by SSO suppliers, a wori<lng capital adjus^ent to account for the lag between 
the incurrence of SSO supply costs and the collection of SSO customer revenues 
reflecting such increased rate, and uncolJectible amounts associated with SSO 
generation service. 

(b) Would the Companies consider infiplementing a credit for customers that take 
generation supply from a competitive supplier to offset the costs related to tfie CBP 
included in Rider CRT? If not, explain in detail why not. 

Response: a) 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 those proposed for collection under Rider CRT. 
Rider CRT reduces the risk to both the Companies and to potential suppliers In the 
competitive bidding process, thereby eliminating the need for potential suppliers to 
add risk premiums associated with supplying the sen/ice. In addition, all 
customers, including customers who choose an alternative supplier, have access 
to Uie service provided by the Companies, as such customers may choose to 
return from those alternative suppliers to the SSO. Therefore, all customers benefit 
from the Companies' SSO, and it is appropriate for all customers to be responsible 
for paying Rider CRT to assure these benefits are maintained for alt customers, 

b) No. Please see response a) immediately above. 



Nucor IWRO Set 1 
Witness: K, Norris 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 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 1-16 Referring to economic development; 

(a) Identify and explain in detail the economic development initiatives or programs the 
Companies intend to implement through the MRO. 

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

(c) Explain In detail how tiie Companies plan to recover the costs associated economic 
development programs or initiatives under the MRO. 

(d) Identify and provide all documents in Companies' possession that refer or relate to 
the matters addressed in this request NUC-1-16. 

Response: 
a) 

b) 
c) 
d) 

Delta revenues assodated with reasonable arrangements approved by the PUCO 
will be recovered by the Companies via the Cost Reconciliation True-Up (CRT) 
Rider. 
No. 
Please see response a) 
There are no documents other than those included in the Application and 
Testimony associated with this filing. 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: Warvell / Reitzes 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric llfuminating 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 Scr 1-17 Referring to Companies' proposed auction method: 

(a) Identify and describe in detail all other options available to ttie Companies for 
acquiring tiie necessary generation and transmission-related services. 

(b) IdenSfy and provide all documents in Companies' possession (or its consultants) that 
refer or relate to the matters addressed in part (a) of tills request NUC-1-17. 

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

(d) If the answer to part (a) is yes: 
i. explain in detail the other options considered: and 
ii. provide all documents, reports, analyses, and calculations addressing these 

options; and 
iii. explain In detail why the Companies concluded that the descending-clock 

procurement mechanism proposed in the application is the better than all the other 
options. 

(e) If the Companies did not consider other options, explain in detail why they did not. 

Response: a) To the extent ti^at other options may exist for acquiring the necessaiy generation and 
transmissbn-related sendees, the Companies brieve the proposal provided in their 
Applk^tion is the best option. 

b) None 
c) The Companies also considered an RFP process (where participants submit "sealed 

bids" to supply power at a specific price). This process may lead to less efficient 
pricing in comparison to a descending dock bidding process. 
Also, when multiple products are being procured at once, tiie RFP process does not 
allow participants to switch resources ^om one product to another in response to 
changes in their observed price differences, instead, participants must choose which 
pn^ducts to supply, and how much of each product to supply, with limited information 
on how much of those products are being supplied by other procurement participants 
(and tine price levels they are requesting). 
Thus, while an RFP process also may produce a successful procurement result, the 
descending clock process has potential advantages In this particular case. 

d) i) Please see response a) immediately above. 
ii)None 
iii) An explanation of tiie descending-clock procurement process and its benefits is 
provided In detail in tiie Companies' Application and testimony filed in this proceeding. 

e) Not applicable 



Nucor MRO Set 1 
Witness: Warvell 

Case No. 08-936-EL-SSO 
Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating 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 Sen/ice. 

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 estimate 
will participate in tiie initial CBP? 

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

(c) Identify and provide any assessment by the Companies (or their consultants) of 
potential marliet supply for tiieir MRO. 

Response: (a) The Companies have not estimated how many bidders will participate in the initial 

CBP, nor have they estimated the potential market supply for the CBP. 

(b) See (a). 

(c) See the Companies' filing in this proceeding and previous proceedings. 
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Ms. Rcnee J. Jeiiicins 
Director, Administration Department 
Secretary to the Commission 
Pocketing Divisioji 
The Public Utilises Commission of Ohio 
180 East Broad Street 
Columbus. OH 43266-5073 

Re: Application to Establish a Competitive Bidding Process 
Case No. 07-7?6-EL^ATA, Case No. 07- -EL-AAM 

Dear Ms. Jenkins: 

Please tile tliis lcUcr> the Application and all of the attachments thereto as Ohio Edison 
Compsny*Sy The Cleveland Eieclnc Illuminating Company's and Tlie Toledo Edison Company's 
("Companies") proposal to establish a competitive bidding process. This Application, if 
approved, establishes the pracesses and mechanisms necessary for tlie Companies to acquire 
generation through a competitive bidding process for the purpose of serving retail load in the 
Companies' service territories commencing in 2009. 

Pursuant to O.A.C. 4901:I-35-04» a copy of this letter is being served upon, all persons 
tliat were parlies in the Companies* electric transition plan ("EIT") case^ and upon ail certified 
suppliers that are currently registered to provide competitive retail electric service in the 
Companies* seivice teniiorics. A copy of the eppUcation and any waiver requests are availaWe 
through the Commission's web site, available at the Companies' main office, available at the 
Commission's offices, and any other sites at which the Companies will maintain a copy of the 
application and any waiver requests. To obtain an electronic copy of the filing, please coaifact 
Ben Rich at brich@firstenergycoip.com. 

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

Very truly yours, 

Enc, 

cc: Service List in Case No. 99-1212-EL-ETP et al. 
Certified Retail Electric Service Providers 

ri.ppo.=iri^<:f .-m ^^ 

^cu3ffient ^^^^^"'^^L J Date ]?roc&fiO'S<ULL-4—"-
TsohnicJian. ^ —-

mailto:brich@firstenergycoip.com
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Company, The Cleveland Electric IHunninatIng 
Compar>y, and The Toledo Edison Company 
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BEFORE 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO 

In the Matter of the Application of Ohio Edison ) 
Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating ) 
Company, and The Toledo Edison Company ) Case No. 07- -EL-ATA 
For Approval of a Competitive Bidding Process) Case No. 07- -EL-AAM 
for Standard Service Offer Electric Generation ) 
Supply. Accounting Modifications Associated ) 
With Reconciliation Mechanism and Phase In, ) 
and Tariffs for Generation Service ) 

Application 

Now come Ohio Edison Company ("Ohio Edison"), Tfie Cleveland Electric 

lltuminating Company ("CEI") and The Toledo Edison Company fTofedo Edison") 

(collectively, the "Companies"), by counsel, and in accordance with Revised Code 

4928.14, and the Commission's r^ulations for "Market-based Standard Service Offer 

and Competitive Bidding Process for Electric Utilities" (OAC 4901:1-35) ("CBP 

Regulations"), hereby file for approval of a competitive bidding process ("CBP") 

designed to procure supply for the provision of Standard Service Offer electric 

generation service ("SSO Generation Service"), to the Companies' retail electric 

customers (referred to herein as "SSO Customers") who do not purchase electric 

generation service from a competitive 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 a wholesale equivalent, to the average of all historical SSO Generation 

and Transmission Rates and then adjusted by the applicable distribution line loss factor. 

The rate so calculated 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. Attached as Exhibit 02 is a Rate Template that 

illustrates the methodology the Companies will use to arrive at the Standard Sen/ice 

Offer Generation Charge for each load class if a slice of the system cornpetitive bidding 

process is implemented. The slice 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 could be exercised to 

address customer impacts during the transition to generation prices derived from the 

competitive 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 fn the industry, and the Companies' circumstances, prior to the competitive 

generation and the restructuring of the Ohio electric 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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purchase all of the energy and capacity if they are to provide generation service to SSO 

Customers. 

32. All 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, 

afl SSO Customers, with the exception of street and traffic lighting accounts, will have 

an optional, seasonal, time-of-day rate available to them. 

33. To ensure that SSO Supply costs are fully recovered and so that the 

customers pay and Companies recover no more or jess than the costs to procure power 

and implement the program, Ihe Companies are proposing a quarterly reconciliation 

adjustment, which will adjust the retail price to account for differences between SSO 

Generation Sen/ice revenues and SSO Supply costs (Le^. amounts paid to the SSO 

Suppliers plus the Companies' additional costs incurred In the provision of SSO 

Generation Service) during the prior quarter. See paragraphs 38 - 41 below. 

34. As stated above, in order to match the SSO Supply terms with MISO 

planning years, the different delivery periods for which SSO Supply is being procured 

during 2008 are designed ultimately to correspond with MISO planning years which run 

from June 1*̂  to May 31*' of the subsequent year. 

B. Special Rates 

35. For customers served under the Street Lighting (Rate STL) or Traffic 

Lighting (Rate TRF) schedules, the Standard Service Offer Generation Charge shall be 

the Standard Sen/ice Offer Generation Charge for Rate GS or 3.0ii per kWh, whichever 

is less. Governmental entities 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, the 

Companies propose to recover any difference between the Standard Service Offer 

Generation Charge and the generation rate charged to such customers for SSO 

Generation Service through a non-bypassable charge paid by ail other retail delivery 

customers via a separate rider -- Revenue Variance Rider. 

37. With respect to CEPs special contract customers remaining after January 

1, 2009, the Companies propose to recover 50% of the difference between the 

Standard Service Offer Generation Charge and the generation portion of the special 

contract rate, consistent with past treatment, through a non-bypassable charge paid by 

all other CEI customers via a separate rider. 

C. ReconciJiation Mechanism 

38. The Companies propose a quarterly reconciliation to recover, among other 

things, the difference between amounts paid to 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 to SSO 

Customers approximately 60 days foliowing the conclusion of the calendar year quarter, 

39. If a competitive bidding process by load class is implemented, the 

Reconciliation Charge will be calculated separately for each load class. If a slice of 

system competitive bidding process Is Implemented, there will be a single Reconciliation 

Charge for all load classes. See Rate Templates and Reconciliation Mechanisms. 

Exhibits CI and C2. All of the Companies' SSO Customers, except for street and traffic 
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lighting accounts and CEI's special contract customers whose contracts specify a fixed 

puce, will pay the Reconciliation Charge. See Proposed Tariffs, Exhibits D1 and D2. 

40. Additionally, the Companies propose to recover through the Reconciliation 

Mechanism certain categories of incremental expenses associated wilh the 

implementation of either of the proposed CBP alternatives: (a) competitive bidding 

process expenses not recovered through the tranche fees paid by SSO Suppliers; (b) a 

working capital adjustment io account for the lag between incurrence of increased SSO 

Supply costs and colFection of SSO Customer revenues reflecting such increased rates; 

(c) incremental labor costs associated with employees who will handle the operational 

aspects of providing SSO Supply, such as, for example, day-ahead and real-time 

coordination with SSO Suppliers and MISO or implementation of the Companies' 

Contingency Plan; and (d) uncollectible amounts associated with SSO Generation 

Service. 

4 1 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 alternatives and the costs described above. In other words, 

both tt\e Companies' and SSO Customers will be "made whole" via the Reconciliation 

Mechanism. However, the Companies reserve the right to apply to the Commission 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 

competitive 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 tariffe that 

incorporate the rate design methodologies set forth in this Application and the Standard 

Service Oifer Generation Charges as approved by the Commission, expressed in 

cents/kWh, based on the results of the solicitations conducted during 2008. Forms of 

such tariffs are attached hereto as Exhibit D1 and D2. 

45. Beginning In 2010, and on May 1** of each subsequent year, the 

Companies will file tariffs that incorporate the revised Standard Service Offer 

Generation Charges, expressed in cents/kWh, based on ^ e results of the solicitations 

conducted during the preceding 12-month period blended with the previous solicitations 

from which Master SSO Supply Agreements remain In effect. 

46. SSO Customers will be bflled on a bills rendered basis beginning with the 

first billing portion for January 200S. 

F. Economic and Emergency Load Response Program 

47. The Companies propose an optional load response program ("LRP") for 

SSO Customers taking service under Rate Schedule GT which will provide customers 

with a credit ("Interruptfbfe Service Credit"), determined by the amount of load the 

customer wishes to identify as curtailable. The Interruptible Service Credit effectively 

reduces the net cost of electricity and to the extent participants reduce their actual 
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hourly demand, the wholesale market price will tend to be reduced, benefiting all 

customers. The LRP plays an important role in maintaining bulk power system reliability 

and results in better use of system capacity and in more efficient use of the system. 

The LRP also serves to incrementally stabilize and mitigate wholesale electricity 

markets by giving customers the opportunity to respond to market conditions. A 

customer in the LRP must demonstrate that it has at least 1 MW of realizable curtailable 

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) Economic Buy Through Event 

48. SSO Customers in Ihe LRP will be required to contractually establish a 

firm load, and demand in excess of this amount will be curtailable. The Comparries can 

request Economic Buy Through Events (EBT) during non-emergency conditions, 

specifically when the day-ahead LMP is greater than 125% of 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 will have the option of curtailing, In total or in part, its hourly demand or paying 

a price based on the hourly pricing observed in the MISO administered energy market 

for the portion of the customer's curtailable load that is not curtailed during the 

curtailment period. 

49. The RCL option will be closed to new participants once the total 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 needed 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 SSO Suppliers based on the clearing price but collect revenue from 

part\c\pBt\ng customers based 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 Ser^^ce Credit received by participants in 

the LRP. Depending on the level of hourly LMPs and the decisions by partidpating 

customers as to whether to curtail their consumption, the LRP can po\ent\al\y be self 

funding or even provide a rreX credit to all other customers. 

(2) Emeraencv Interruption 

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 load, the Companies will call for an 

emergency interruption and the customer is required to interrupt its RCL on or before 

the time specified by the Companies. The Companies will endeavor to alert customers 

as soon as possible of such an emergency interruption. 

52. The customer must stay at or below lis firm load during an emergency 

interruption request. Failure to reduce load down to Its firm load level and to keep Its 

load at or below the firm load level may result In the customer losing eligibility to 

participate in the Load Response Program and incurring other significarit costs, and 

may include physical disconnection of the customer's facilities to preserve system 

integrity. 

53. A detailed description of the LRP and the fonn of the associated tariff is 

attached as Exhibit E. 
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G, Hourly Pricing Program 

64. The Companies propose, beginning January 1, 2009, an optional 

Generation Hourly Pricing Rider that would provide SSO Customers the opportunity to 

access, by proxy, an established hourly energy market to purchase generation service. 

Participating SSO Customers would have the ability to manage electric costs by shifting 

load from higher to lower price periods, reducing load during higher priced periods, or 

by adding new load during lower price periods. 

55. The Generation Hourly Pricing Rider would be available to customers 

taking SSO Generation Service that had appropriate interval metering and 

communication capabilities. Energy prices would be obtained from the MISO 

administered day ahead energy market, currently viewable to customers directly from 

the existing MISO web site. AH costs to the Companies associated with procuring 

hourly generation service for SSO 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 responsibility of the winning bidders in the 

competitive bidding process. 

56. In addition, a reconciliation mechanism, specific to this program, is 

proposed to ensure cost recovery by the Companies that does not exceed or fall short 

of actual costs. Interval metering would be required and provided by the Companies at 

the customer's expense, and customers would be required to provide and pay for the 

installation and monthly cost of a dedicated telephone line to the meter location. 

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

associated tariff is attached as Exhibit F. 
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Competitive Bid Process by Load Class ExhitHici 
Rate Template and Reconciliation Mec^nism ^^^ ^ °'^ 

Introduction 

This document provides a desoriplion of the manner in which the Blended Competitive Bid Price 
of a load class Is converted into a retail rate (Rate Template) and the methodology for 
determining a Reconciliation Mechanism. The methodologies described are generally 
applicable to each load class at each of the three Ohio operating companies, Ohio Edison (OE), 
Toledo Edison (TE) and Cleveland Electric Illuminating (CEI), except, as further discussed 
below. A Rate Template unique to CEI is necessary for the period January 1,2009 until the 
time there Is full recovery of Regulatory Tran^ion Charges. 

OE. TE and CEI will implement retail tariffs, developed through the Rate Template, that will 
recover the Standard Service Offer (iSSO) Revenue Requirements. SSO Revenue 
Requirements are equal to ihe payments to SSO suppliers for purchased power plus the 
Companies' costs for providing SSO Generation Sen/ice. 

A reconciliation rtder will be imptemonted to ensure that the Companies recover the amouni of 
the Companies* SSO Revenue Requirements. Under the terms of the reconciliation rider, 
revenues received by OE, TE and CEI to cover SSO Revenue Requirements will bs reconciled 
quarterly to recover or refund the difference, Including appropriate interest, between the 
Companies' SSO Revenue Requirements and revenues received from SSO customers during 
the quarterly recanciiiation period.^ 

A subgroup of customers will be handled separately under this alternative, which introduces the 
need for an additional rider. Details related to this are included in the Revenue Variance section 
ofExhibilC-1. 

Tariffs associated v '̂th the Competitive Bid Process by Load Class Rate Templates and 
Reconciliation Mechanisms are contained in Exhibit D-1. 

Rate Template«General 

The Rate Template is used to convert the Blended Competitive Bid Price to a retail rate, which 
will be referred to as the Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC). 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 - i-arge load class. For each class, (he clearing prices will be averaged 
using the number of tranches pun:hased at each price as weights to obt£^n a Blended 
Competitive Bid Price. The SSOGC for each load dass (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 incorporate 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 SSOGC. There is a temporary modification to this process for 
CEI which is described in the Rate Template - CEI section below. 

^ SSO Revenues, also referred to as SSO Generation Services revenues, include revenues from the SSOGC as well 
as Ihe reconciiralion rider, Rider GEN-R. and will be adjusted to exclude revenues for tiie Commefcial Activity Tax 
(CAT) and interssl. 



Competitive Bid Process by Load Class Exhibii ci 

Rate Template and Reconciliafion Mechanism Pageaof 9 

The SAF for each load class is as follows: 

Seasonal Application Factor 
Sumrr^r Wmter 

RS 1.328 0.686 
GS,POL 1.251 0.908 
GP,GSaGT 1.219 0.919 

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

Time-Of-PavApr^ication Factor 
On-Peak Off-Peak 

SymOM Winter M m s t winter 
RS 1.316 1.281 0.659 0.731 
GS. POL 1282 1.237 0.612 0.688 
GP, GSU. GT 1.344 1.285 0.638 0.704 

Cn-Peak time shall b© 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST. Monday through Friday, excluding holidays. 
Holidays are defined as New Year's Day. Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, 
Thanksgiving Day, and Christmas Day. Off-Peak shall be ail other hours. 

Summer ar)6 winter periods will be consistent with the Company's Electric Service Regulations, 
Section Vl.l. 

Rate Template - CEI for the period January 1.2009 to Mav 31. 2009 (estJ 

For the period January 1,2009 until approximately May 31.2009, tfw SSOGC for CEI will be 
calculated by individual rate block. This modification is necessary because CEI's current tariffs 
will extend until all Regulatory Transition Costs are recovered^ The individual current tariff 
generation, rate stabiiization. and transmission charges for each rate block will be summed. 
The results will be multiplied by the ratio of the Adjusted Competitive Bid Price, adjusted for 
Seasonal Appllcatbn Factors and Commercial Activity Tax (CAT), to the overall average 
generation and Rate Stabilization Charge (RSC). by season, in cents per kWh. 

^ This recovery is expected to be complete by May 31, 2009. Refer to paragraph 5 of the Companies' Application 
filed September 9.2005 in Caee No. 05-1125-EL-ATA. 



Competitive Bid Process by Load Class Ex^tict 
Rate Template and Roconi^iliation Mechanism ^"^^ ̂  *̂^ ̂  

Rate Template - Formula 

Below are Rate Template Formulas used to develop the SSOGC: 

SSOGCi = {[AP| / (1 - Di^)] X SAF) X [1 / (1 - CAT)], rounded to the fifth decimal place. 

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

SSOGCi = Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Class i 

APi = Blended Competitive Bid Price for Cfass I 

DLj - Distribution Losses for Class i. In percentage of power supply 

SAF = Seasonal Appfication Factor 

CAT = Commercial Activity Tax. in percentage 

Rate Template - CEI Formula for period January 1,2009 to Mav 31. 2009 fesL) 

SSOGCn ' (SSOGCi / (g •»- RSC + T)J X (g + RSC + T)n 

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

SSOGCfi = Standard Sen/ice Offer Generation Chaise for Rate Block n 

SSOGCi = Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Class i 

(g •»' RSC +T}i = Overall average generation, RSC, and transmission charge for Class i 

(g + RSC + T)n = Generation, RSC, and transmission for rate block n 
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Rate Template and Reconciliation Mechanism Page 4 of 9 

Rate Template - Calculat ion Examples 

Residential Load Class 

Assume: 

Blended Competitive Bid price $60.00 / MWh 

Distribution loss percentage 6.28% 

CAT rate 0.156% 

Winter seasonal application factor 0.885 

then, 

60.00 / (1 -.0628) - $64.02 Adjusted Competitive Bid Price 

times 0.685 Incorporate SAF 

times (1 / (1.-.00156)) incorporate CAT 

$ 6675 per mWh or 5.675^ per i<Wh Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC) 

General Service »Smalt Load Class 

Assume: 

plended Competitive Bid price $60.00 / MWh 

Distribution loss percentage 6.28% 

CAT rate 0.156% 

^- .^ Winter seasonal application factor 0.906 

then, 

60.00 / (1 -.0628) = $64.02 Adjusted Competitive Bid Price 

times 0.906 Incorporate SAF 

times (1 /(1-.00156)) Incorporate CAT 

$ 58.09 per mWh or 5.8090 per kWh Standard Service Offer Generation Ctiarge (SSOGC) 

General Service - Large Load Class 

Assume: 

Blended Competitive Bid price $60,00 / IWWh 

Distribution loss percentage 0.68% 

CAT rate 0.156% 

Winter seasonal application factor 0.919 

tnen, 

60.00 / (1 -.0068) = $60.41 Adjusted Competiave Bid Price 

times 0.919 Incorporate SAF 

times (1 / (1-.00156)) Incorporate CAT 

V... 3 65.60 per mWli or 6.5600 per kWti Standard Sen^ice Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC) 
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Standard Service Offer Generation Charge Reconciliation Mechanism 

The Companies, by load cfass. will recover from customers the total amount of SSO Supply 
costs, which will be referred to as Standard Service Offer (SSO) Revenue Requirements. The 
SSO Revenue Requirements ere equal to payments to SSO Suppliers for purchased power plus 
the Companies' costs for providing SSO Generation Service. Costs for providing SSO 
Generation Service will include: (1) actual expenses necessary to 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 SSO Supply expenses lag 
the actual payment by the Companies to the SSO Suppliers for such power supply 
requirements^ (3) labor and benefit costs for employees managing the Companies' power 
supply acttvit/es and (4) actual uacoliectlble expense amounts refated to SSO Genera^on 
Service. SSO Revenues will be reconciled quarterly to recover or refund the difference between 
SSO Revenue Requirements and the revenues {excluding revenues related to recovery of the 
Commerdal Activity Tax and interest) from SSO customers. The over/under recovery, 
calculated on a load class basis, will be collected or refunded two months later througli a 
Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC) Reconciliation Rider, Rider GEN-R. 

The reconciliation will be done on a quarterly basis by load class and the first reconciliation 
amount will be based on the first three months of 2009- The reconciliation amount will be billed 
to SSO customers via Rider GEN-R beginning sixty days after the end of the quarter. The 
differ^CB between SSO Revenue Requirements and the SSO Revenues received, plus interest 
calculated at the embedded cost of debt, is not determinable for a given quarter until the 
subsequent month, therefore the SSOGC Recondliaaon Charge on Rider GEN-R will bs on a 
two month lag. As a result, the SSOGC Reconciliation Charge will be zero for the period 
January 1,2009 through May 31, 2009. The SSOGC Reconciliation Charge will be calculated 
each quarter in the following manner: 

1. Sum the amounts paid to SSO Suppliers^ with the Company's costs to pnDvide SSO 
Generation Service to determine the SSO Revenue Requirement. 

2. Sum the SSOGC revenues billed during the revenue month (Billed SSO Revenues).^ 
3. Calculate applicable Commercial Activity Tax Revenues associated with the SSOGC 

Revenues. 
4. C^ilculate the interest recovery component of the SSO Revenues. 
5. Calculate a preliminary Over/Under Recovery by subtracting Ihe SSO Revenue 

Requirement from the Billed SSO Revenues (less the Commercial Activity Tax and 
interest recovery). 

6. If there is a phase-in of residenlial generation rates, the attendant deferred expense 
arwi r^ated revenues will be subtracted from the preliminary Over/Under Recovery to 
calculate the final Over/Under Recovery. 

7. On a monthly basis throughout the quarter, calculate the balance subject to interest 
by adding the previous month's balance (which is equal to the final over/under 

* If tfid conver&lon fram current tariff cliarges for generation service to the SSOGC ifi Implemented on a service 
rendered basis Itiere will be an additional working capital component consisting of the interest on the difference 
t>e(ween the cash outlay for purchased power for January 2009 arKJ the casli received from customers for service 
rendered in January 2003. 
^ Payments to SSO Suppliers will exclude the portion of the payment that relates to Street and Traffic Ughling 
customers as wefl as special contract accounts. 
^ Billed SSO Revenues include only SSO load served by successful conpetitlve solidtation bidders and includes 
SSOGC revenues as weff as any billed GEM-K rider revenues. The billed SSO Revenues would exclude SSOGC 
revenues front Street and Traffic Lighting customers as well as any generation related revenue for special contract 
accounts. 
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recovery balance plus the interest balance) amount to one half the cun'ent month's 
final over/under recovery. 

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

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

10. For each calendar quarter, calculate the reconciliation charge by dividing the current 
reconciliation amount for the quarter by the forecasted SSO retail kWh excluding 
street, traffic lighting and special contracts for the quarter for which (he reconciliation 
charge will be iii effect and dividing this result by 1 minus the CAT. 

The SSOGC Reconciliation Charge calculated in the preceding steps may be a poative or 
negative value and will be applied to SSO customer kWh usage (exduding street, traffic lighting 
and special contracts) beginning sixty days after the end of the quarter. 

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

Heveaue Variance; 

Certain customers will be billed for generation service at a rate different than the SSOGC for 
their load class which results in the Companies' SSO Generation Service revenue being less 
than the SSO Revenue Requirements. This includes customers on rate schedules STL and 
TRF, customers participating in the Optional Load Response Program ("OLRP"), special 
contract customers, and residential customers if there is a phase-in of residential generation 
rates. The Companies will recover this difference between revenue and expenses (refen-ed to 
as revenue variance) from all customers, excluding STL. TRF and special contract customers 
("RVR Rider customers"), through Rider RVR. 

Rider RVR will recover the revenue variance for customers on rate schedules STL and TRF and 
the revenue variance for customers participating in the Optional Load Response Program. 
Rider RVR will also recover 60% of the difference between the revenue received from special 
contract customers for generation service and the expense incurred in purchasing the elecWcity. 
Each company's RVR Rider charge is calojlated in two steps, The first step results In Ihe same 
value for eadi company and is equal to the aggregated re\fenue variance (excluding the special 
contract variance) of the three companfes divided by the estimated aggregated retaH kWh of 
RVR Rider customers. The second step adds a component that is equal to an individual 
company's special contract variance divided by the estimated retail kWh of the individual 
company's RVR Rider customers. If there is a residential phase-in, there will be a third 
component of the RVR Rider charge to recover the deferred amounts and applicable interest. 

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

V....-
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An example of the calculation of Rider RVR is shown below^ 
RVR Sample Calculation Hllustratlve) 
STL &TRF Revenue Variance 

Retail mVVh CEI 
OE 
TE 

Total 

Total mWh 
Estimated Price ($/mWh) 

STL & TRF Revenue 

SSOGC Equivatant Price 
SSOGC Equivalent Revenue 

STL & TRF Revenue Variance 

Retail mWh oavina for the STL & TRF 
Revenue Variance 

170,325 
150,091 
52.367 

372.783 

372.783 
$30.00 

$11,183,489 

$64.12 
$ 23,902.844 

$ 12.719.355 

53.556.103 

$0.24 

Ootionai Load Resoonse Proaram Revenue Variance: 
Retail mWh payinq for the OLRP 

Revenue Variance 53.566,103 

?. 

2 

mWh 

RVR Factor per mWh 
(STL & TRF Component) 

nr»Wh 

OLRP Revenue Variance « $ 10,000,000 

$ 0.19 RVR Factor per mWh (OLRP Conftponent) 

CEt Contracts Revenue Varience in lafa i : 

CEI Extended Contracts Rev. S 83.293,444 

SSOGC Equivalent Revenue $ 173,858,202 

CEI Ext Contracts Rev. Variance $ 90,564.758 

60% of Contract Rev. Variance $ 45,282.379 

Retail mWh for CEI RVR Rider 
customers 16,891,139 mWh 

RVR Factor per nnWh 
$2.68 (CEI Special Contract Component) 

^ Ths dxampid is ilUistralive only. While not specifically sl̂ own in the example. Rider RVR will Include a 
reconciliation coir^nent which recovers or refunds the difference tjetween actual revenue recovery for the revenue 
variance and the actual revenue variance. 
^ As indicated In Rider GEN. there is no seasonal component for the $30yrnWh charge. For illustrative purposes 
therefore, no seasonal oomponeni is built into this lllustralive example. 
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Introduction 

This document provides a description of the manner in vt/hich the Blended Competitive Bid Price 
is converted into a retail rate (Rate Template) and the methodology for determining a 
Reconciliation Mechanism. The methodologies described are generally applicable to each of 
the three Ohio operating companies, Ohio Edison (OE), Toledo Edison (TE) and Cleveland 
Electric llluriiinating (CEI), except, as further discussed below. A Rate Template unique to CEI 
is necessary for the period January 1. 2009 untB the time there is full recovery of Regulatory 
Transition Charges. 

OE. TE and CEI will implement retail tariffs, developed thretugh the Rate Template, that will 
recover the Standard Service Offer (SSO) Revenue Requirements. SSO Revenue 
Requirements are equal to the payments to SSO suppliers for purchased power plus the 
Companies' costs for providing SSO Generation Service. 

A reconciliation rider will be implemented to ensure that the Companies recover the amount of 
the Companies* SSO Revenue Requirements. Under the terms of the reconciliation rider, 
revenues received by OE, TE and CEI to cover SSO Revenue Requirements will be reconciled 
quarterly to recover or refund the difference, including appropriate interest, between the 
Companies* SSO Revenue Requirements and revenues received from SSO customers during 
the quaderly reconciliation period.'' 

A subgroup of customers will be handled separately under this alternative, which introduces the 
need for an additional rider. Details related to this are included in the Revenue Variance section 
of Exhibit C-2. 

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

Rate Template > General 

The Rate Template is used to convert the Blended Competitive Bid Price to a retail rate, which 
will be referred to as the Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC). The solicitations 
in the Competitive Bid Process for generation supply will result In twelve different clearing 
prices. The clearing prices will be averaged using the number of tranches purchased at each 
price as weights to obtain a Blended CompetitK/e Bid Price. The SSOGC for each load class 
(SSO Load Class Charge) will be detemiined by multiplying the Blended Competitive Bid PHce 
by a factor based on the ratio of each load class' historical average SSO Generation and 
Transmission Rate to the average of all historical SSO Generation and Transmission Rates, 
with all rates converted to a wholesale equivalent. These load class results will be referred to 
as the Class Allocation Factors (CAP) which are shown below. 

RS =- 1.000 
GS = 1.252 
GP = 0.900 
GSU « 0.800 
GT = 0.769 

SSO Revenues, also rolerred to as SSO Generation Service revenues, Include revenues from ttie SSOGC as well 
as Ihe reconciliation fidsr, Rider GEN-R, and will be adjusted to ejtdude revenues for the Cammercial Aclivily Tax 
(CAT) and Interest. 
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After the application of the CAP, the results are adjusted to account for distribution losses by 
dividing by 1 minus the appropriate distribution loss factor, in percentage of power supply. The 
class specific result will then be adjusted to incorporate the Seasonal Application Factor (SAF), 
and in addition, if appropriate, the nme-Of-Day Application Factor (TAF), as well as the 
Commercial Activity Tax (CAT) to arrive at the SSOGC. There is a temporary modification to 
this process for CEI which Is described in the Rale Template - CEI section below. 

The SAF for each load class is as follows: 

Seasonal Application Factor 
Summer Winter 

RS 1.328 0.885 
GS, POL 1.251 0,906 
GP 1.231 0.917 
GSU 1.230 O.909 
GT 1.208 0.925 

For qualifying customers, there will be a TIme-of-Day option available. Customers served under 
this option will ha\re an SSOGC that. In addition to the SAF. incorporates a Time-of-Day 
Application Factor (TAF), The TAF for each class is as follows: 

Time-Of-Dav Application Factor 

RS 
GS,POL 
GP 
GSU 
GT 

On-Peak 
Summer 

1.316 
1.282 
1.321 
1.331 
1.3S8 

Winter 
1.281 
1.237 
1.266 
1.273 
1.298 

Off-Peak 
Summer 
0.659 
0.612 
0.624 
0.627 
0.650 

Winter 
0.731 
0.688 
0,694 
0.700 
0.710 

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

Summer and winter periods will be consistent with the Company's Electric Sen/ice Regulations, 
Section Vl.l. 
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Rate Template - CEI for the period January 1.2DD9 to ft<lav 31. 2009 (est.^ 

For the period Jarxuary 1. 2009 until approximately May 31,2009, the SSOGC for CEI will be 
calculated by individual rate block. This modification is necessary because CEI's current tariffs 
will extend until all Regulatory Transition Costs are recovered\ The individual current tariff 
generation, rate stabilization, and transmission charges for each rate block will be summed. 
The results will be multiplied by the ratio of the Adjusted Competitive Bid Price, adjusted for 
Seasonal Application Factors and Commercial Activity Tax (CAT), to the overall average 
generation and Rate Stabilization Charge (RSC). by season, in cents per kWh. 

Rate Template - Formula: 

Below are Rate Template Formulas used to develop the SSOGC: 

SSOGCi = {I(AP X CAFi) / (1 - DLi)] x SAP} x [1 / (1 • CAT)], rounded to the fifth decimal place. 

SSOGCi = Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Class i 

AP = Blended Competitive Bid Price 

DLi ~ Distribution Losses for Class i. in percentage of power supply 

CAFi = Class Allocation Fador for Class i 

SAF = Seasonal Application Factor for Class i 

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

Rate TBmolate -> CEI Formula for period Januaiv 1. 20&g to ftflav 31 . 2Q09 fest.^ 

SSOGCn = [SSOGC, / (g + RSC + T)J x (g + RSC + T)n 

SSOGCn - Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Rate Block n 

SSOGQ = Standard Service Offer Generation Charge for Class i 

(g + RSC * T)j = Overall average generation, RSC, and transmission charge for Class i 

(g + RSC + T)n - Generation, RSC. and transmission for rate block n 

' 7hi3 recoven/ is expected to be complete by May 31, 2003. Rofor to paragraph 5 of the Companies' Application 
filed Septembers. 2005 In Case No. 05-1125-EL-ATA. 
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Rate Template - CaJculatlon Examples 

RS Load Class 

Assume: 

Blended Competitive Bid price $60.00 / MWh 

CAF 1,000 

DistrilHJllon loss percentage 6.28% 

CAT rate 0.156% 

Winter seasonal application fact<»* 0.885 

then, 

[(60.00 X 1.000) / (1 -.0628)] = $64.02 Adjusted Competitive Bid Price 

times 0.885 Incorporate SAF 

limes (1 / (1-.00166)) Incorporate CAT 

$5675 per mWh or 5.6750 per kWh Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC) 

GS, POL Load Classes 

Assume: 

Blended Competitive Bid price $60.00 / mWh 

CAF 1.252 

Distribution loss percentage 6.23% 

CATmts 0.156% 

Winter seasonal application Faclor 0.906 

then, 

1(60.00 X 1.252) / (1 -.0628)1 = $80.15 Adjusted Competitive Bid Price 

times 0.906 Incorporate SAF 

limes (1 / (1-.00156)) Incorporate CAT 

$72.73 per mWh or 7.273ji per kWh Standard Sen/ice Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC) 
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Rate Template *• Calculat ion Examples ^Cont'd) 

GP toad Class 

Assume: 

Blended Competitive Sid price $60.00 / mWh 

CAF 0.900 

Distribution loss percentage 2.91% 

CAT rate 0.156% 

Winter seasonal application factor 0.917 

then, 

[(60.00x0.900)/(I -.0291 )J= $55.62 Adjusted Competitive Bid Price 

times 0.917 Incorporate SAF 

times (1 / (1-.00156)) Incorporate CAT 

$51.08 per mWh or 5.108^ per kWh Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC) 

GSU Load Class 

Assume: 

Blended Competitive Bid price $60.00 / mWh 

CAF 0.800 

'^--' Distribution loss percentage 0.10% 

CAT rate 0.156% 

Winltjr seasonal application faclor 0.909 

then, 

[(60.00 X 0.800) / (1 -.0010)] ^ $48.05 Adjusted CompeUtive Bid Price 

times 0.903 Incorporate SAF 

times (1 / (1 -.00156)} incorporafa CAT 

$43.74 per mWh or 4.374^ per JcWh Standanj Sen/ice Offer Generation Chaige (SSOGC) 
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Rate Template «Calculat ion Examples fCont'd) 

C t Load Class 

Assume: 

Blended Competitive Bid price $60.00 / mWh 

CAF 0.769 

Dls^ibution loss percentage 0.00% 

CAT rate 0.156% 

Winter seasonal application factor 0.925 

then, 

[(60.00 X 0.769) / (1 -.00(K))] = $46.14 Adjusted CompetiUve Bid i^ico 

times 0.925 Incorporate SAF 

times {1 {(1-.00156)) Incorporate CAT 

$42.75 per mWh or 4.275^ per kWh Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGC) 

Standard Service Offer Generation Charge Reconciliation Mechanism 

The Companies, in aggregate^ will recover from customers the total amount of SSO Supply 
costs which will be referred to as Standard Service Offer (SSO) Revenue Requirements. The 
SSO Revenue Requirements are equal to payments to SSO Suppliers for purchased power plus 
the Companies' costs for providing SSO Generation Service. Costs for providing SSO 
Generation Service will include: (1) actual expenses necessary to conduct the competitive 
solicitation less any recovery of these costs in the tranche fees; (2) a working capital adjuslnient 
accounting for the fact that revenues received by the Companies for SSO Supply expenses lag 
the actual payment by the Companies to the SSO Suppliers for such power supply 
requirements''; (3) labor and benefit costs for employees managing the Companies' power 
supply activities and (4) actual uncollectible expense amounts related to SSO Generation 
Service. SSO Revenues will be reconciled quarterly to recover or refund the difference between 
SSO Revenue Requirements and ttie revenues (excluding revenues related to recovery of the 
Commercial Acttvity Tax and interest) from SSO customers. The over/under recovery will be 
Gotlected or refunded two months later through a Standard Service Offer Generation Charge 
(SSOGC) Reconciliation Rider, Rider GEN-R. 

The reconciliation will be done on a quarterly basis and (he fir^t reconciliation amount will be 
based on the first three months of 2009. The reconciliation amount will be billed to SSO 
customers via Rider GEN-R beginning sixty days after the end of the quarter. The difference 
between SSO Revenue Requirements and the SSO Revenues received, plus interest calculated 
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 will be on a two month 
lag. As a result, the SSOGC Reconciliation Charge will be zero for the period January 1,2009 

If the conversion from current tariff charges for generation service to the SSOGC is implemented on a service 
rendered basis there will be an addilional working capital con^onent consisting of the eiterest on the difference 
between the cash outlay for purchased power for January 2009 and ll>e cash received from custonners for sen l̂ce 
rendered in January 2009. 
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through May 31 . 2009. Ttie SSOGC Reconciliation Charge will be calculated each quarter In 
the following manner: 

1 Sum the amounts paid to SSO Suppliers'* with the Company's costs to provide SSO 
Generation Service to determine the SSO Revenue Requirement. 

2. Sum the SSOGC revenues billed during the revenue month (Billed SSO Revenues).^ 
5. Calculate applicable Commerctai Activity Tax Revenues associated with the SSOGC 

Revenues. 
4. Calculate the interest recovery component of the SSO Revenues. 
5. Calculate a preliminary Over/Under Recovery by subtracting the SSO Revenue 

Requirement from the Billed SSO Revenues (less the Commarcial Activity Tax and 
interest recovery). 

6. If there Is a phase-in of residential generation rates, the attendant deferred expense 
and related revenues will be subtracted from the preliminary Over/Under Recovery to 
calculate the final Over/Under Recovery. 

7. On a monthly basis throughout the quarter, calculate the balance subject to interest 
by adding the previous month's balance (which is equal Io the final over/under 
recovery balance plus the interest balance) amount to one h^f the current month's 
final over/under recovery. 

S. Calculate the applicable Interest by multiplying the balance subject to interest by the 
interest rate divided by 12. 

9. Determine the current month's reconciliation amount by adding the interest to the 
final over/under reco\fery for the month. 

10. For each calendar quarter, calculate the reconciliation charge by dividing the current 
reconciliation amount for the quarter by the forecasted SSO retail kWh excluding 
street, traffic lighting and special contracts for the quarter for vt^lch the reconciliation 
charge wilt 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 street, traffic lighting 
and special contracts) beginning sixty days after the end of the quarter. 

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

^ Payments to SSQ Suppliers will exclude the portion of the payment that relates to Street and TrafNc Lighting 
customers as well as special contract accounts. 
^ Billed SSO Revenues induds only SSO load served by successful competitive solicitation bidders and includes 
SSOGC revenues as weii as any billed GEM-R rider revenues. The billed SSO Revenues woufd exclude SSOGC 
revenues from Street and Traffic Lighting customers as wail as any generation related revenue for specie) contract 
accounts. 
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Revenue Variance 

Certain customers will be billed for generation service at a rate different than the SSOGC for 
their load class which results in the Companies' SSO Generation Service revenue being less 
than the SSO Revenue Requirements. This includes customers on rate schedules STL and 
TRF, customers participating in the Optional Load Response Program ("OLRP"). special 
contract customers, and residential customers if there is a phase-in of residential generation 
rates. The Companies will recover this difference between revenue and expenses (refernssd to 
as revenue variance) from all customers, excluding STL. TRF and special contract customers 
("RVR Rider customers"), through Rider RVR. 

Rider RVR will recover the revenue variance for customers on rate schedules STL and TRF and 
Sie revenue variance for customers participating in the Optionaf Load Response Program. 
Rider RVR will also recover 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 calculated in two steps. The first step results in the same 
value for each company and is equal to the 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 
company's special contract variance divided by the estimated retail kWh of the individual 
company's RVR Rider customers. If there is a residential phase-in, (here will be a third 
component of the RVR Rider charge to recover the deferred amounts and applicable interest. 

This rider will be updated annually, to be effective each June 1 and will include a reconciifation 
component. This reconciliation is for the sole purpose of reconciling recovery under the 
estimated Rider RVR value and the actual revenue variance. 
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An example of the calculation of Rrder RVR is shown below^ 
RVR Samole Calculation flHustrativeJ 
f i n ATRF Revenue Variance 

Retail mWh CEI 
OE 
TE 

Total 

Total mWh 
Estimated Price ($/mWh) 

STL & TRF Revenue 

SSOGC Equivalent Price 
SSOGC tquivalent Revenue 

STU & TRF Revenue Variance 

Retail mWh Dsvina for the STL & TRF 
Revenue Varjgpce 

170.325 
150,091 
52,367 

372,783 

372.783 
$30.pp 2 

$11,183,489 

$eo.2a 2 
$29,927,017 

$ 18,743,528 

53,556.103 mWh 

RVR Factor per mWh 
$ 0.35 (STL & TRF Component) 

Opffonal Load Response Proaram Revenue Variance: 
gaiall mWh paving for the Revenue 

Variance 53,556,103 mWh 

OLRP Rever>ue Variance » $ 10,000.000 

$ 0.19 RVR Factor per mWh (OLRP Component) 

C^l Contracts Revenue Variance In Total: 

CEI Extended Contracts Rev, $ 83.293,444 

SSOGC Equivalent Revenue $ 136.950,480 

CEI Ext. Contracts Rev. Variance $ 63.657,036 

50% of Contract Rev. Variance $ 26.828,518 
F f̂itail mWh for CEI RVR Ririsr 

customers 16,891,139 mWh 
RVR Factor per mWh 

$ 1.59 (CEI Special Contract Component) 

* The example is illustrative only. \NH\e not specifically shown In the example, Ridsr RVR vM include a 
reconctllalion component which recovers or refunds the difference between actual revenue recovery for the revenue 
variance and the actual revenue variance. 
^ As indicated in Rider GEN, there Is no season^ compunent for the $30/mWh charge. For Illustrative purposes 
therefore, no seasonal component Is built into this illustraHve example. 
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EXfflBIT DWG-5 

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



Sl ice Of System Competit ive Bid Process Exhibit D-2 

Ohio Edison Company Original Sheet 68 

Aî fon, Ohio PX-.C.O.No, 11 Page 1 of 1 

RIDER GEN 
Generation Rider 

A P P L I C A B I U T Y : 

Applicable to any customer that takes eiectric service under the Company's Rate Schedules RS. GS. 
STL, TRF. GP, GSU or GT from the Company. The following Standard Service Offer Generation 
Charges (SSOGC) by rate schedule, will apply, effective for bills rendered with the first billing portion in 
January 2009, for all kWhs per kWh: 

Summer Winter 
RS xxx>f !̂  X.XXX # 
GS, POL. STL. TRF x.xxx f x.xxx 0 
GP x.xxkp! x.xxx ^ 
GSU X.XXX ̂  X.XXX i 
GT X.XXX jfi x.xxx $! 

Summer and winter periods Vi'ill be consistent with \he Company's Eiectric Service Regulations. Section 
VI.L 

TIME>OF-DAY OPTION: 

For customers v/itti the appropriate qualifying metering and who elect to be served under the Tlme-Of-
Day Option, the SSOGC by rate schedule, wilt be as shown below, for alf kWhs, per kWh: 

RS 
GS, POL 
GP 
GSU 
GT 

On-Peak time shall be 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST, Monday through Friday, excluding holidays. 
Holidays are defined as New Year's Day, Memoriai Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving 
Day. and Christmas Day. Off-Peak shall be ail other hours. Summer and winter periods will be 
consistent with the Company's Electric Service Regulations, Section VM. 

LIGHTING PROVISION: 

For customers served under the Street Lighting (Rate STL) or Traffic Lighting (Rate TRF) schedules, the 
SSOGC shall be the SSOGC or 3.000 si. whichever is less, per kWh. for all kWhs. The STL and TRF 
accounts of customers who are members of an opt-out governmental aggregation program are not 
eligible for this special pricing provision. 

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

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

Summer Winter 
RS x.xxx t X.XXX ^ 
GS. POL. STL. TRF x,xxx ^ x,xxx ji 
GP. GSU. GT X.XXX i2 xxxx ^ 

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

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: An&iony J. Alexander, President Effective: January 1,200S 

On-Peak 
.§ummef 
X.XXX ^ 

X.XXX f! 

x.xxx^ 
X.XXX 5̂  

x.xxx 0 

ifi/Bto.r 
x.xxx ^ 
X.XXX ^ 
X.XXX ^ 

x.xxx^ 
X.XXX ^ 

Off-Peal< 
Summpr 
X.XXX ^ 

X.XXX ^ 

X.XXX^ 

X.XXX ^ 
X.XXX ^ 

winter 

X.XXX^ 

X.XXX ^ 

X.XXX ^ 

X.XXX 4 
X.XXX ^ 



The Toledo Edison Company 

Toledo. Ohio 

Sl ice Of System CompetitWe B id Process 

p.u.c.o.Mo.a 

Exhibit D-2 

Original Sheet 83 
Page 1 of 1 

RIDER GEN 
Generatton Rider 

APPLICABtUTY: 

Applicable to any customer that takes electric service under the Company's Rate Schedules RS, GS, 
STL, TRF. GP, GSU or GT") from the Company. The foliowing Standard Service Offer Generation 
Charges (SSOGC) by rate schedule, will app^y. effective for bills rendered with the first bitling portion in 
January 2009, for ail kWhs per kWh: 

Summer Winter 
RS X.XXX ^ X.XXX ^ 
GS. POL. STL, TRF x.xxx Ji x.xxx is 
GP X.XXX 0 x.xxx 0 
GSU x.xxx^ xxxxi 
GT x.xxx ^ X.XXX ^ 

Summer and winter periods will be consistent with the Company's Electric Service Regulations, Section 
Vl.l. 

TliVIE-OF-DAY OPTION: 

For customers with the appropriate qualifying metering and who elect to be served under the Time-Of-
Day Option, the SSOGC by rate schedule, wiil be as shown below, for all kWhs, per kWh: 

On-Peak 
Summer Winter 
X.XXX ^ X.XXX 4-
X.XXX 0 X.XXX 0 
X.XXX 0 X.XXX ^ 
X.XXX 0 X.XXX 0 
X.XXX 0 X.XXX 0 

Off: 
Summer 
X,XXX 0 
X.XXX0 
X.XXX0 
X.XXX 0 
X-XXX 0 

P9?k 
Winter 

X.XXX 0 
X.XXX0 
X.XXX0 
X.XXX 0 
X.XXX 0 

RS 
GS, POL 
GP 
GSU 
GT 

On-Peak time shall be 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST, Monday through Friday, excluding holidays. 
Holidays are defined as New Year's Day, Menriorial Day. Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving 
Day, and Christmas Day. Off-Peak shall be ail other hours. Summer and winter periods will be 
consistent with the Company's Electric Sen/Ice Regulations, Section Vl.l. 

LIGHTING PROVISION: 

For custorriers served under the Street Lighting (Rate STL) or Traffic Lighting (Rate TRF) schedules, the 
SSOGC shall be the SSOGC or 3.000 0, whichever is less, per kWh. for all kWhs. The STL and TRF 
accounts of cu^omers who are members of an opt-out governmental aggregation program are not 
eligible for this special pricing provision. 

Avoldabte Charges: 
Customers who receive generation service from a competitive retail electric service provider shall 

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

Summer 
RS X.XXX 0 
GS. P O U STL, TRF x.xxx 0 
G P . G 5 U , G T XXXX0 

Winter 
X.XXX 0 
X.XXX 0 
X.XXX 0 

Filed Dursuant to Order dated in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AlR, before 
The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander. President Effective; January 1,20O9 



Sl ice Of System Competit ive Bid Process Exhibit D-2 

The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company Original Sheet 88 

Cleveland. Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 13 Page 1 of 1 

RIDER GEM 
Generation Rider 

APPLICABILITY: 

Applicable to any customer that takes electrkj service under the Company*s Rate Schedules RS, GS STL. 
TRF, GP. GSU or GT from the Company. The following Standard Service Offer Generation Charges 
(SSOGC) by rate schedule, will appiy, effective for bills rendered after all Regulatory Transition Costs 
have been recovered, (app«>xinriateiy May, 2009) v«th the first biifing portion thereafter, for all kWhs per 
kWh: 

Summer Winter 
RS x.xxx 0 X.XXX 0 
GS, POL. STL. TRF x.xxx 0 x.xxx 0 
GP x.xxx 0 X.XXX0 
GSU x.xxx 0 X.XXX0 
GT x.xxx 0 X.XXX 0 

Summer and winter periods will be consistent with the Company's Electric Service Regulations. Section 
Vl.l. 

TIME-OF-DAY OPTION; 

For customers with the appropriate qualifying metering and who elect to be served under the Time-Of-
Day Option, the SSOGC by rate schedule, will be as shown below, for all kWhs, per kWh: 

RS 
GS. POL 
GP 
GSU 
GT 

On-Peak time shsll be 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST, Monday through Friday, excluding holidays. 
Holidays are defined as New Year's Day. Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving 
Day, and Christmas Day. Off-Peak shall be all other hours. Summer and winter periods >fA\\ be 
consistent with the Company's Electric Service Regulations, Section VLL 

LIGHTING PROVISION: 

For customers served under the Street Lighting (Rate STL) or Traffic Lighting (Rate TRF) schedules, the 
SSOGC shall be the SSOGC or 3.000 0, whichever is less, per Î Wh, for all kWhs. The STL and TRF 
accounts of customers who are members of an opt-out governmental aggregation program are not 
eligible for this special pricing provision. 

Avoidable Charges: 
Customers who receive generation servfce from a competitive retail electric service provider shall 

avoid the lesser of (i) charges otherwise applicable under this Rider or (ii) the following table for all kWh. 
per kWh; 

Summer Winter 
RS x.xxx 0 X.XXX 0 
GS. POL. STL. TRF X.XXX 0 x.xxx 0 
GP, GSU. GT x.xxx 0 x.xxx 0 

.On-peaH 
Summer Wintftr 
X.xxx 0 x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 x.xxx 0 
X.XXX 0 XJCXX 0 

Off-Peak 
Summer Winter 
X.XXX 0 X.XXX 0 
x.xxx 0 X.XXX 0 
X.XXX0 X,XXX0 
x.xxx 0 X.XXX 0 
X.XXX0 X.XXX0 

Filed pursuant to Order dated _, in Case No. 07-XXX~EL-AIR, before 

The PubSc Utilities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Proskient Effeciive: |y)ay_, 2009 



Sl ice Of System Competit ive Bid Process 

The Cleveland Electric lltuminaling Company 

Cleveland. Ohto P.U.C.O. No. 13 

Exhibit D-2 

Originf̂  Sheet 88 

Pagel of9 

RIDER GEN 
Generation Rider 

APPLICABILITY: 

Applicable to any customer that takes electric service from the Company under the Rate Schedules listed 
below. The following Standard Service Offer Generation Charges (SSOGC) by rate-schedule, by rate 
block, will apply, effective for bills rendered with the first billing portion in January 2009, for all kWhs per 
kWh, ^ i d will remain in effect until all Regulatory Transition Costs have been recovered, (approximately 
IVlay. 2009); 

Residential Apt. With Water Heating Schedule 
^n^rflv Charflfi^ 
Winter 
First 300 kWh 
Next 300 kWh 

Next 1400 kWh 
Next 300 kWh 
Excess 

Su(nrt\er 
First 300 kWh 
Next 300 kWh 
Nftvl1400kV^ 
Next 300 kWh 
Excess 

Residential Apt Excluding Water Heating Schedule 
Rnergy-Ohagflgs 
Winter 
First 300 kWh 
Next 300 IWh 
Next 1400 kWh 
Excess 

Stimmer 
First 3n0kWh 
Next 300 kWh 
Next 1400 WAm 
Excess 

(A) 
SSOGC 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

XXXX0 

Jf.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 

SSOGC 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

(B) 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

XJOO{0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX ^ 

XJOCX^ 

XJ (XX^ 

XJtXX0 

X.XXX0 

XJCXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

XJ£XX0 

XOOCX0 

XJCXX0 

Filed pursuant to Order dated. in Case No. 07-XXX-eL-AIR. before 

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

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



S l i c e O f S y s t e m C o m p e t i t i v e B i d P r o c e s s 

The Cleveland Electric tUumineting Company 

Cleveland. Ohio p l>.C.O. No. 13 

RIDER GEN 
Generat ion Rider 

Exhibit D-2 

Original Sheet SB 

Page 2 of 9 

Residential Schedule 

Energy Charges 
Winter 

First 500 kWh 
Next 500 kWh 
Over 1000 kWh 
Alf use in excess of 125 kWh per kW (Load Mgmt) 

Summer 

First 600 kWh 
Next 500 kWh 
Over 1000 kWh 
fiM use in excess of 125 kWh per kW (Load Mgml) 

Residential Water Heating Schedule 

Enernv Charges 
Winter 
FirsI 500 kWh 
Next 500 kWh 

OverlOOOkWh 
All use in excess of 12S kWh per kW (Load MgmO 

Summer 
First 600 kWh 
Next 500 kWh 

OverlOOOkWh 
All use In excess of 125 kWh per kW (Load Mgmt) 

(A) 
SSOGC 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

x x a 0 
x.xxx ^ 
x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

SSOGC 

(B) 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx^ 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

XJOCX0 

XJOOC0 

X;XXX 0 

X.XXX^ 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

xjax0 

ResidenUat Sp^ce and Water Heating Schedule 
Enerov Charges 
Winter 
First 500 kWh 
Next 100 kWh 
Next 400 kWh 
Excess 
All use in excess of 125 kWh per kW (Load Mgmt) 

Summer 

First 500 kWh 
Next 100 kWh 
Next 400 kWh 
Excess 

Afl use in excess of 125 kWh per kW (Load (Wgmt) 

SSOGC 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXK0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
XJO{X0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

\ . . . 

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

The Public UtIHiies Commission of Ohio 

issued by: Anlhony J. Alexander^ President Effective: January t, 2009 



Slice Of System Competitive Bid Process 

The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company 

Cleveland, Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 13 

Exhibit D-2 

Original Sheet 36 

Page 3 of 9 

RIOERGEN 
Generation Rider 

Residential Space Heating Schedule 
Energy Charneg 
WintQi 
First 500 kWh 
Next 500 kWh 
OverlOOOkWh 
All use in excess of 125 kWh per kW (Load Mgmt) 

Summer 
First 500 kWh 
Next 500 kWh 
OverlOOOkWh 
Ail use in excess of 125 kWh per kW (Load Mgmt) 

Add-OnHeetPump 
gngrgy Chames 
\Mn(er 
All kWhs 

(A) 
SSOGC 

X.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx{i 
X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

SSOGC 

x.xxx 0 

(B) 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

Summer 
AlikWhs 

General Commercial Schedule 
Energy Charges 
Winter 
First 500 kWh 
Next 7000 kWh 
Excess 

Spnmer 
FlistSOOkWh 
Next 7000 kWh 
Excess 

Electric Space Conditioning Schedule 
Wtnter 
All KWhs 

x.xxx 0 

SSOGC 

X.XXX i 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

SSOGC 

XJOfX0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

XXXX0 

Summer 
AllkWhs X.XXX 0 x.xxx 0 

Filed pursuant to Order dated ^ in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR. before 

The Public UtBities Commission of Ohio 

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



Cleveland, Ohio 

General Service Schedule 
Energy Charges 
tenter 
First 500 kWh 
Next 4.500 kWh 
Next 5,000 kWh 
Excess 

Slimmer 
First 500 kWh 
Next 4.500 kWh 
Next 5,000 kWh 
Excess 

Small Schoot Schedule 
KgQwalt Demand Billlno Charge 
Winter 
First 50 kWd 
Excess 

Summer 
First 50 kWd 
Excess 

Enemy Charges 
\i^nter 
First 150 kWh per kW of demand 
Next 150 \cm per kW of demand 
Excess 

Summer 
First 150 kVym per kW of demand 
Next 150 kWh per kW of daman d 
Excess 

Slice o r sy i 

!9 Company 

stem compet i t ive 

P.U.C.O. No, 13 

RIDER GEN 
Generation Rider 

• 

Bid Process 

( A ) 
SSOGC 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X,XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

i Exhibit D-2 

Original Sheet 86 

Page 4 of© 

(B) 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
X.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx^ 
X.XXX 0 

SSOGC 

$ X.XXX 

$ x.xxx 

$ X.XXX 

$ X.XXX 

$XJ00t 

$ x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$X,XXX 

X J « X 0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

x.xxx ^ 
X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx^ 
X,XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

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

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 
Issued by: Anlhony J. Alexander, Presidenl Effective: January 1, 2009 



Slice Of System Competitive Bid Process Exhibit D-2 

The Cleveland Eiectric llluminaling Company 

Cleveland, Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 13 

RIDER GEN 
Generat ion Rider 

Large Commercial Schedule 
Kilowatt Demand Billino ChafQO 

Winter 
First 50 kWd 
Excess 

(A) 
SSOGC 

$ x.xxx 

$ X.XXX 

Original Sheet 88 

Page 5 of 9 

(B) 

$x.xxx 

$x.xxx 

Summer 
Hrst 50 kWd 
Excess 

$x.xxx 
$ x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

Enerav Charges 

Winter 
First 40.000 kWh 
Next 60.000 kWh 
Excess 

Summer 
First 40.000 kWh 
Next 60.000 kWh 
Excess 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

X,XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

Small General Service Schedule 

KilowaU Demand Billing ChafQQ 
Winter 
First 50 kWd 
Excess 

Summer 
First 60 kWd 
Excess 

SSOGC 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$ x.xxx 

$ x.xxx 
$ x.xxx 

?x.xxx 
$ x.xxx 

Energy Charges 
Wtnter 
First 200 kWh per kW of demand 
Next 2O0 KWh per kW of demand 
Excess 

Summer 
First 200 fcWh per kW of der?iand 
Next 200 kWh per kW of demand 

Excess 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

Filed pursuant to Order dated _ _ , in Case No, 07-XXX-EL-AlR. before 

The Public Utilities Commissbn of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Eflectlve: January 1, 2009 



Slice Of System Connpetitive Bid Process Exhibit D-2 

The Cleveland Electric llluminaling Company 

Cleveland, Ohk> 

• 

All Electric Larse General Service Schedule 
Kilowatt Demand BiHlna Charae 
\Mnter 
First 60 kWd 
Excess 

Sifmmer 

FirsI 50 kWd 
Excess 

P.U.C.O. No. 13 

RIDER GEN 
Generation Rider 

(A) 
SSOGC 

$ x.xxx 

$ x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

Original Sheet 88 

Page 6 of 9 

(B) 

$ x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

$XJ(XX 

$x.xxx 

Energy Charges 
Winter 

First 40.000 kWh 
Next 60.000 kWh 
Excess 

Summer 
First 40.000 kWh 
Next 60.000 kWh 
Excess 

Large Schoot Schedule' 

Kilowatt Demand Billing Charge 
Winter 
Rrst 200 kWd 

Excess 

Summer 
First 200 kWd 
Excess 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

X.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

SSOGC 

$ x.xxx 

$x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$ x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

Enernv Charaes 
Wtnter 
First 300 kWh per kW of demand 
Excess 

Summer 
First 300 RWh per kW of demand 
Excess 

Outdoor LIghdng Schedule 
Enerav Charges 
AH kWhs 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

XOtXX0 

XJ0(X 0 

SSOGC 

XJOCX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

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

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

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

file:///Mnter


Sl ice Of System Competi t ive B id Process 

ThQ Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company 

Cleveland, Ohio P.ac.O. No. 13 

RIDER GEN 
Generation Rider 

Exhibit D-2 

Ordinal Sheet 38 

Page 7 of 9 

Outdoor Night Lighting Schedule 
Energy Charnes 
All kWhs 

Street Lighting Schedule 
Energy Charoes 
All kWhs 

Traffic Light!r>g Schedule 
Energy Charoea 
All kWhs 

Process Heating Schedule 
Energy Charges 
Winter 
First 140 kWh per kW of billing demand 
Excess 

Summer 
First 140 kWh per kW of blllmg demand 
Excess 

(A) 
SSOGC 

X.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

(B) 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx ̂  

x.xxx 0 

SSOGC 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx ^ 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
XJ(XX0 

Industrial Schedule 
KilDwatl Demand BJIng^Chargg 
Winter 
First 50 kWd 
Excess 

SSOGC 

$ x.xxx 
$X.X)fX 

$xxxx 
$x.xxx 

Summer 
First 50 kWd 
Excess 

$ x.xxx 
$ x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

Winter 
First 40,000 kWh 
Next 60.000 kWh 
Next 200 kWh per kWd. nol less than 400,000 kWh 
Next 200 kWh per kWd 
Excess 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

SumfY)er 
First 40,000 kWh 
Next 60.000 kWh 
Wexl 200 KWh per kWd. not less than 400,000 kWh 
Next 200 kWh per kWd 
Excess 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
XJOtX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 
X.XXX 0 

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

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony •i. Alexander, President Effective: Januery 1, 2009 



Sl ice Of System Compet i t ive Bid Process 

The Cleveland Bectrfc illuminating Company 

Cleveland, Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 13 

RIPER GEI^ 
Generation Rider 

Exhibit D-2 

Original Sheet 8B 

Page 8 of 9 

Medium General Service Schedule 
Kilowatl Demand Silling Charge 
\Mnter 
Fiisl 200 kWd 
Excess 

Summer 
First 200 kWd 
Excess 

(A) 
SSOGC 

$ X.XXX 

$ x.xxx 

$ x.xxx 
$ x.xxx 

(B> 

$x.xxx 
$XJCXX 

$xooo< 
$x.xxx 

Energy Charges 
Wmler 
First 200 kWh per kW of demand 
Next 200 kWh per kW of demand 
Excess 

Summer 
First 200 kWh per kW of demand 
Next 200 kVWi per kW of demand 
Excess 

Low toad Factor Schedule 
KilowatI Demand Baling Chsroe 
Winter 
First 50 kWd 
Excess 

Summer 
First 50 kWd 
Excess 
MIN Customer Demand (Year Round) 

Enerotf Charges 
Winter 
First 40.000 kWh 
Next 60,000 kWh 
Excess 

Summer 
First 40,000 kWh 
Next 60.000 kWh 
Excess 
MlIM Customers KWH (Year Round) 
MAX Charge KWH (Year Round) 

x.xxx 0 

X.xxx 0 
X.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

XJOO{0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 5fi 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

SSOGC 

$X.XXX 

$X.XXX 

$XJOO< 

$XJtXX 

$xaxx 

$ X.XXX 

$ x.xxx 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

XJOOf 0 

x.xxx 0 
XX<X0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

XXXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX0 

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

The Public UtiRlies Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Presidenl Effective: Janua^ 1,2009 

file:///Mnter
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The Cleveland Elecirte Illuminating Company 

Cleveland, Ohio P.U.C,0. Wo. 13 
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RIDER GEN 
Generation Rider 

Large Industrial Schedule 

Winter 
First 5000 kWd 
Excess 

(A) 
SSOGC 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

(B) 

$x.xxx 
$ x.xxx 

Summer 
First 6000 kWd 
Excess 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

$ x.xxx 
$ X.XXX 

gaeroy Charges 
Winter 
First 115 kWh per kW of demand 
Next 305 kWb per hW of demand 
Next 130 kWh per hW of demand 
Excess 

Summer 
First 115 kWh per kW of demand 
Nexi 305 kWh per kW of derirtand 
Next 130 kWb per kW of demand 
Excess 

x.xxx ̂  
x.xxx 0 

x.xxx 0 
x.xxx 0 

XJ(XX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

X.XXX0 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX0 

x.xxx 0 

Largo General Service Schedule SSOGC 

Demand Charoes 
year Rounti 
First SOOkWd 
Next 500 kWd 
E)icess 

$ x.xxx 
$x.xxx 
$x,xxx 

$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 
$x.xxx 

^nertN Charges 
YearRfWrtd 
First 150 Mm per kW of demand 
Next 150 kWh per kW of demand 
Nftxt 150 kWh per kW of dermand 
Excess . 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 

X.XXX 0 

x.xxx 0 
X.XXX 0 

X.XXX0 

Avoidable Charges: 

Customers who receive generation service from a competitive retail electric service provider shall 
avoid the lesser of (i) cl^arges otherwise applicable under this Rider (Column A) or (it) the amounts sei 
forth for the applicable tariff in column B above for all kWh, per kWh. 

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

The Public Utililtes Commission of Ohio 

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



Slice Of System CornpeKtive Bid Process ExJiibit D-2 

The CleveJand Electric llluntlnatins Company Original Sheet 87 

Cleveland, Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 13 ^ Page 1 ofj 

RIDER GEN-R 
Standard Service Offer Generation Charge fSSOGC) Reconcniatlon Rider 

For customers taking the Standard Sen/ice Offer (SSO), there shall be a SSOGC Reconciliation Charge 
for all KWhs, per hWh that v/ill be updated quarterly. 

GEN-R Charge: 
RS. GS, POL, GP, GSU, GT x.xxx0 perkWh 

The SSOGC Reconciliation Charge shall be filed vi/ith the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 
(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 bilis rendered on June 1,2009 and every September i , 
December 1, March 1 and June 1 thereafter, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission. 

Filed pursuant Io Order dated . in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR, before 

The Public UUIilies Commtsson of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effedive: f̂ ilay , 2009 



Slice Of System Competi t ive Bid Process ExhibitD-2 

Ohio Edison Company Original Sheet 87 

Akron. Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 11 • Page 1 of 1 

RIDER GEN.R 
Standard Service Offer Generation Charge (SSOGCI Reconciliation Rider 

For customers taking the Standard Service Offer (SSO). there shall be a SSOGC Reconciliation Charge 
lot aW V.\Nirjs, per * '̂H'n \̂ss '̂̂ \̂̂  bft v ipdsl^ t^viarterty. 

GEN-R^Charaej 
RS, GS, POL, GP, GSU. GT x.xxx0 per kWh 

The SSOGC Reconciliation Charge shall be filed with the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 
(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 blHs rendered on June 1,2009 and every September 1. 
December 1, March 1 and June 1 thereafter, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission. 

Filed pursuant to Order dated in Case No. OT-XXX-EL-AIR, before 

The Public UtlfitieB Cc»7)mission of Ohio 

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



\....-

SJice Of System Competi t ive Sid Process Exhibit D-2 

The Toledo Edison Company Original Sheet 87 

Toledo, Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 8 Pagel of 1 

RIDER GEN-R 
Standard Service Offer Generation Charae fSSOGCI Reconciliatjon Rider 

For customers taking the Standard Service Offer (SSO), there shall be a SSOGC Reconciliation Charge 
for ail kWhs, per kWh that wilt be updated quarterly. 

GEN-R Charge: 
RS. GS. POL, GP. GSU. GT x.xxx0 perkWh 

The SSOGC Recondltation Charge shall be filed with the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 
(Commission) by luiay 1,2009 and each August 1. Novenr>ber 1, February 15 and May 1 of each year 
thereafter. This cf>arge shall become effective for bjiis rendered on June 1, 2009 and every September 1, 
December 1, March 1 and June 1 thereafter, unless othenvise ordered by the Commission. 

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

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

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



Slice Of System Compet i t ive Bid Process Hxhibii D-2 

The Cleveland Electric llluminaling Company Original Sheet 85 

Cteveiand, Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 13 Page 1 of 1 

RIDER: RVR 
Revenue Variance Rider 

Customers on the Company's rate schedules (except those on rate schedules STL and TRF) shall pay a 
Revenue Variance Charge as shown beiow, for all kWh. The purpose of this charge is to recover the 
revenue variance created by providing certain generation and transmission related service to rate 
schedules STU and TRF, customers on the Optional Load Response Program, and special contract 
accounts. The charge is also intended to recover any deferrals plus authorized carrying charges resulting 
from a phase-in of generation rates (Schedule RS only). 

RVR Ciiarge: 
RS x.xxx?i per kWh 
GS, POL x.xxx^ per kVi/h 
GP. GSU. GT x.xxxit per i<;Wh 

The Revenue Variance Charge shall be filed with the Public UtUities Commission of Ohio (Commissiorv) 
by December 1, 2008 and by May 1 of each year thereafter. This charge shall become effective for bills 
rendared on January 1. 2009 and every June 1 thereafter, unless othew/ise ordered by the Commission. 

Filed pursuant to Order dated , in Case No. OT-XKX-EL-AiR. before 

The PuhKc Utititiss Commission of Ohio 

l&suedby; Anthony J. Atexandec,Pte&k!ent Effective-. Janu8i:y 1.2009 



Sl ice Of System Competit ive Bid Process ExJiibitt>-2 

Ohio Edison Company Origin^ Sheet 86 

Akron. Ohio P.U.C.O. No. 11 Page 1 of 1 

RIDER RVR 
Revenue Variance Rider 

Customers on the Company's rate schedules (except those on rate schedules STL and TRF) shall pay a 
Revenue Variance charge as shown below, for alf kWh. The jxjrpose of this charge i"s to recover the 
revenue variance created by providing certain generation and transmission related service to rate 
schedules STL and TRF, customers on the Optional Load Response Program, and spedaf contract 
accounts. The charge Is also intended to recover any deferrals plus authorized carrying charges resulting 
from a phase-in of generation rates (Schedule RS only). 

RVR Charge: 
RS X.XXX0 per kWh 
GS.POL X.xxx^ perkWh 
GP. GSU, GT x.xxx^ per kWh 

The Revenue Variance Charge shall bs filed with frie Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (Commission) 
by December 1,2008 and by May 1 of each year thereafter. This charge shall become effetSive for bills 
rendered on Jsmuary 1,2009 and every June 1 thereafter, unless olhenAfise ordered by the Commission. 

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

The Public Ufilitles Commission of Ohio 

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



Slice Of System Competit ive Bid Process 

The Totedo Edison Company 

Toledo^ Ohio P.U.C.O. No. B 

Exhibit D-2 

Odglnsl Sheet 86 

Page 1 of 1 

RIDER RVR 
Revenue Variance Rider 

Customers on the Company's rate schedules (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 to recover the 
revenue variance created by providing cettain generation and transmission related service to rate 
schedules STL and TRF, custonTers on the Optional Load Response Program, and special contract 
accounts. The charge is also intended to recover any deferrals plus authorixec! carrying charges resulting 
from a phase-in of generation rates (Schedule RS only). 

RVR Charge: 
RS 
GS, POL 
GP. GSU. GT 

X.XXX0 per kWh 
X.XXX0 per kWh 
x.xxxis per kWh 

The Revenue Variance Charge shall be filed vi/ith the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (Commission) 
by December 1, 200S and by May 1 of each year thereafter. This charge shall become effective for bills 
rendered on January 1, 2009 and every June 1 thereafter, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission. 

Filed pursuant to Order dated , In Case No. 07-XXX-EL-AIR. before 

The Public UtiHties Commission of Ohio 

issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective: January 1,2009 
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Optional Load Response Program 

The Optional Load Response Program is available to customers on Rate Schedule GT taking SSO 

Generation Sorvfco from the Company, Participating customers will pay the generation charge for a GT 

customer for ail of their consumption but vî ilt receive a credit, determined by the amouni of load the customer 

identifies as curtailable. Customers will be required to contract for a firm load. Demand in excess of firm 

toad will be curtailable. The Program provides for two different types of curtailment events: an Emergency 

Curtailment Event and an Economic Buy Through Event. An Emergency Curtailment Event occurs when it is 

determined by a regional transmission organization, the Company or a transmission operator that an 

eleclficat system enfiergency exists that may jeopardize either the transmission or distribution systems in the 

area. In such an event, Program participants will be required to curtail their electrical consumption in 

excess of their contract firm load. Additionaliy, for up to 1000 hours per calendar year, the Company will call 

an Economic Buy Through Event and will charge the customer an hourly price based on hourly IwiPs 

observed in the mSO administered day-ahead energy market, initially, ihe Companies will call such an 

event, applicable to all Program participants, wittiout discretion, when the day ahead LMP is greater than 

125% of the Blended Competitive Bid Price for a minimum of three consecutive hours. During these hours 

when the day ahead LMP is greater than 125% of the Blended Competitive Bid Price, the customer will have 

the choice of reducing load or paying the day ahead houriy price for hourly load exceeding firm load. The 

Companies reserve the right to modify the prerequisites for calling an Economic Buy Jhrcugh Event upon 

providing a minimum of 12 months advance v/rilten notice to Program participants. 

Participants in this program will receive a Program Credit, effectively reducing their net cost of electricity in 

comparison to the cost of that service under the SSO. Given Ihe continuing evolution of the electric industry 

in genera! and the iVllSO market in particular, the Company will wait until 2008 to submit for Commission 

approval the level of the Program Credit. Rider RS/R will fund this credit net of revenues received during an 

Economic Buy Through Event, as defined below. During such an event, Program participants who elect nol 

to reduce houriy demand, and as a result choose to pay the market based hourly price, will create revenues 

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

expense for the energy will be credited back to all customers, offsetting the cost of the Program Credit. 

Dotermlnation of Firm and Curtailable Load 

A participating customer must enter into a written contract with the Company in which the firm load will be 

stated. A participant's curtailable load shall be calculated by the Cwnpany each January ^y subtracting the 

customer's contractual firm load from its actual toad during the hours of noon to 6 p.m. EOT, IWonday through 

Friday, for the previous June through August, excluding July 4th. The curtailable load value so calculated 

will be used to determine the Program Credit. Any actual hours of emergency interruption during the 

historical period will be excluded from this calculation 

A customer may request to modify its contracted firm load once per year, if the modification does not conflict 

with the -400,000 kW Wt, the modiScalion shall take effect beginning with the January billings the year after 

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

Emergency Curtailments 

An Emergency Curtailnrrenl Event Is one in which the Company, a regional transmission organizaMon. and/or 

a transmission operator determines that an emergency situation exists that jeopardizes the integrity of the 

distributior\ and/or transmission systems in the area. The Conipany will endeavor to alert customers as soon 

as possible of such an emergency, but will provide no less than ten minutes notice. During such declared 

emergencies, customers must remain at or below their firm load. Nothing in this Program Is intended to 

modify or supersede other requirements and obligations of the Company with regard to service reliability. In 

the event of any conflict between the terms of this Program and such other reliability requirements and 

obligations, the latter shall prevail. 

If at any time during ttie Emergency Curtailment Event a customer's load exceeds Its contract firm toad, the 

Company may disconnect the customer from Ihe transmission system for the duration of the Emergency 

Curtailment Event. If at any lime during the Emergency Curtailment Event a custonner*s toad exceeds 110% 
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of its firm load, the customer will pay certain charges as set forth in the tariff for this Program and the 

Company may remove the customer from the Program and charge the customer the sum of all Program 

credits received during the previous twelve months. If ftie customer is removed from the Program, the 

customer will be Ineligible to partteipate in the Program for a minimum of 36 months, if at any time during the 

Emergency Curtailment Event a customer's load exceeds its firm load by less than 110%, the customer will 

forfeit the Program credit for the month in which the Emergency Curtailment Event occurred and wili pay 

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

Economic Buy Through Event 

Typica^y shortly after Ihe posting of MISO's day-ahead LMPs, and in no event, less than 90 minutes prior to 

calling an Economic Buy Through ("EBT") Event, the Company will notify Program participants of its intent Io 

do so. Initially, such an event will only be called if (i) the Midwest ISO LMP exceeds 126% of the Blended 

Competitive Bid price for at least three consecutive hours; and (ii) the total number of EBT Event hours 

during the year is no greater than 1000. During an EBT Event, the portion of the customer's load that 

exceeds its contract firm load will be assessed the charges set forth in iUe tariff for this Program, including an 

administrative charge that is designed to recover the actual general and administrative costs incurred by the 

Companies while administering the Program. The prerequisites for calling an EBT Event may be changed 

by the Company upon a minimum of twelve months written notice to Program participants and the 

administrative diarge may be changed upon approval by the Commission. 

Power Supply 

The Optional Load Response Program does not change the product definitions contained in the Competitive 

Bidding Process alternatives being proposed by the Company. In all circumstances, winning bidders will be 

required to supply the energy 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 Optional load Response Program will receive a Program Credit in an 

amount detemnlned by a $/kW/month rate multiplied by ihe amount of the customer's curtailable load. The 

funding of this credit will be borne by ait customers paying 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 incurred by the 

Company for the energy during this same time period. The Company's expense will be determined by the 

blended price resulting from the competitive procurement process, adjusted; for distribution losses and 

applicable taxes. 

i 

Term and Limitations 

This Program vinll be available to qualifying customers, provided that the total contracted curtailable load 

under the Program is no greater than 400,000 kW in aggregate for Ohio Edison, CEI and Toledo Edison 

customers particgsating in the Program. Until December 31, 2008. customers participating in the Company's 

interruptible program on December 1. 2008 shall be provided the first opportunity to subscribe to the 

Program. Thereafter, suljscription to the Program will be done on a first-corn^, first-served basis until the 

Program is fully subscribed. Participating customer load growth shall nol be affetied by Program limitations. 

I 
This Program will become effective for bills Issued in January 2009 and will expire with bills issued in 

! 

December 2010. unless the Company seeks to extend the Program. A qustomer may terminate its 

participation in the Program upon no less than twelve months advance written notice. 

ProQvanf̂  Parameters 

Detailed parameters are contained in the attached sample tariff. Several of the more significant features 

include: 

1 The program is limited to 400,000 kW, in aggregate for Ohio Edison. CEI and Toledo 
Edison. 

2. Customers currently receiving intenoJptible servfce from the Companies, and who would 
othenwise qualify for service under Rate Schedule GT, will be given priority in participating 
in this program. 
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3. The Optional Load Response Program will expire December 31, 2010, although renewal of 
the program may be requested. 

4. A participating customer must have a minimum of 1 megawatt of curtailable load and 
cannot bo a participant in a curtailment program sponsored by any other entity, including 
but not limited to MISO. 

[The remainder of this page in Intentionaliy tefl blanĴ J 
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RIDER LRP 
Optional Load Response Proaram Rtd6r 

APPLlCABJLITYi 

This Optional Load Response Program ("Program**) rider is available to ahy customer taking 
service under the Company's tariff GT. provided that the Program is not fully subscribed and the 
customer (\) does not tai<e generation service from a certified retail electrjc service provider, (ii) 
has at least one megawatt of realizable curtailable load ("RCL") through a single meter; (iii) can 
successfuHy demonstrate that it can reduce its RCL to a pre-established contract Firm Load (as 
defined below) within ten minutes of notice from the Company; (iiii) executes the Company*s 
standard Program contract; (v) is taking generation service from the Corr^pany under Rider 061^; 
and (vi) is not participating in any other load curtailment program, includirig without limitation a 
demand response program offered by the Midwest Independent Transmission System Operator. 
Inc. ("MISO") or any other independent system operator. 

RATES: ; 

In addition to any other charges under any other rate schedules applicable to customer's service, 
customers participating in the Program shalt ateo pay the charges and receive the credit set forth 
below: 

Charges: 

Program Administrative Charge; 

EBT Charge: 

$xx.xx 

During an Economic Buy Through Event [as defined below), the portion of the customer's 
actual measured toad that exceeds its pre-established contract Firm Load for any hour 
during such event shall be assessed an EBT Charge, which is cafcuialed for each hour of 
the event as follows: 

i 

EBT = (AL X MPD) x ((iy(1 - CAT)], where | 

AL is the customer's actual hourly load during an Economic Buy Through Event that 
exceeds the customer's pre-established contract Finn Load. 

MPO - the market price differential which shall be calculated by subtracting the 
generation charge set forth in the Company's Rider GEN from thi MISO LMP for the 
period in which the Economic Buy Through Event occurred. ; 

MISO LMP is the final Day Ahead Locational Marginal Price as defined and specified by 
MiSO at the Commerdal Pricing Node "FESR" (or its equivalent)iduring the applicable 
hour(5). 

CAT = the Commercial Activity Tax rate (in decimal form) as established in §5751.02 of 
the Ohio Revised Code. 

Filed pursuant to Order dated In Case No. 07-XXX-EL-ATA before 
The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anlhony J. Alexander. Pnesidenl Effective: J8nuary__,200S 
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RIDER LRP 
Optional Load Response Program Rider 

ECE Charge: 

During an Emergency Curtailment 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 ECE Charge which. Is calculated lor each hour of 
the event as follows: 

ECE - (AL X MISO LMP x 300%) X ([1/(1-CAT)). 

Proaram Credit ("PC'V. 

Customers taking service under this rider shall receive a monthly Program Credit which 
shalF be calculated as follows: 

PC ̂  RCL X $xx.xx ̂ IcW, where 

RCL is the predetermined curtailable load, which shall be calculated by the Company 
eadi January by subtracting the customer's contract Firm Load from its Average Hourly 
Demand f AHD"). For purposes of this rider, the AHD shall be the 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 emergency interruption during 
the historical catcutation period. 

OTHER PROVISIONS: 

A. Firm toad 
i 

For purposes of this rider, "Firm Load' shall be that portion 6f a customer's electric load 
that is not subject to curtailment. A customer may request a:modification to ite contract 
Firm Load no more than once in any twelve month period. A customer may reduce its 
Firm Load to the extent that the Program is not fully subscritjed and such reduction is 
consistent with other terms and conditions sat forth in this nder. Any such change in Firm 
Load shall be reflected in the customer's January bill imnrediately following the year in 
which the chemge has been approved by the Company. 

B. Load Response Program Contract 

Customers taking sen ĵce under this optional rider shall execpte ^e Company's standard 
Program contract which, among other things, will establish ttie Customers Firm Load. 

C. Metering 

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

Filed pursuant to Order dated in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-ATA. before 

The Public Ul9ities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective: January . 2009 
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RIDER LRP ! 
Qptiona) Load Response Program Rid^r 

D. Emeraencv Curtallnfient Event | 

Upon no less than ten minutes notice, a customer taking service under this optional rider 
must curtail its RCL during an Emergency Curtailment Event consistent with the 
Company's instructions. For purposes of this rider, an Emergenby Curtailment Event 
shali be one in which the Company, a regional transmission organization, and/or a 
transnMssion operator determines, in its respective sole discretion, that an emergency 
situation exists that may jeopardize the integrity of either the distnbution or transmission 
system in the area. 

During the entire period of an Emergency Curtailment Event, a customer must remain at 
or below its Firm Load with such load being measured every dock half hour. A 
customer's actual load shall be determined using the greater of the customer's highest 
lagging kVA or highest kW during Ihe Emergency Curtailment Event. 

If at any time during the Emergency 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 Emergency Curtailment Event. The Company 
shall not be liable for any direct or indirect costs, losses, expenses, or other damages, 
special or otherwise, including without limitation lost profits, that arise from such 
disconnection. 

If at any time during me Emergency Curtailment Event a customer's actual measured 
load exceeds 110% of its Finn Load, customer shall pay the ECE Charge sai forth in the 
Rates Section of this rider and the Company may. in its sole discretion, remove the 
customer from the Program and charge the customer the sum of all Program Credits 
received under the Program during me twelve month period prior to the Emergency 
Curtailment Event If the customer is removed from the Program under this paragraph, 
the customer shall be inel^ible to participate in the Program for a minimum of 36 months. 

If at any lime during the Emergency Curtailment Event a customelrs actual n>easured 
load exceeds its Firm Load by less than 110% of its Firm toad during the Emergency 
Curtailment Event, the customer shali forfeit its Program Credif: fQr the month in which the 
Emergency Curtailn^nt 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 service reliability requirements and/or obligations of the Company, the latter shall 
prevail. 

E. Econcmfc Buy Through Event 

Upon no less than 90 minutes notice to the customer, the Company shall call an 
Economic Buy Through ("EBT") Event when (i) the Midwest ISO L M P exceeds 125% of 
the Blended Competitive Bid price for at least 3 consecutive hours; and (ii) the total 
number of EBT Event hours during the calendar year is no greater than 1000. These 

Filed pursuant to Order dated . in Case No. 07-XXX-EL^ATA, before 

The PubSc Utilities Commtsfiicn of Ohio 
i 

Issued by; Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective: January _„. 2009 
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RIDER LRP 
Optional Load Response Program JRider 

criteria are subject Io change upon a minimum of twelve mdnths advance written notice 
to Program participants. 

F. Subscription Limits 

This rider shall be available to any qualifying customer, provided that the total RCL 
subscribed under the Program is no greater than 400,000 KW as determined by 
combining the RCL of ail custome/s in Ohio that take service from a FirstEnergy eiectric 
distribution utility. A Program participant's incremental load Igrowth shall not be affected 
by the Subscription limit set forth above. 

Until December 31, 2D08, Customers participating in the Company's interruptible 
program on December 1, 2008 shall be provided the first opportunity to subscribe Io the 
Program. Thereafter, subscription to the Program shall be done on a frst-come, first-
served basis until the Program is fully subscribed. 

G. Terni 

This rider shali become effective for bills issued in January ^009 and shall expire with 
bills issued in DecemJ^er 2010, unless Ihe Comr>sny, in its soie discretion, seeks on an 
annual basis to extend the Pn:)gram and this Rider Any suph request for extension 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 Program is scheduled to expire. 

A customer may terminate its participation in the Program upon no less than twelve 
months advance written notice. Except as otherwise provided in this rider, a customer 
may return to the Program at any lime, provided that the Prdgram is not fully subscribed. 

Piled pursuant to Order dated, in Case No. O/XXX-EL-ATA, before 

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anlhony J. Alexander, Presidenl Effedive. January .2009 
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ADDENDUM TO THE CONTRACT FOR ELECTRIC SERVICE 

This Addendum, effective , 200_, establishes the following addiiiona! terms and 
conditions that are to be part of the Contract Ibr Electric Service, dated _ | . for the 
Customs premises at (the "Seryice Contract")-

1. Customer has elected to participate in the Company's optional Load Response Program ("Program") set 
forth in Company's optional Rider LRP included in Company's standai-d Tariif, P.U.C.O. No. __ 
("Tariff), as amended from time to time (hereinafter "Load Response Rider"). Customer acknowledges 
that llie terms and conditions of the Progrann are su|^lemental to, and do not replace, those set forth in the 
rate schedules and riders identified in the Service Contract. 

2. For purposes of participating in tlie Program, Custon^er's Finn Loadj as that term is defined in tJie Load 
Response Rider, shall be . This Firm Load may be altered by mutual agreement of 
the Parties consistent with the terms of the Load Response Rider. 

3. If applicable, the executioji of the Sei-vice Contract and this Addendum supercedes the terms and 
conditions of any other interruptible or curtailment program underwhich Cusloinei- talces service at the 
limcofexectiling this Addendum, i-endering any terms and conditions of any such program null and void, 

A, This Addendum (but noi the Service Contract) shall automatically terminate if Customer no longer takes 
service under tlic Company's optional Rider LRP, or if Rider LRP terminates consisteni with its terms. 

[OE.CEI, TE] \ 
(Company) (Customer)! 

By: By: ; 

Its: _ ^ Its: \ 

On: _ ^ ^ _ - On: 

Filed pursuant io Order dated , in Case Ho. 07-XXX-EL^TA. before 

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander. President Effective:! January , 2009 



* * 

EXfflBIT DWG-7 

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



Ejdiibit F 
Page I of 6 

Hourly Priced Gcueratiou Service Program 

The Hourly Priced Generation Service Program alfovifs partjcipaling customers faking Standard Service 

Offer ("SSO") generation service from the Company under the Company's ftate Schedules RS, GS, GP. 

GSU or GT ihe opportunity to manage electricity costs by paying for their igeneralion portion of electric 

service based on the vaJue of the electricity as observed in an estat>lished hourly day-ahead energy 

market, administered by the ivitdwest Independent Transmission System Operator, Inc. ("MISO.") 

Customers who have the ability to actively manage their energy consumption can polmitially reduce the 

total cost of electricity by shifting usage to lower priced periods. To thej extent customers alter their 

energy usage patterns by shifting usage from a high cost period to a lower cost period, overall energy 

prices in the market should decrease, providing a benefit to al! consumers whose prices are derived from 

the wholesale market pJace. 

Program Charges 

Pricing under this Program consists of (1) an houriy l\̂ arket Priced Energy Charge; and (2> a 

Reconciliation Charge that ensures that the Company recovers only the actual costs of the Program. The 

customer load participating fn this Program will not be part of the load obligation incorporated in the 

competitive generation procurement process. Ralher, the Company wilt procure the required generation 

supply directly from the MISO day-ahead market and resell the electricity to participating customers. As a 

result, tho Company will be, for MISO purposes, the load serving entity for th^ participating load. 

The Market Priced Energy Charge consists of two components: (i) the hourly Locational Marginal Price 
i 

("LMP"), adjusted for the distribution line loss factor appropriate for each customer; and (ii) a 

Miscellaneous Fees component, which vnll recover the non-goneratfon costs rncurred while providing this 

Program. The hourly LMP component, which will be charged to all participating customers, will be based 

on the final Day Ahead LMP. as defined and specified by MISO for the Commercial Pricing Node "FESR." 

MiSO Day Ahead LMP's are currently published at the web site widwestmprket.org, and are generally 
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available by 6:00 p.m. on the day prior to the prices bdng in effect. It will be the customer^ responsibility 

to obtain and respond Io the hourly prices. 

The Miscellaneous Fee component win be comprised of charges hcurrad by the Company as the load 

serving entity for the participating customer load, plus certain administration costs. This fee will include all 

existing and future MISO charges assessed to a toad serving entity that! are related to transmission 

service, ancillary costs and costs of procuring Designated Network Resources (capacity) for the load. At 

present, the MISO reiated costs are set forth in the following h/iiSO schedules: Scheduling, System 

Control and Dispatch Service (Schedule 1), Reactive Supply and Voltage Control (Schedule 2). 

Regulation and Frequency Response (Schedule 3), Spinning Reserve (Schedule 5), Supplemental 

Reserve (Schedule 6), Network Jntegralion Transmission Service (Schedule 9}, ISO Cost Recovery Adder 

(Schedule 10), Energy Administration (Schedule 17), Control Area Operator charges (Schedule 24), 

Network Upgrade (Sdiedute 26). MISO FERC 10 expenses, MiSO Revenue Sufficiency Guarantee 

(RSG) charges. Revenue Neutrality Uptift (RNU) diarges, and the Net Inadvertent Distribution charges 

(NJ). In addition to the MISO charges^ the Miscellaneous Fee vî ll also include any incremental billing and 

communication costs directly attributable to the Program. The Miscellaneous Fee will be determined 

during 2008 based on the most current cost infonnation available to the; Ccm p̂anles at the time of 

submission to the Commission. I 

To ensure the Company recovers oniy its actual costs of the Program, a Rebonciiiatlon Charge, that will 

be paid solely by Program participants, will also be assessed. The Reoonciiiatlon Charge will Initially be 

set at zero and will be calculated for each calendar quarter thereafter, effective for a three month period. 

Each change in the Reconciliation Charge will be filed with the Commission, along with supporting details, 

by the first day of the seĉ ond month following the end of the applicable quarter and will automatically 
i 

become effective for bills rendered at the beginning of the following month as follows: 

Calendar Quarter 
January 1 to March 31 
April 1 to June 30 
July 1 to September 30 
Octobsr 1 to December 31 

Reconciliation 
Factor filing date 
Mav1 
August 1 
November 1 
February 1 

Effective 
Pate 
June1 
September 1 
December 1 
March 1 
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The Reconciliation Charge shall be subject to audit by the Commission. Any corrections to the 

ReconcHfation Charge deemed necessary fay the Commission will be refleĉ ted In the next reconciliation 

period alter such corrections are ordered by the Commission. j 

The Reconciliation Charge will be calculated as follows; 

EHPS = [(DSHPSExp - PTCHPSRev + DSHPSInt)/DSHPSSaies] X [1/(1 - CAT)] 
j 

where: j 
i 

EHPS " The Reconciliation Charge, determined to the nearest one-thousandth of a cent 
per kWh to be applied to each kWh of SSO Generation Service delivered to 
customers under this Rider. 

DSHPSExp = The actual costs to be recovered through the Market jPriced Energy Charge. 

PTCHPSRev - The actual cumulative revenues billed to Program participants during the 
applicable calendar quarter for SSO Generation sWvice. excluding applicable 
CAT revenues. 

OSHPSIni = The cumulative amount of carrying charges calculated on a monthly basis 
through the end of the applicable c^endar quarter.: Interest wilt be calculated 
monthly on the average balance of 1) the respective month's beginning balance 
of prior months' cumulative over or under collection df PTCHPSRev compared to 
the DSHPSExp costs incurred to date; and 2) thej respective month's ending 
balance of cumulative over or under collection of PTCHPSRev compared to the 
DSHPSExp costs incurred to date. The monthly interest rate wBI be based upon 
the Compan/s short term cost of debt. 

DSHPSSales = The Company's projected kWh sales to customer^ taking service under this 
Rfder for the (hree-month bfHJng period that the EHPS rate w/II be in effete. 

CAT- The Ohio Commercial Activity Tax rate (Jn decirn'al fonm), as established in 
§5751.02 of the Ohio Revised Code and In effect during the billing month. 

i 

tjpon termination of the Program, the Conxpanies will be permitted to recover or obligated to refund any 

remaining amounts not reconciled at that time under the then most current reconciliation adjustinent in 

offect, until any such amount has been fully recovered or credited. 

ParUcipatinQ customers will be required io pay for interval metering, 'd not already installed, provide and 
i 

pay for appropriate communication capabilities (I.e. a dedicated phone line! to the meter location) and 



enter into a written contract wHh the Company, 

upon twelve months advance written notice. 

Customers may withdraw from the Program at any time 

Availability 

This Program will be made availabie only if at least five 

remain in effect only when this minimum subscription thrleshold 

this R-ogram pricing option will be available to all qualifying 

generation service from the Company, effective for January 

The Company may seek to extend the Program for consecutive 

[The remainder of this page is htentionally left blapik] 
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i|negawatts of hourly load is subscribed and shall 

is met. Assuming such threshold is met, 

customers taking Standard Service Offer 

2009 bffilngs through December 2010 billings. 
j 

one year periods, at its sole discretion. 
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fOE.TE.CEIl 

Akron, Ohio 

Company 

P.U.C.O. No. 

Origins^ Sheet 

Page of. 

RIDER HPS 
Optional Hourly Pricing Service Rider I 

APPLICABILITY; 

This Optional Houriy Pricing Program ("Program") rider is available to any customer that takes electric service 
under the Company's Rate Schedules RS. GS, GP, GSU or GT. If such cwstomer does not take generation 
sen/ice from a certified retail electric service provider, and the Program Threstpold (defined below) is met. 

RATES: 

Customers participating in the Program shall pay all other charges under any other rate schedules applicable to 
a customer's service, except that Customer shali not pay the charges for gerjeratlon set forth m the Company's 
Rider GEN and. Instead, shall pay the following charges for such generation service: 

Market Priced Enerov f'MPE") Charoe: 

The MPE Charge shall be charged for each kWh consumed by the customer;with such charge being calculated 
as follows: 

n 
MPE= 5:(kWh,xMPt) 

t=1 

Where: 

kWht - Customer's actual kWh usage in hour t 

MPt = KLMPt X (1 y (1 - LAF)) + MF) X [1/(1 - CAT)] j 

Where: 

LMP= The final Day Ahead Locational Marginal Price, as defined and specified by the Midwest 
Independent Transmission System Operator, Inc. ("MISO") |at the Commercial Pricing Node 
"FESR" (or Its equivalent) durkig the applicable hour. 

MF= $_ _, and represents Miscellaneous Fees approved by th^ Commission. 

l_AF » Loss Adjustment Factor, for distrlbutfon line tosses 
0% for service voltages of 69kV or greater 
0.1% for sorvrce voltages of 23 kV or greater up to but not Including 69kV 
2>91% for service voltages of 2.4 kV or greater up to but not including 23kV 
6.28% for service voltages less than 2.4 kV 

t w An hour in the billing period 

n - Total number of hours in the billing period 

Houriy Pricing Service Reconciliation Charge: $X.XXXXX perkWh 

Filed pursuant to Order dated , in Case No. G7-XXX-EL-ATA. before 

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Etiective: January , 2009 
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fOE. TE. CEII Company Original Sheet _ 

Akron, Ohio P.U.C.O. No. \ Page_of__ 
I 

RIDER HPS 
Optional Hourly Prioma Service Rider 

OTHER T E R M S : | 

A. Program Contract 

Customers taking sen/ice under this optional rider shall execute the Compan/s standard Program 
contract, 

B. Metering 
The customer must arrange for Interval metering consistent with the Company's Miscellaneous Charges, 
Rate Schedule 75. 

C. Customer Notice 

The responsibility for receiving hourly market prices and respondlrjg accordingly lies solely with the 
customer. ; 

D- Prt>gram Threshold 

The Program and this Rider shali remain in effect only if customers with an aggregate minimum houriy 
measured load of no less than five megawatts participate. Measured ioad will be determined at the lime 
that a customer applies for generation service under this rider and 'shall be based on the customer's 
maximum historic load during the previous twelve months, if available. Otherwise, such load shall be 
determined based on the customer's standard load profile. 

If the Rider is suspended for failure to meet the above Program Threshold for six consecutive months, 
the Company may, within its sole discretion, tomiinate the Program! upon thirty days advance written 
notice. I 

i 
F . T e r m i 

This rider shall take effect on the earlier of the issuance of bills in Jariuary, 2009» or the month after the 
Program Threshold described above is met. Except as otherwise provided, this rider shall remain in 
effect through the issuance of bills in December, 2010, unless the Company, in its sole discretion. 
chooses to extend the Program and Hder for subsequent annual 
extension shall be for a pertod no greater than one year, and must be 
than January 2 of the year In which this rider is scheduled to expire. 

periods. Any such request for 
filed with the Commission no later 

A customer may terminate its partic^alion in the Program at any time upon twelve months advance 
written notice. I 

Filed pursuant to Order dated . in Case No. 07-XXX-EL-ATA. before 
i 

The Publfc LftlHties Commission of Ohio 
Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Prea'dent Effective: January _ . 2009 
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RJDERRAR 
Reasonable Arrangement Rider 

The Conftpany reserves the light to revise this rvder consistent with the Comrnlssion's final rules which 
may include modincation or deletion of all or portions of this Rkler. i 

j 

AVA^LAJmiWr: 
j 

Available to sny customer who receives electric service imder the Company's Generation Service Rider 
(GEN) or the Maricet Rate Provlfilon of the Power Supply Resen/ation Rider (PSR) and under GS, OP, 
GSU, or GTtarfffs, excluding customers either 1) taking service under a ufkique arrangement (special 
contract) 2) taking service under the Company's Economic Development Rider 4a; or 3) avoiding DSEt 
charges or DSE2 charges pursuant to the Company's Demand Side Management and Energy Efficiency 
Rider 9>SE). 

QUAURCATTON; | 

Upon approval by the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, a customer may qualify under any o m oi the 
foflowlng tfiree sub-sections of this QuaUflcatfon sec^an: 1) Mew or Expandirlg Facilities; 2} Retention of 
Existing Facilities; or 3) Energy Efficiency Produdlon Faculties. Qualr^catlon ^nd verlficati^xi on an annual 
basis is required, subject to (he Failure to Comply sectfon of this rkler. 

Hew or Expamiina FadlHtea 

Each customer applying for ser^n'ce under this Rider as a new or expanding facility must be cun^nt 
with pa^nents to the Company for alt accounts the customer has vA\h th^ Cc^pany and must meet 
all oiterta set forth In all paragraphs (a) through (h) below and must si^mtt to the CcHDpany venfiabte 
Information, pursuant to the Standard Applteatlon Form, detailing how th^ criteria are met, and must 
provide the Company an afndavit from a company official as to the veradty of the information 
provided. 

a) Eiigtbie projects must be for non-retail purposes. 
b) At least twenty-five new. full-time jobs must be created withhi three ybars of Initial operations. 
c) The average houHy base wage rate of the new, full-time jobs must i>^ at least one hundred fifty 

percent of federal mlnimuni wage. 
d) The project must have a fixed asset investment in land, building, machinery / eqidpment. and 

InfrasiructufB cff at least five hundred thousand dollars. \ 
e) The applicant nousl demonstrate financial viability. 
f) The applicant nnust identify local (city, county), state, or federal support in the form of tax 

abatements or credits, jobs prt^rams, or other incwittves. 
g) The applicant must idenfily patenttal secondary and tertiary benefits resulting from its project 

Including, but not limited to. local/slate tax doflars and related emplo^ntent or busirtess 
opportunities resulting from the location of the tacSlty. 

h) The applicar^t must agree to maintain opsratfons at the project site ft^r at least tw^ce the term of 
the incentives. 

Rfed pursuant to Order dated , in Case No, 08-XXX-EL-SSO, before 
The PutHic Utlilfies Commisston of Ohio i 

Issued by: Amihony J. Alexander, President I Effective: Januery 1,2009 
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I^IDSRRAR 

Retention of gxistlrw Facilities 
i 

Each custonter applying for sen/Ice under this Rider for retention of an ^)dsting facility must be 
Gun'ent with payn^nts to the Company for alt accounts the custonter has with the Company, nriust 
meet all criteria set forth in alt paragraphs (a) through (g) below, nnjst submit to the Company 
verifiak^e Infjormatlon, pursuant to the Standard Application Form, detailing how the criteria are met 
and must provide the Company an affidavit fir<^ a company otficidt as to the veracity of the 
information provided. 

a) Eligible ratenSonmust bs fornon-retail purposes. 
b) The number of full-time jobs to be retained must be at least twenty-fjve. 
c) The average billing load (in Idlowatts to be retained) must be at least two huncfred fifty kilowatts. 
d) The electfk%-intensify of the operations (i.e., the ratio of the cost of electricity to the total 

operational expenses) nuist ba at least ten percent. | 
e) The customer must denwnstrate that the cost ot elerfrlcity Is a "major fector in its decision to 

cease, reduce, or relocate its facilitfes to an out-of-state site. In-stald relocations are not eligible. 
if Ihe customer has the potential to reiocate to an out-of-state site, the 5ite(s) must be Identified, 
along with the expected costs of electricity af the site($) and the expkited costs of c^er 
significant expenses including, but not limited to, labor and taxes. 

f} The customer must identify any other local, state, or federal ass is tar^ sought and / or received 
in order to maintain its current operations. | 

g) The customer must agree to nFtaintain its cun^enl operations for the t^mr) of the incentives. 

mprm 6ff?ff^9Y Pr9<<wti9y ^^^m^^ 

Each customer applying for service under this Rider as an Energy Efficiency Production Facility must 
be current with p a r e n t s to the Company for all accounts the customer has with the Company, must 
meet alt criteria set for^ In all paragraphs (a} through (h) below, must submit to the Company 
verifiable infonnation, pursuant to the Standard Application Form, detaSipg how the cifteria are met 
and must provide the Company an affidavit from a company official as to the veracity of the 
information Fnx>vided. 

a) The customer must be an Energy Efficiency Induct ion Facility. An Energy EfTtaency Production 
Facility Is defined as any customer that meuii^ctures or assembles i^roducts that promote ^ e 
more efficient use of enerigy (Le., tncrease the ratio of energy end use services) (i.e., heat, light 
and drive power) derived fmm a device or process to energy Inputs r^ecessary to derive such end 
use sendees as compared witii other devices or processes that are commonly installed to derive 
the same energy use services; or, any customer that ntanufacturas, assen^las or distributes 
products that are used In the productior> of dean, renewable energy.! 

b) At least ten new, tull-tlnrte Jobs must ba created wfmin three years of Initial operations. 
c) The average houriy base wage rate of the new, fulMime Jobs must be at least one hundred ftfty 

per cent of federal minimum wage. 
d) The load of the Energy Bfidency Production Facility must be no m o ^ than one thousand 

kilowatts. 
e) The project must have a fixed asset Investment In land, building, machinery / equipment, and 

infrastructure of at least two tiundrad flfly thousand dollars. 
f) The appl lc^t must demonstrate financial viability. 
g) The applicant must Identify bcal (dty, county), s t^e, or fiadaral suppprt In the form of tax 

E^tements or o ^ ^ , jobs progranns, or other incentives. 

Filed purauanl to Order dated .in Caae No. 08-XXJC-̂ L-SSO. before 
The Public Utilities Comm^Gion of Ohio 

Issued by; Anthony J. ̂ exander. Pmsidont Effective: Januery 1,2009 
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RIDER RAR 

h) The applicant must agree to maintain operations at the project site f i r at least twice th0 ^rm of 
Ihe incenth/es. 

EWpRGY EFFICIENCY REQUIREMENT: 
I 

To qualify for this Rldar, the customer shall provide sufficient data to mustrat̂  that it tias reduced its 
electricity or energy consumption per unit of production {for mamjSeclurJng fj^llittes) or as an overall 
smnual reduction in energy consumption (for all other facilities), compared tohistoricai usage. The historic 
usage used in this detem^natlon shall not change during Ihe period the customer takes service under this 
Rider. T îe exteni of such reductbn shall be a minimum of 0.3% for service in 20C t̂ 0.8% for service in 
2010 and 1.5% for series in 2011,2.3% for sendee in 2012 and 3.2% for sejvice in 2013. 

APPUCATiON: 

The Connpany shall provide the customer an application ibmrr ("Standard Application Form") upon 
request t ^ the customer. The customer must complete a Standard Application Fomrt in order to bs 
considered for acceptance for service und^ this l̂ ider. 

Any approved application tiy the Company ehaR supersede and replace any prior appllcatbn approved by 
the Company Ibr the same customer ̂ dlity, which shall serve to void any prior convnitment by the 
Company under this Rider for service to that ^cility. 

BASE AMD IWCREMEMTAL USAGE; 
j 

Customers must maintain Base Usage, as defined below and as detemnined by tiie Company, in order to 
qualify for incentives as provided for under the Rider. Failure to maintain Base Usage at any point 
constitutes a failure to comply and the Company shaH charge the customer for all or part of the incent'tves 
previously provided by the Company, which the customer shali thus be obligated to pay. 

! 
Base Usage for customers qualifying for service under this F d̂er as a N^w or Expanding Facllify shall 
equal the amount of kWh determined by the Company to represent usag^ oocurdng prior to Ihs 
ef^cts of Ihe project, based on historical usage. Increnoental Usage for such customers shali equal 
all icWh m excess of Base Usage. Base Usage sha^ not change once apibroved. 

i 

Retentton of Exlfttjua FacillHea 

Base Usage for customers qualifying for sen/ice under this Rider for Retention of Existing Facilities 
shall equal ihe amount of kWh determined by the CcKnpany to represent usage not part of Ihe 
customer's plan to cease, reduce, or relocats Its facilities to an out-of^tate site, based on historical 
usage, incremental Usage for such customers s^all equal all kV^ in excess of Base Usage. Base 
Usage shall not change once approved. ; 

Filed pursuant io Cider dated , in Case No. 08-XXX-EL-SSO. before 

The Public UtiKtiss Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Presidenl Cffdctlve: Januaty 1,2009 



PropoBed Tariff Schedutes 2009 „ ̂ °^^?t,̂  
^ ^ Page 65 oJ 374 

Schedule 3a 
Page 65 of 103 

Original Sheet 85 Ohio Edison Con^jany 
Akron, Oi^o P.U.aO. No. 11 \ P^e4of4 

RIDER RAR 
Reasonable Arranaemertt Rider 

Erwrov Efficiencv Production t=acilifclBft 

Base Usage for customers qualifying for service under this Ê 'der as an ̂ r g y Efficiency Production 
Fadiify shall equal the amount ĉ  kWh determined by the Company ID represent usage not dlractiy a 
part of the produc^n of Bnergy effidency products as defined in this rid^r, based on historical usage, 
incren-iental Usage for such customers shall equal all kWh In excess of Base Usage. Base Usage 
shall not diange once approved. | 

iNCE^mVES; 

The level of Incentives associated with this Rider shati be determined as partjof The Public UtHlties 
Comn^ssion of Ohio's review and approval of the application filed pursuant t6 this Rider. Such incenSve 
shall be appNcable for each of the thlrfy-sbc consecuUve billing months beginriing as soon as f»actlc^ 
following the date of approval, subject to annual verification as spe< f̂ted elsevvhare in U>is Rider. 

REPORTING REQUiREHEHTS: I 

Customers served under this Rider must submit an annual repoil to the Comĵ arty (Director, Ohio Rales 
and Regulatory Affairs), no later than Aprfl 30^ of each ye^. The format of th$t report shall be Identical to 
the Standard Application Form such that a determination of the corTqjtianca with the eliglbitity criteria can 
be determined. 

I 
The burden of procrfto denwnstrate on-going compliance with this F^der lies With the customer. 

COWFIDENTIAUTY 

Customer infc^nnation provided to demonstrate eligibility und^tt i is Rider shall remain confidential by the 
Company, t^lonetheless, the name and address of customers eligble under this f ^ & r stia9 be public 
irvTonTiatiork. The PUCO shall have access to all customer and Company infcimnation related to service 
provided pursuant to this Rider for periodic and random audits. 

If the customer b^ng provided with service pursuant to this Rider fails to conr^ly with any of the criteria 
for ellglbllify, the Company, after reasonable notice to the customer, shall terminate the an^ngement 
under this rider unless othenvise ordered by the PUCO. 

i 
The Company shall diarge the customer for ail or part of the incentives previpusfy provided by the 
Company, which the customer shall be obligated to pay. | 

DELTA REVEHUE RECOVERYr 

Recovery of the differenoe in revenue from the application of rates in the oth^n/vise appilcable rate 
schedule and this Rider shall tie realized as part of ihe Compan/s Delta Revenue Recovery Rider (DRR) 
and shali be subject to review by the PUCO. To the extant tiiat any action orldetemnination by the PUCO 
results in unrecovered delta revenue through the DRR pursuant to this rider, the Company may terminate 
this arrangement. I 

j 

Ried pursiaant to Order dated • In Case No. 08-XXX-€L-^SO. before 
Tha Public Unties Commia&ion ol Ohio 

Issued by: Anlhony J. Akixander. Preaident Effective: Janusvy 1,2009 
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RIDER GEN 
Generatiott Service Rider 

APPUCA8IUTY; 

Appilcable to any customer who receives electric generation seivice under 9̂ e Company's Rate 
Sdiedules, except as provided in the Power Supply Reservation Rider (PSF )̂. The following Generation 
Service Rider (GEN) charges will apply, by Rata Schedule, effective for service rendered beginning 
January 1, :^09, for aH kWhs per kWh. induded in the amounts shown beMw ts a minimum d^ault 
sen/ice charge in the amount of one cent per l ^ h payable by all customers regardless of whether the 
customer taice^ electric generation service from a certified supplier. Therefore. vMe this Rider is 
avoidable for customers for the period that the custonner tattas etecArIc generiatlon service from a c^tfied 
supplier, those customers Vkill pay the minimum default service charge in th^ same amouni through the 
application of the M&ilmum Default Service Rider (MDS). i 

RATE: 

RS 
First 500 id^hs. perkWh 
AH excess kWhs. per kWh 

GS 
GP 
GSU 
GT 
STL 
TRF 
POL 

Summer and winter periods will be consistent with the Company's Qectric Service Regulations, 
Section Vl.l. ! 

Summer 

6.09875̂  
9,09870 
8.57370 
8^760(t 
8.04290 
8.03530 
8.57370 
8.57370 
8.57370 

Winter 

7,34740 
7.34740 
7.34740 
7.09230 
6.89260 
6.88610 
7.3474^ 
7.34740 
7.34740 

TIME-OF-DAY OPTIOW: | 

For customers with the appropriate qualifying time-of-day metering and who elect to be served under the 
Tlme-Of-Day Option, the charge by Rate Schedule will be as shown below, f6r all IcWhs. per f(Wh: 

RS 
GS 
GP 
GSU 
GT 

Qn-Peafc 

11,67720 
11.67720 
11.27180 
10.95430 
10.94400 

5.81140 

5.81140 

5.60^0 

5.45160 

5.44650 

Winter 
On-PeaH Off-Peak 

9.80050 
9.6^50 
9.26720 
g.00620 
8.99770 

5.40650 
5.40650 
5.21880 
5.07180 
5.06700 

On-Peak time shall be 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST, MorxJay through Friday^ 
Hoffdays are defined as New Year's Day, IMemorial Day, Independence IDay, 
Day, and Chrls^as Day. Off-Peak shall be all otiier hours. 

excluding holidays. 
Labor Day, Thanksgiving 

FIted pureuant to Order dated , in Case No. 08-XXX-EL-SSO, before 

ThB Public Utililies Commissicm of Ohio 

Is&ufid by: Anttiony J. Alexander, Pre^dent Effective: January 1,2009 
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APPLICABILnY: 

This Economic Load Response Program f^dw ("Program") is availabie to 
the Company^ general eervice tariffe served at prinrtary voltages or 
customer meets all of the fOllowlr^ five conditions at tiie lime of initiation 
on a continuing basis thereafter (i) ihe customer took service under the 
forth below a& of July 31,2006; (H) Ihe customer can successfully 
reduce its Instantaneous measured load to a pre-established contract Firm 
wHhin ten minutes of notiftcation provided tyy tfie Company without the neecl 
may intend to use a generator to reduce its usage to below its Fimt Load, 
start, the customer must etfH reduce Its usage to or betow it& Firm Load 
its usage to or below ite Firm Ijoad shall result in the consequences listed in 
Event Section herein; (ill) the customer executes the Company'& standard 
customer i» takbig generation service from the Conipany under the 
(v) the customer is not partldpatir^ in any clher load cuctaitm^t program, 
demand response program offered tiy.the Midwest Independent Transmission 
("MISO") or any other Independent syetam operator. 

customers taking service under 
higher yoltages provided that the 

I under this Rider and 
Compan/s irtterruptible tariffs eet 

demonstipte to the Company that it can 
Load (as defined betow) 
of a generator. A customer 
if the generator does not 

Failure of a customer to reduce 
the Bnergency Curtailment 

Program contract: pv) the 
General ion Sendee Rider (GEN); and 

ificludtng without Mtation a 
System Operator, Inc. 

but 

Interruptible Rider- General Service Large and Hgh Use Manufacturing 
Interruptible R^er- Metaf MeWng Load 
Interruptible Rider- incremental Inteniiptible Service 

RATES: 

In addition to any other charges urtder any other rate schedules applicable 
customera paHicipating In the Pro^^m shall also pay the charges and 

Charges! 

i=>ragram Adrr^nlslrative Charge: 

EBT Charge: 

During an Economic Buy Through Option Event (as defined belî w) 
customer's ac^al measured load that exceeds its pre-established 
and alt hoar^ during such event ahatl be assessed an EBT Chafge, 
each hour of the event as follows: 

Red pureuant to Ordar d^ed. . In Casft No, Oa-X?<X-EL-SSO. befora 

The Public Ut&ItiQs Commission of OUki 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Prasldent 

Original Sheet No. 73 
Original Sheet No. 74 
Original Sheet No. 75 

^ customer'aeewioe, 
receWe tiw credit set forth below: 

$160.00 par month 

, the portion of the 
contract Firm Load for any 
v^ich is calculated for 

Eflectivd: Januaryl,200d 
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RIDER ELR 
E~onomic Load Reswnse Pronram Rider 

E6T = (AL x MPD) x (1 + tAF) x ([11(1- CAT)] 

Where: 

AL = the customer's adual hourly load durlng en Economic Buy Through Option Event 
that exceeds the customer's preestablished contract Firm Load. 

MPD = the market prlce dH?erenUal. whlch shall be calmfated by fwWr8ctlng the 
customer's dhenvise applicable tdal generatjon related per kilowatchour 
charges set forth in the Company's larifk fmm the MISO day ahead LMP for the 
period h't which the Economic Buy Through Option Event occurred for each hour 
that results In a MPD nrealer than zero. 

MIS0 LMP Is the final Day Ahead Locatlcmal Marginal Prim as defined and 
specified by MISO at the Commerdal Pricing Node 'FESR (or Its equivalent) 
during the applicable hour(6). 

CAT = the Commercial Activity Tax rate (In decimal form) as established in s751.02 of 
the Ohio Revised Code. 

LAF = Loss Adjustment Factor 
3.D% for primary voltages 
0.1 % for subtransmission voltages 
0.0% for transmission voltages 

ECE Charge: 

During an Emergency Curtailment Event (as defined below), the pwb'on of the customer's 
actual measured load that exceeds its pre-established contract F i n  Load for any hour durlng 
such event shalf be assessed an ECE Charge whlch is calculated for each hour of the event 
as follows: 

ECE a: (AL x M IS0 LMP x 300%) x {I + LAF) x ([?/(I GAT)] 

FlW pursuant to Order dated , in Caee No. 08->00(-ELSSO, before 

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, Pmddent Eifectiue: January 1,2009 
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RIDER ELR | ^ 
pfionomic Load Response Program Rider I 

i 

F. Notification 

Customers served under Uiis Rider shall be pitwided notification of Eoonorr^ Buy Through 
Option Events and Emergency Curtailment Evertts by the CompanyL Custonwns shal̂  be provided 
clock times of the beglnrdng and erujir^ of these events, except thej Emergency Curt^lment 
Event notification may t>e stated such that customers must curtail their actual measured toad to 
Rs Flmn Load in 10 minutes from the time the notification is Issued. F%ece t̂ of curtailntent 
notifications shall be the sole responsibility of the customer. 

Notification of an InteniipHon Economic Buy Through Option B/erti ^nd Emergency Curtailment 
Event consists of an electronic meesage issued by the Company to |a device or devices such as 
tetephone, fecsimlle. peger or email, selected and pn^vlded by the customer and approved by the 
Comparty. Two-way information capability shaB be mcorporated by the Conf^ny and the 
customer in order to provide confirmation of receipt of notification m^sages. Operation, 
maintenance and functionality of such communication devices selected by the customer shaH be 
the sole responsiblil^ of the customer. | 

G. T&rm i 

This rider shall becon>e effective for service rendered in January 2069, and shaB expire wifii 
service rendered through December 31st, 2011. 

A customer may tern^nate its participation \r\ the Program upon no less than twelve (12) months 
advance writlen notice to the Company. E x c ^ a s othenvise provided in this rider, a qu^l^ing 
customer may return to tiie Program at any tbne after a hiatus from the Prc^ram Of at least one 
(1)year. | ^ 

H. CQi>(8tlor>s 

Payment by the customer of alt charges herein is a condition of seryice under this Economic 
Load IResponse Prc^ram Rider. 

Rted pursuant to Ordar dated , In Case No. 08-X){X-EL-SSO. before 
Tha PubSc UbStlss Commission of Oltio 

iBSuadby: Anthony J. Afeocander. President Bfective: January 1.2009 
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RIDER ELR 
Economic Load Rehouse Proaram Rlde^ 

ADDENDUM TO THE CONTRACT FOR ELECTRIC SERVICE 

This Addertdum, effective 20 establishes the foltowing|addilional terms and 
conditions that are to ba part of the Contract for Eledric Sen^lce, dated _ j for the 
Custom^" premises at. (the "Sen^ice Contract"). 

1. Customer has elected to partidpale fn the Company's Economic Load Response Program 
("Program") set forth in Company^ Economic Load Response Program Rider included In Company's 
standard Tariff, P.U.C.O. No. 11 (TarifT), as amended frcmi time to l i n ^ (h^^nafter "ELR rider**). 
Customer acKnowtedges tfiat the tem7s and conditions of the Program are supplemental to, and do 
not replace, those set forth in the rats schedules and riders identified in the Sen/ice Contract. 

2. For pwposes of parfidpating in the Program, Customer's Firm Load, as that term is defined in the 
ELR rider, shall be . This Firm Load may be altered, consistent with tha terms of 
the ELR rider. 

3. if applicable, the execulbn of the Service Contract and this Addendum jsupersedes the terms and 
condltlcHis of any other Inteiruptible or curtailment program under Vkrhicfi Customer takes service al 
Ihe time of executing this Addendum, rendering any tonus and conditiohs of any such program null 
and void. 

! 
4. This Addendum (but not the Sen/ice Contract) shall automatically terminate if Customer no longer 

tatces service under the ELR rider, or if the ELR rider terminates consistent \ K ^ Its terms. 
i 

Ohio Etflscm Company \ 
(Company) (Custonner) 

By: 

Its: 

On: 

By: 

Its: 

On: 

Red pursuant to Order dated in Case No. 08-XXX-EL-SSO« befbre 

The Pitolic Utlfities Commisaion of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President EffectfvB: January 1,2009 
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RIDER OLR ^ 
Ootionai Load ResMtftse Prooram Rider I 

APPUCASILnY; 
i 

This Optional Load Response Program Rider {"Program") Is available to any customer taking service 
under the Company's general s^vics tariffs served at primary voltages or Higher voltages provided that 
the customer meets all of the loltowing five conditions at the time of In^iaSop of service under this l^der 
artd on a continuing basis thereafter (1) the customer has at least one megawatt of ReaJizable Curtalial:>le 
Load ("RCL"); (ii) the customer can successfully denrionstrate to Ihe C o n ^ n y that it can reduce its 
instantaneous measured load to a pre-established contract Fimi Load (as <^efined telow) ^ th in ten 
minutes of noSflcation pnDvlded by the Con^any without the need of a generator. A customer may Intend 
to use a generator Io reduce its usage to below its Rrm Load, but if the geherator does not start, the 
customs must still reduce its usage to or below Its Firm Load. F a ^ i ^ of a icusfomer to reduce its usage 
to or below its Finn Load shall result in the consequences fisted in the Emeffgency Curtcdlm^t Event 
Section herein; (111) the customer eoceaites the Compan/s starKlant Prograhi contract;, and 0v) the 
customer Is taking genei^tion service from Ihe Company under the Qenerdtion Service Rkf^ (OEM) or 
the Market Rate Provision of the Power Supply Reservation Rider (PSR); (v) the customer is not 
parttefpating in any c^ar load cur ta i im^ program, including without limitation a demand response 
program offered by tiie Mtelwest Independent Transmission System Operator, Ina fMlSO*) or any other 
Independent systeHin operator. This iHider is not applied to customers during ine period the customer 
takes electric generation service from a ceriifled supplier. 

j 
i 

RATES: 
! 

in addition to any other charges under any other rate schedules applicable to customer's senrice, 
customers participating in the Program shali also pay the charges and receive the credit set forth below: 

Charges: 

Program Adndnistrative Charge: | $150.00 per month 

ECE Charge: 

During an Emergency Curtailment Event [as defined below), this portion of the cusionrier's 
actud measured load that exceeds its pre-establislied corttracti Firm Load for any and ail 
hours during such event shall be assessed an ECE Charge vi^ch is calculated for each hour 
of the event as foBows: 

i • 

ECR = (M.X MISO LMP x 300%) x (1 + LAF) x OI/fl-CAtf)] 
Where: 

i ! 
AL s the customer^ adual hourly load during an Emergency Event that exceeds the 

customer^ pre-established contract Rmi Load. 
i 

MISO LMP is the final Day Ahead Locational Marginal Price as defined and 
spedfied by MISO at the Commerdal Pricing Node "FESR" (or Its equivalent) 
during the applicable hour(s). 

i 

CAT = the Commercial Activity Tax rate (in decimai form} ^s established in §575t.02 of 
the Ohio Revised Code. 

Filed punsuent to Order dated , in Caae No. Case Na OS-XXX-EL-SSO, tiefbre 

The PubTiG UtiRUee Conrmniseton of Ohio 

Issued by: Anthony X Alexander, President | Effectlva: January 1,2009 
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RIDER OLR 
Optional Load Response Program Rtdgr i 

LAF ^ Loss Adjuetm^it Factor 
3.0% for prlnrmry voltages I 
0.1% for subtransmission voltages 
D.0% for transn^tisslon voltages | 

i 

Prooram C m d f t r P C h 

Customers talcing service under tNs Rider siiall receive a monthly Program Credit which shali be 
calculated as follows: I 

PC RCL X $1.95/kW/month 

Where: 
1 

RCL is the predetermined realizable curtailable load, which sh^ll be calcufated by the 
Company once per year for each customer by subtracting the cMstomar's contract Rrm Load 
from its Average Houdy Demand ("AHD"). For purposes of thts| Rider, the AHD shait be the 
greater of 1) customer's average load during the hours of notyn jto 6:00 pm EDT on non-
holiday weekdays during the months of June frirough August, excluding actual hours of any 
Emergency Cuitailment Events occuning during the preceding 12 month period. The RCL 
shall not exceed the amount of a customer's bitling demand In W:ess of the contracted Firm 
Load on a monthly basis. The cuslc»ner shall be provided writlc^n notice each year by tha 
Company of the value of the RCL at feast thlr^ (30) days in advance of ttie ef^ctlve date of 
Ihe RCL I 

i 

A. RrniLoad 
j 

For purpc^es of this Rider, "Firm Load** shaN be that portion of a customer's electric load that i$ 
not sut){ect to curtailment. A customer may raque^ a rechic^on to lis contract Firm load no more 
than CHice In any twelve noonth peiiod. The Rrm Load may be reduced to the extent that such 
reduction Is consistent v M other terms and conditions set forth in tfliis Rider. Any such change in 
Firm Load shall be applied beginrting with the customer's January bill lmrr>edfately following the 
year in which the charige hais been approved by the Company. pro\^ed that advance written 
request is provided to the Compar>y no less than tt^rty (30) days prl^r to the effective billing 
month of the change. The Company may increase the Rrm Load atjany time if the Company, at 
its sole discretion, determines the Firm Load is at a level that the customer falls to demonstrate 
that they can reach. The Company shall prorrq>tly notify the customer of w y such change. 

i 
B. Load Response Proaram COTriract 

I 

CustomerB talcing service under this optional rider shall execute the' Company's standard 
Program contract which, arnong other things, will establish the Custpmer's Finn Load. 

j 
C. Metering | 

j 
The customer must arrange for interval metering consistent with the Company's Miscellaneous 
Charges, Tariff Sheet 75. 

Filed pureuant to Order dated. , lr> Case No. Caee No. 08-XX)C-GL-SSO, betee 

The Public Iftilftles Commls^on oT Ohio 

issued by: Anthony J. Atexender. President Effectlva: Januery 1,20t)g 
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RIDER OLR 
Qpttonat Load Response Program Rider 

D. Emaroencv Curtailment Event | 

Upon no less than ten minutes advance notification provided t ^ thej Company, a customer taidng 
service urvier this rider must curtail all toad stoove Its F t a Load during an Bnergency 
Curtailment Evertt consistent with the Company's instructions. For purposes of this rider, an 
Emergency Curtailment Event shall be one In wltich tiie Company, a rs^onal transmission 
organization and/or a transmission operator determines, In its r e s p ^ v e sole discretion, that an 
emergency situation exists that may jeopardia:e the Integrity of elthejr tf>e distribution or 
transmission system in the area. 

During the entire period of an Emergency Curtailment Event, the customer's actual measured 
load must rennain af or below its Firm Load with such load being measured every dock half hour. 
A customer^ actual measured load shaH be determined using the greater of the customer's 
highest lagging kVa or highest kW during the Emergency Curtailment Event. 

i 
If at any time during the Emergency Curtailment Event a customer's actual measured load 
exceeds Its contract Firm Load, the Company may disconnect the 4istomer from the 
transmission system for the duration of the Em^gency Curtailment EvenL at the customer's 
expense. The CcMY^any «hall rwt be liable for any direct or indirect costs, losses, expenses, or 
other damages, special or otherwise, ir)cluding, without limitation, lobt profits that arise firom such 
disconnection. j 

If at any Hme during the Emergency Curtailment Event a customer'^ adual measured load 
exceeds 110% of its Rrm Load, the customer shall be subject to all four (4) of the following: (i) 
fbrfeit its Program Credit for the mon^ lr> which tf^ Emergency Curiattment Event occurred; 01} 
pay the ECE Charge set forth in the Ral% section of this Rider; (iii); pay the sum of all Program 
Credite received by the customer under the Program durirtg the Imn^ate ly precedir^ twelve 
billing montis virhich sh^l include credits from tNs l^der and Ihe Generation and Economic 
Devalopent Credit Rider; and (Iv) the Company's right, at its sole discretion, to renrave the 
customer from ihe Program for a minimum of 12 montfis. j 

! 
If at any time during the Emergency Curtailment Event a customei'^ actual measured bad is 
greater than 100% and less than or e i ^ l to 110% of Hs Finn Load during the Eniergency 
Curtailment Event» the customer shall forfeit its Program Credit for the month in which the 
Emergency Curtailment Event occun-ed and shaB pay ^ e ECE Charge set forth in the Rates 
section ĉ  this Rider. I 

i 
In the event of any conflict between the terms and conditicffis set forth in this rider and o t h ^ 
service reliabifity taquirements and/or obligations of the Cmnpany, the latter shall prevail. 

E. Notfflcatton 
I 

Customers served under this Rider shall ba provklad rKitification En^ergency Curtailment Events 
by the Cc»ti|;Natr>y. Gustomens shall be provided clock tfmes of the be^mning and ending of these 
events, except the Emergency Curtailment Event notilication may be stated such that customers 
must curtail their actual measured load to its Firm Load ir) 10 minutes from the time the 
notHteation Is issued. Receipt of curtailment notifications shall be the sole responsibility of the 
customer. 

Filed pursuant to Order dated , in Case NOL Case k̂>. Q8-XXX-EL-SS0, before 

Ttie Public UUIOies Comrr^ssion of Ohio 

Issued by, An6ionyJ.AIe)carider, PiBsident Efl̂ eĉ 've: Januaiy 1,2009 
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RIDER OLR 
Ootionai Load Response Prooram Rider 

Notification of an Emergency Curtailment Events consists of an electronic message issued by th@ 
Compmiy to a device or devices such as telephone, facsimile, pager or email, selected and 
provided by the customer and approved by ^ Company. Two-way informaUon capability shall 
be incorporated 1 ^ the Ce^npany and the customer In order to pro^^e confirmation of receipt of 
notificalion messages, Operalk>n, maintenance and funcltonaiity o'such cLHumunlcalion devices 
selected by the rajstomer shaK be tiie sole responsibility of the customer. 

F. Tenn 

This rider shall become elfective for service rendered In January 2pOd and shall e^qsire with 
service nerxf^red through 0dC6nr»ber31st 2011. 

A customer may terminate its participation in Ihe Program upon no 
advance written notice to the Company. E x c ^ as otherwise provided 
oistomer may return to the Program at any time afler a hiatus fronn 
(1)year. 

G. Conditions 

Payment by the customer of ail charges herein is a condition of service under th^ Optional Load 
Response Prognam Rider 

less than twelve (12) raonOis 
in this rider, a quali^ing 

the Pn^gram of at least one 

Filed pursuant to Order dated. in Case l<4o. Case No. 68-X>OC-EL*SSO, before 

The Public Utililies Commls^on of Ohk) 

Issued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective: January 1,2009 
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RIDER (nj% 
Optional Load Resoonse Prooranii Rider 

ADDENDUM TO THE CONTRACT FOR ELECTRIC SERVICE 

This Addendum, effective .20_ establishes the foHowing ̂ lUonal tenns and 
conditions that are to be part of the Contract far Hecfrfc Service, dated _. l for ^ e 
Customer premises at ; (the *'Sen/ico ContracT), 

1. Customer has elected to participate in the Company*s Optional Load Respor̂ se Program ("Program") 
set forth In Company's OpKcmal Load Response Progrgmn Rider Indudeij in Con^an/s standard 
Tariff. P.U.C.O. No, 11 ("TarifT), as amended liom time to time (harefeiafter "OLR rider). Customer 
acicnowiedges that the terms and conditions of to Program are suppleniiental to, and do not replace, 
those set forth in the rate schedules and riders IdenfifiBd In the Service Contract. 

2. For purposes of participating In the Program, Customar's Firm Load, as 
OLR rider, shall be ,. This Firm Load may be altera^, 
the OLR rider. 

that temn is defined in the 
consistent ŷ lth the terms of 

3. If applicable, the execuSon of the Service Contract and this Addendum supersedes the terms and 
conditions of any other Intemiptible or curtailment program under v^lch Customer tatces service at 
the time of executing ^ is Addendum, rendering any terms and conditioTts of any such program null 
and void. | 

4. This Addendum (but rK>t the Sen îoe Contract) shall automatically termli^te if Customer no longer 
t^es service under the OLR rider, or if the OLR rider temr̂ nates consistent with Its terms. 

Ohio Edison Company 
(Company) (Customer) 

By: 

On: 

By:, 

Its:, 

On: 

Filed pursuant to Order dated in Caee Ma Case No. 08-XXX-EL-8SO, before 

The Putdte UHlllles Commission of Ohio 

by; Anthony J. Alexarxter, President Effiectivd: January 1,2009 
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RIDER EOR 
Econoinliy DevefoPfflent Rider 

*• RftsMentlal Non-Staridard Credit Prgvtsion 

APPUCABILtTY: 
Appiicable to resklentiat customers tal<tng service under ihe Company's Rate Sc^edute RS to wh(<^ 
the Residential Distributbn Credit Rider (ROC) apf^ies. This Residential Non-Standard Credit 
Provision Is not applied to customers during the period the customer takes electric generation service 
trom a certffied supplier. | 

RATE: 
t h e following Residential Nonstandard crecfits are effective Ibr ser\^ce| rendered beginning stenuary 
1,2009, lor all kWhs per i<Wh In excess of 500 kWhs per month which are consumed by the 
customer during the wanler billing periods as defined in the BecArlc Seryice Regulations. Section Vi J.: 

Customer Rate Schedule as of December 31.2006 
'Special Provisione* of Resicbntial Standard Rate Schedule {Original Sheet Ho. 10) 
Residen^l Space Heat^ Rate (Original Sheet No. 11) | 
Re&idential Optionat Tlme^-Day (Origvtal Sheet Mo. 12) | 
Residentiel Oplfonal Contr^led Service Rider (Original Sheet No. 14) 
Re^dential Load Management Rate (Orig^l She^ No. 17) 
Residential Water Heating S^vlce (Original Sheet No, iB) 
Residential Optional Electrically Heated Apartment f^te (Original Sheet No. iff} 

b. IntemiPtlble Credit Provision 

(0.0000)0 
(1.9000)0 
(1.9000)0 
(1.9000)0 
(1.9DCK))0 
(0.0000)0 
(1.9000)0 

APPLICABIUTY: 
Applicable to atf customers who took service under the Compan/e interjruptible tariffe set forth below 
as of Oecember 31,2008 and continue to take service under the Company's Rates Schedules 0P» 
GSU, or GT In conjunction Virtth the Company's Economic Loml Responpa Program Rider (ELR). 
This Interruptible Credit Provision is not applied to customers during the period ^ e custonner takes 
electric generation service from a certHied supplier. I 

lntemjptfl)te Rider - General Service Large and High Use Manufetduring 
intemiptible Rider •̂  Metaf MelUng Load 
IntenuptiUe Rider- IncrenrientQi Intemipt^le SMVICS 

RATE; 
The following interrupt&le credlte vvllt apply, by Rate Schedule, effective 
beginr^ng Januaiy 1,2009 by unit of Realizable Curtailable Load, as defined 

GP (perkW) 

GSUfperkVe) 
GT(perKV6) 

Original Sheet No. 73 
Ori^ne! Sheet No. 74 
Original Sheet No. 75 

for service rend»ed 
inraderELR: 

$(6,050) 
$ (6.050) 
$ (6.050) 

Bled pursuant to Order dated. , kt Case No. 08-XXX-EL-SSO, before 

The Rjblic Utililies Commtesion of Ohio 

tested by: Anthony J. Atexender, President Effec^ve: Januaiy 1,2009 
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RIDER EOR 
Economic Development Rider 

c. Street Lightino <STL> and Traffic LlahHno fTRFI Credit Provlsiori | 

APPLICABILITY: 
Applte^e to any customer taking service under either V̂ e Company's Street Lighting Service (Rate 
STL) or Traffic Lighting Schedule (Rate TRP), This $TL and TRF Credit Provision is not apî led to 
customers during the period the custonrutr takes electric generation service from a certtlied supplier. 

RATS: I 
The lollovî ng STL and TRF credits wilt apply, by Rate Schedule, effiscdye for service rendered 
beglr̂ nlng January 1» 2009, f6r alt l^hs, per RWh; 

STL \ (3.9000)0 
TRF i (2.4000)0 

^ General Setvice * Transmtesion <Rate GTI Provision 

APPLICABIUTY: 
Applicabla Io any customer taking service under the Compan/s General Service -Transmis^n 
(Rate GT). TNs provision Is not avoidable for customers WIK) shc^ with a certifled supplier. 

RATE: I 

The foliowing charge wiii apply, effective for servfce rendered begiiwing January 1,2009: 

GT(perl(Ve) $8,000 

The folbwing credit vnll apply, effective for service rendered beginning January 1,2009: 

GT/rfi*Wb^p*/JcWb) (17402)^ 
ADDtTIONAL PROVISIONS: 
1. The charges under section d. of this Ridar shall be applied to the grater of (i) the measured 

ninthly oni>6aK demand, or (ii) 25% of the measured monthly off-peak demand. IMor^ly on-
peak demand Is defined as the highest thirty (30) minute integrated KVa between the hours of 
6K)0 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. EST, Monday through Friday, excluding hollclays. Holidays are defined 
as New Year's Day, Memorial Day, Independence Day, Labor Day, "pianksgiving Day, and 
Christmas Day. fitonthly off̂ p̂eak den îand is defined as the highest fhirly (30) minute htegrated 
kVa for all other hours. | 

i 
2. For customers not taldng service under Generation S o ^ e Rider (GEN) or the Market Rate 

Provision of the Power Si4>ply Reservation Rider (PSR), the sum of ihe charges and credits 
under section d. of this Rkiar shall not be less the^ zero. ! 

Filed pursuant to Order dated . In Case No. 08-XXX-EL-SSO, before 
The Public iim&$ Commiê on of Ohio 

lesued by: Anthony J. Alexander, President Effective: January 1,2009 
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e. Stancfard Charge Provision 

APPLICABIUTY: i 
Appilcable to any customer that takes electnc service under the Compaf)y*8 Rate Sdiedutes. TNs 
Residmtlal Non-Standard Credit Provision is not avoldabte for cuGtome|rs ̂ o shop w i ^ a certified 
supplier, 

PURPOSE: 
Tha chat^as urMJer section e. of this Rider recover the difference in revenues resulting from the 
application c^ rates in the othervt^e applicable Rate Schedule and the credits in sections a. b. and c. 
of this Rider. I 

j 
RATE: 
The foliowing charges wHl apply* by Rate Schedule, effective for service rendered t>aglnning January 
1,2009, for aO kWhs per IcWh: 

OS 0.4293^ 
GP 0.42930 

RIDER tJPDATES: 
i 

The charges and credits set forth in this Rider shall be updated and reconciled on an annual basis. No 
later than Decemfoer 1st of each year, the Company shall file with the PUCO a request for approval of the 
charges and credits which, unless othenArlse ordered by the PUCO, shall become effective on a service 
rendered basis on January Ist of the following year. 

Filed pursuant to Order dated In Case No. 08-X)CK-EL-SSO, befora 

The FHjblic lititities Commis^on of O t ^ 

issued by: Anthony J. Africander, President Effective: January 1,2009 



APPEIVDIX 

QUALIFICATIONS OF 

DENNIS W . GOINS 



DENNIS W. GOINS 

I 
i 

PRESENT POSITION 
I 

Economic Consultant, Potomac Management Group, Alexandria, Virginia. 

AREAS OF Q U A L I F I C A T I O N 

• Competitive Marlcet Analysis 

• Costing and Pricing Energy-Related Goods and Services 

• Utility Plarming and Operations 

• Litigation Analysis, Strategy Development, Expert Testimony 

PREVIOUS POSmONS 

• Vice President, Hagler, Bailly & Company, Washjngton, DC. 

• Principal, Resource Consuhing Group, Inc., Caml̂ ridge, 
Massachusetts. 

• Senior Associate, Resource Planning Associates, mc, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts. ' 

! 
• Economist, North Carolina Utilities Commission, Raleigh, North 

caroima. 

EDUCATION 
College 

Wake Forest University 

North Carolina State University 

North Carolina State University 

Major 

Economics 

Economics 

Economics 

Degree 

BA 

ME 

PhD 

RELEVANT EXPERIENCE ! 

Dr. Goins specializes in pricing, plarming, 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 requirements, prices, market operations, and transactions, 
developing product pricing strategies, setting rates for energyJrelated products and 
services, and negotiating power supply and natural gas contacts for private and 
public entities. He has participated in more than 100 cases as an expert on 
competitive market issues, utility restructuring, power market planning and 
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operations, utility mergers, rate design, cost of service, and management 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 jAlabama, Arizona, 
Arkansas, Colorado, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Mississippi, Ne^ Jersey, New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tex^s, Utah, Vermont, 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia. He has also prepared ^ expert report on 
behalf of the United States regarding pricing and contract issues in a case before 
the United States Court of Federal Claims. 

PARTICIPATION IN REGULATORY, ADMINISTRATIVE, AND COURT 
PROCEEDINGS 

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

2. Ohio Edison et al,, before the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, Case 
No. 08-935-EL-SSO (2008), on behalf of Nucor St^el Marion, Inc., re 
energy security plan proposal. 

3. Ohio Edison et al., before the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, Case 
No. 08-936-EL-SSO (2008), on behalf of Nucor St^el Marion, Inc., re 
market rate offer proposal, 

i 

4. Entergy Texas, Inc., before the Public Utilities Commission of Texas, PUC 
Docket No. 35269 (2008), on behalf of Texas Cities, re jurisdictional 
allocation of system agreement payments. i 

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

6. Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Cbmmission 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 issues; 

8. Ohio Edison et al., before the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, Case 
No. 07-0551-EL-AIR et al. (2008), on behalf of Nucor ^teel Marion, Inc., re 
cost-of-service and rate design issues. | 



DENNIS W- GOEVS 

9. Appalachian Power Company dba American Electric Power, before the 
Public Service Commission of West Virginia, Case INo. 06-0033-E-CN 
(2007), on behalf of Steel of West Virginia, Inc., re power plant cost 
recovery mechanism. 

10. 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 Limited Partnership. 

I 

11. Arkansas Oklahoma Gas Company, before the Arkansas Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 07-026-U (2007), on behalf of West Central 
Arkansas Gas Consumers, re gas cost-of-service and rate design issues. 

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

13. Potomac Electric Power Company, before the District of Columbia Public 
Service Commission, Formal Case No. 1056 (2007^ on behalf of the 
General Services Administration, re demand-side | management and 
advanced metering programs, 

14. South Carolina Electric & Gas Company, before the Siuth Carolina Public 
Service Commission, Docket No. 2007-229-E (2007), on behalf of CMC 
Steel-SC, re cost-of-service and rate design issues. 

15. Potomac Electric Power Company, before the Maryland Public Service 
Commission, Case No. 9092 (2007), on behalf of tije General Services 
Administration, re retail cost allocation and standby r^te design issues for 
distributed generation resources. 

16. Potomac Electric Power Company, before the District |of Columbia Public 
Service Commission, Formal Case No. 1053 (2007), on behalf of the 
General Services Administration, re retail cost allocatibn and standby rate 
design issues for distributed generation resources. 

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

18. Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Cdmmission of Texas, 
PUC Docket No. 32710/ SOAH Docket No. 473-06-23i)7 (2006), on behalf 
of Texas Cities, re reconciliation of fuel and purchased (jower costs. 

19. Florida Power & Light Company, before the Florida Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 060001-EI (2006), on behalf (if the U.S. Air Force 
(Federal Executive Agencies), re fiiel and purchased power cost recovery. 
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20. Arizona Public Service Company, before the Arizona Corporation 
Commission, Docket No. E-01345A-05-0816 (2006), op behalf of the U.S. 
Air Force (Federal Executive Agencies), re retail cost 
design issues. 

allocation and rate 

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

22. South Carolina Electric & Gas Company, before the Sputh Carolina Public 
Service Commission, Docket No, 2006-2-E (2006), U behalf of CMC 
Steel-SC, re fuel and purchased power cost recovery. 

23. Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Cobmission of Texas, 
PUC Docket No. 31544/ SOAH Docket No. 473-06-00^2 (2006), on behalf 
of Texas Cities, re transition to competition rider. ; 

24. Idaho Power Company, before the Idaho Public Utilities 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. 

25. Alabama Power Company, before the Alabama Public Service Commission, 
Docket No. 18148 (2005), on behalf of SMI Steel-Alabama, re energy cost 
recovery. 

26. 

27. 

Florida Power & Light Company, before the Florida Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 050001-EI (2005), on behalf df the U.S. Air Force 
(Federal Executive Agencies), re fuel and capacity cost recovery. 

Entergy Gulf States Inc., before the Public Utilities Cĉ mmission of Texas, 
PUC Docket No. 31315/ SOAH Docket No. 473-05-8446 (2005), on behalf 
of Texas Cities, re incremental purchased capacity cost rider. 

28. Florida Power & Light Company, before the Florida Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 050045-EI (2005), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force 
(Federal Executive Agencies), re cost-of-service and interruptible rate 
issues. 

29. Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation, before the Arkansas Public 
Service Commission, Docket No. 05-042-U (2005), pn behalf of Nucor 
Steel and Nucor-Yamato Steel, re power plant purchasej 

1 

30. Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation, before the Arkansas Public 
Service Commission, Docket No. 04-141-U (2005), pn behalf of Nucor 
Steel and Nucor-Yamato Steel, re cost-of-service and ra|;e design issues. 

31. Dominion North Carolina Power, before the North Carolina Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. E-22, Sub 412 (2005), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Hertford, re cost-of-service and interruptible rate issues. 
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36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

32, Public Service Company of Colorado, before the Colorado Public Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. 04S-164E (2004), on behalf cjf the U.S. Air Force 
(Federal Executive Agencies), re cost-of-service and interruptible rate 
issues. 

33, CenterPoint Energy Houston Electric, LLC, et al., before the Public Utility 
Commission of Texas, PUC Docket No. 29526 (2004), on behalf of the 
Coalition of Commercial Ratepayers, re stranded cost trixe-up balances. 

34, PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 04-
035-11 (2004), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force (Unitjed States Executive 
Agencies), re time-of-day rate design issues. I 

35, Arizona Public Service Company, before the AHzona Corporation 
Commission, Docket No. E-01345A-03-0347 (2004), 6n behalf of the U.S. 
Air Force (Federal Executive Agencies), re retail cost allocation and rate 
design issues. 

Idaho Power Company, before the Idaho Public Utilities 
No. IPC-E-03-13 (2004), on behalf of the U.S. Department 
(Federal Executive Agencies), re retail cost allocation 

issues. 

Commission, Case 
of Energy 

and rate design 

PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 03-
2035-02 (2004), on behalf of the U.S. Air Force (United States Executive 
Agencies), re retail cost allocation and rate design issues. 

Dominion Virginia Power, before the Virginia 
Commission, Case No. PUE-2000-00285 (2003), on 
(Virginia) Inc., re recovery of fiiel costs. 

State Corporation 
behalf of Chaparral 

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 Commercial Users, re retail 
cost allocation and rate design issues, I 

40. 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. 

41. South Carolina Electric & Gas Company, before the South Carolina Public 
Service Commission, Docket No. 2002-223-E (2002;i, on behalf of SMI 
Steel-SC, re retail cost allocation and rate design issues. 
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42. Montana Power Company, before the First Judicial District Court of 
Montana, Great Falls Tribune et al v. the Montana Public Service 
Commission, Cause No. CDV2001-208 (2002), on behalf of a media 
consortium {Great Falls Tribune, Billings Gazette, Montana Standard, 
Helena Independent Record, Missoulian, Big Sky publishing. Inc. dba 
Bozeman Daily Chronicle, the Montana Newspaper Association, Miles City 
Star, Livingston Enterprise, Yellowstone Public Radio, the Associated 
Press, Inc., and the Montana Broadcasters Association),! re public disclosure 
of allegedly proprietary contract information. 

43. Louisville Gas & Electric et al., before the Kentucky Public Service 
Commission, Administrative Case No. 387 (2001), oh behalf of Gallatin 
Steel Company, re adequacy of generation and transmission capacity in 
Kentucky. 

44. PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service Commissibn, Docket No, 01-
035-01 (2001), on behalf of Nucor Steel, re retail cost allocation and rate 
design issues. 

45. TXU Electric Company, before the Public Utilities Cdmmission of Texas, 
PUC Docket No. 23640/ SOAH Docket No, 473-01-19?2 (2001), on behalf 
of Nucor Steel, re fuel cost recovery. 

46. FPL Group et al., before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Docket No. ECOl-33-000 (2001), on behalf of | Arkansas Electric 
Cooperative Corporation, Inc., re merger-related market power issues. 

47. Entergy Mississippi, Inc., et al., before the Mississippi Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 2000-UA-925 (2001), on behalf of Birmingham 
Steel-Mississippi, re appropriate regulatory conditions for merger approval. 

48. TXU Electric Company, before the Public Utilities Commission of Texas, 
PUC Docket No. 22350/ SOAH Docket No. 473-00-1015 (2000), on behalf 
of Nucor Steel, re unbundled cost of service and rates. 

i 

49. PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service Commission, Docket No. 99-
035-10 (2000), on behalf of Nucor Steel, re using system benefit charges to 
fund demand-side resource investments. 

Arkansas Public Service 
f of Nucor-Yamato 

50. Entergy Arkansas, Inc. et al., before the 
Commission, Docket No. 00-190-U (2000), on beha 
Steel and Nucor Steel-Arkansas, re the development of competitive electric 
power markets in Arkansas. 

51. Entergy Arkansas, Inc. et al,, before the Arkansas Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 00-048-R (2000), on behajf of Nucor-Yamato 
Steel and Nucor Steel-Arkansas, re generic filing requirements and 
guidelines for market power analyses. | 
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! 
52. ScottishPower and PacifiCorp, before the Utah Public Service Commission, 

Docket No, 98-2035-04 (1999), on behalf of Nucdr Steel, re merger 
conditions to protect the public interest. 

53. Dominion Resources, Inc, and Consolidated Natural GM Company, before 
the Virginia State Corporation Commission, Case No. i*UA990020 (1999), 
on behalf of the City of Richmond, re market power arid merger conditions 
to protect the public interest, i 

54. Houston Lighting & Power Company, before the Publiĉ  Utility Commission 
of Texas, Docket No, 18465 (1998) on behalf of the: Texas Commercial 
Customers, re excess earnings and stranded-cost recovery and mitigation. 

55. PJM Interconnection, LLC, before the Federal jEnergy Regulatory 
Commission, Docket No. ER98-1384 (1998) on behalf of Wellsboro 
Electric Company, re pricing low-voltage distribution services. 

56. 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, re 
market power in relevant markets. 

i 

57. GPU Energy, before the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities, Docket No. 
EO97070458 (1997) on behalf of the New Jersey Comriiercial Users Group, 
re unbundled retail rates. | 

I 

58. GPU Energy, before the New Jersey Board of Public iJtilities, Docket No. 
EO97070459 (1997) on behalf of the New Jersey Comrhercial Users Group, 
re stranded costs. I 

59. Public Service Electric and Gas Company, before the lî few Jersey Board of 
Public Utilities, Docket No. EO97070461 (1997) on | behalf of the New 
Jersey Commercial Users Group, re unbundled retail rat^s. 

60. Public Service Electric and Gas Company, before the liJew Jersey Board of 
Public Utilities, Docket No. EO97070462 (1997) onl behalf of the New 
Jersey Commercial Users Group, re stranded costs. 

61. DQE, Inc. and Allegheny Power System, Inc., before the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Docket Nos. ER97-4050-060, ER97-4051-000, 
and EC97-46-000 (1997) on behalf of the Borougli of Chambersburg, 
Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc., and Selected Muriicipalities, re mtu-ket 
power in relevant markets. | 

62. CSW Power Marketing, Inc., before the Federal 
Commission, Docket No.ER97-1238-000 (1997) on behalf of the 

Energy Regulatory 

Transmission Dependent Utility Systems, re market' 
markets. 

power in relevant 
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63. Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation et al., before the New York 
Public Service Commission, Case Nos. 96-E-0891, 964E-0897, 96-E-0898, 
96-E-0900, 96-E-0909 (1997), on behalf of the Retail Cbuncil of New York, 
re stranded-cost recovery. 

64. Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation, supplemental testimony, before 
the New York Public Service Commission, Case No. S6-E-0909 (1997) on 
behalf of the Retail Council of New York, re stranded-c6st recovery. 

65. Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., supjjlemental testimony, 
before the New York Public Service Commission, Case No. 96-E-0897 
(1997) on behalf of the Retail Council of New Yo|-k, re stranded-cost 
recovery. | 

66. New York State Electric & Gas Corporation, supplemental 
before the New York Public Service Commission, Case 
(1997) on behalf of the Retail Council of New York 
recovery. 

testunony. 
No. 96-E-0891 

re stranded-cost 

Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation, supplemental testimony, before the 
New York Public Service Commission, Case No. 96-E-0898 (1997) on 
behalf of the Retail Council of New York, re stranded-cbst recovery. 

Texas Utilities Electric Company, before the Public Utjility Commission of 
Texas, Docket No. 15015 (1996), on behalf of Nucor Steel-Texas, re real-
tune electricity pricing. | 

Central Power and Light Company, before the Public 
Texas, Docket No. 14965 (1996), on behalf of 
Association, re cost of service and rate design. 

Utility Commission of 
the Texas Retailers 

Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolina Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 95-1076-E (1996), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Darlington, re integrated resource planning. 

71. Texas Utilities Electric Company, before the Public Utility Commission of 
Texas, Docket No. 13575 (1995), on behalf of NUcor Steel-Texas, re 
integrated resource planning, DSM options, and real-tinie pricing. 

72, Arkansas Power & Light Company, et al., Notice of 
Section 111 of the Energy Policy Act of 1992, before 
Service Commission, Docket No. 94-342-4 (1995) 
behalf of Nucor-Yamato Steel Company, re integrated 
standards. 

Inquiry to Consider 
the Arkansas Public 

Initial Comments on 
resource plarming 
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73. Arkansas Power & Light Company, et 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), Î eply Comments on 
behalf of Nucor-Yamato Steel Compmiy, re integrated resource planning 
standards. 

74. Arkansas Power & Light Company, et 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), Final Comments on 
behalf of Nucor-Yamato Steel Company, re integrated resource planning 
standards. 

75. South Carolina Pipeline Corporation, before the Sotith Carolina Public 
Service Commission, Docket No. 94-202-G (1995), t>n behalf of Nucor 
Steel, re integrated resource planning and rate caps. 

76. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the United States Court of Federal 
Claims, Gulf States Utilities Company v. the United States, Docket No. 91-
1118C (1994, 1995), on behalf of the United States, r̂  electricity rate and 
contract dispute litigation. I 

77. American Electric Power Corporation, before tHe Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Docket No. ER93-540-000 (|l994), on behalf of 
DC Tie, Inc., re costing and pricing electricity transmission services. 

78. Texas Utilities Electric Company, before the Public Utility Commission of 
Texas, Docket No. 13100 (1994), on behalf of Nucor Steel-Texas, re real­
time electricity pricing. 

i 
79. Carolina Power & Light Company, et al., Proposed Regulation 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. 

80. 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 transportation services. 

I 

81. West Perm Power Company, et 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 generaticn tax, 

82. Carolina Power & Light Company, et al , Prceeeding 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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83. Mountain Fuel Supply Company, before the Public Service Commission of 
Utah, Docket No. 93-057-01 (1993), on behalf of Hucor Steel-Utah, re 
costing and pricing retail natural gas firm, interruptible, and transportation 
services. I 

84. Texas Utilities Electric Company, before the Public Utility Commission of 
Texas, Docket No. 11735 (1993), on behalf of the Texas Retailers 
Association, re retail cost-of-service and rate design. | 

j 

85. Virginia Electric and Power Company, before the Virginia State 
Corporation Commission, Case No, PUE920041 (1993), on behalf of Philip 
Morris USA, re cost of service and retail rate design. 

86. Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolina Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 92-209-E (1992), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Darlmgton. 

87. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisiana Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Rate Design (1992), on behalf of the 
Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 

88. Georgia Power Company, before the Georgia Public SJervice Commission, 
Docket Nos. 4091-U and 4146-U (1992), on behalf of Amicalola Electric 
Membership Corporation. 

89. PacifiCorp, Inc., before the Federal Energy Regulatory (Commission, Docket 
No. EC88-2-007 (1992), on behalf of Nucor Steel-Utah, 

90. South Carolina Pipeline Corporation, before the South Carolina Public 
Service Commission, Docket No, 90-452-G (1991), on behalf of Nucor 
Steel-Darlington. 

91. Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolina Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 91-4-E, 1991 Fall Hearing, on behalf of Nucor 
Steel-Darlington. 

92. Sonat, Inc., and North Carolina Natural Gas Corporatibn, before the North 
Carolina Utilities Commission, Docket No, G-21, Sub ̂ 91 (1991), on behalf 
of Nucor Corporation, Inc. j 

93. Northern States Power Company, before the Mirmesota Public Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. E002/GR-91-001 (1991), on 
Steel-Mirmesota. 

94. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisiana Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase IV-Rate Desjgn (1991), on behalf 
of the Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 

behalf of North Star 

10 
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103, 

104. 

95. Houston Lighting & Power Company, before the Publid Utility Commission 
of Texas, Docket No. 9850 (1990), on behalf of the D^artment of Energy, 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. j 

96. General Services Administration, before the United States General 
Accounting Office, Contract Awm-d Protest (1990), Solicitation No. GS-
00P-AC87-91, Contract No. GS-00D-89-B5D-0032, 6n behalf of Satilla 
Rural Electric Membership Corporation, re cost of service and rate design. 

97. Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolina Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 90-4-E (1990 Fall Hearing), on behalf of Nucor 
Steel-Darlington, re fiiel-cost recovery. j 

98. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisiana Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase Ill-Rate Design (1990), on behalf 
of the Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserjve, re cost of service 
and rate design. 

99. Atlanta Gas Light Company, before the Georgia Pubhc Service 
Commission, Docket No, 3923-U (1990), on behalf of Herbert G. Burris 
and Oglethorpe Power Corporation, re anticompetitive pricing schemes. 

100. Ohio Edison Company, before the Ohio Public Utilities Commission, Case 
No. 89-1001-EL-AIR (1990), on behalf of North Star Steel-Ohio, re cost of 
service and rate design. 

101. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisikna Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase Ill-Cost jof Service/Revenue 
Spread (1989), on behalf of the Department of Energy] Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve. 

102. Northern States Power Company, before the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission, Docket No, E002/GR-89-865 (1989), on 
Steel-Minnesota. 

behalf of North Star 

Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louis^na Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase Ill-Rate Design (1989), on behalf 
of the Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 

Utah Power & Light Comply, before the Utah Public Service Commission, 
Case No. 89-039-10 (1989), on behalf of Nucor Steel̂ Utah and Vulcraft, a 
division of Nucor Steel. | 

105. Soyland Power Cooperative, Inc. v. Central Illiriois Public Service 
Company, Docket No. EL89-30-000 (1989), before 
Regulatory Commission, on behalf of Soyland Power 
wholesale contract pricing provisions 

the Federal Energy 
Cooperative, Inc., re 
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106. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Public Utjlity Commission of 
Texas, Docket No. 8702 (1989), on behalf of the Dei)artment of Energy, 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. j 

107. Houston Lighting and Power Company, before jthe Public Utility 
Commission of Texas, Docket No. 8425 (1989), | on behalf of the 
Department of Energy, Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 

108. Northern 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^s. 

109. Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolina Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 79-7-E, 1988 Fall Hearing, I on behalf of Nucor 
Steel-Darlington, re fuel-cost recovery. | 

i 

110. Potomac Electric Power Company, before the Districti of Columbia Public 
Service Commission, Formal Case No. 869 (1988), on behalf of Peoples 
Drug Stores, Inc., re cost of service and rate design. 

111. Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Cajrolina Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 88-11-E (1988), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Darlington. 

112. Northern States Power Company, before the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. E-002/GR-87-670 (1988), on behalf of the 
Metalcasters of Minnesota. 

113. Ohio Edison Company, before the Ohio Public Utilities Commission, Case 
No. 87-689-EL-AIR (1987), on behalf of North Star Stdel-Ohio, 

114. Carolina Power & Light Company, before the South Carolina Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. 87-7-E (1987), on behalf of Nucor Steel-
Darlington. 

115. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisiana Public Service 
Commission, Docket No. U-17282, Phase I (1987), on behalf of the 
Strategic Petroleum Reserve. 

116. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Public Utility Commission of 
Texas, Docket No, 7195 (1987), on behalf of the 
Reserve. 

Strategic Petroleum 

117, Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, Docket No. ER86-558-006 (1987), on behalf of Sam Raybum 
G&T Cooperative. 

118. Utah Power & Light Company, before the Utah Public ^ervice Commission, 
Case No. 85-035-06 (1986), on behalf of the U,S, Air Force. 
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119. Houston Lighting & Power Company, before the Publicj Utility Commission 
of Texas, Docket No. 6765 (1986), on behalf of the I Strategic Petroleum 
Reserve. 

120. Central Maine Power Company, before the Maipe Public Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. 85-212 (1986), on behalf of tl̂ e U.S. Air Force. 

i 

121. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Public Utility Commission of 
Texas, Docket Nos. 6477 and 6525 (1985), on behalf jof North Star Steel-
Texas. 

122. Ohio Edison Company, before the Ohio Public Utilities Commission, 
Docket No. 84-1359-EL.AIR (1985), on behalf of Norti Star Steel-Ohio, 

123. Utah Power & Light Company, before the Utah Public Service Commission, 
Case No. 84-035-01 (1985), on behalf of the U.S. Air FJ)rce. 

124. Central Vermont Public Service Corporation, before |the Vermont Public 
Service Board, Docket No. 4782 (1984), on behalf jof Central Vermont 
Public Service Corporation. 

125. Gulf States Utilities Company, before the Louisiana Public Service 
Commission, Docket No, U-15641 (1983), on behulf of the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve. 

126. Southwestern Power Administration, before the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, Rate Order SWPA-9 (1982), on behalf of the Department of 
Defense. 

i 
I 

127. Public Service Company of Oklahoma, before ttie Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Docket Nos. ER82-80-000 and ER82-389-000 
(1982), on behalf of the Department of Defense. 

128. Central Maine Power Company, before the Maine Public Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. 80-66 (1981), on behalf of the Commission Staff. 

129. Bangor Hydro-Electric Company, before the Maine Public Utilities 
Commission, Docket No, 80-108 (1981), on behalf of the Commission 
Staff. 

130. Oklahoma Gas & Electric, before the Oklahoma Corporation Commission, 
Docket No. 27275 (1981), on behalf of the Commission Staff. 

131. Green Mountain Power, before the Vermont Public Service Board, Docket 
No. 4418 (1980), on behalf of the PSB Staff. 

132. Williams Pipe Line, before the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Docket No. OR79-1 (1979), on behalf of Mapco, Inc. 

133. Boston Edison Company, before the Massachusetts Department of Public 
Utilities, Docket No. 19494 (1978), on behalf of Boston Edison Company. 
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134. Duke Power Company, before the North Carolina L t̂ilities Commission, 
Docket No. E-7, Sub 173, on behalf of the Commission Staff. 

135. Duke Power Company, before the North Carolina Utilities Commission, 
Docket No. E-lOO, Sub 32, on behalf of the Commissibn Staff. 

136. Virginia Electric & Power Company, before the North Carolina Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. E-22, Sub 203, on behalf] of the Commission 
Staff: I 

137. Virginia Electric & Power Company, before the North Carolina Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. E-22, Sub 170, on behalf of the Commission 
Staff. 

138. Southern Bell Telephone Company, before the Norjth Carolina Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. P-5, Sub 48, on behalf of the Commission Staff, 

I 
139. Western Carolina Telephone Company, before the Nbrth Carolina Utilities 

Commission, Docket No. P-58, Sub 93, on behalf of thp Commission Staff. 

140. Natural Gas Ratemaking, before the North Carolina tJtilities Commission, 
Docket No, G-lOO, Sub 29, on behalf of the Commission Staff. 

i 
141. General Telephone Company of the Southeast, beforp the North Carolina 

Utilities Commission, Docket No. P-19, Sub 163|, on behalf of the 
Commission Staff. I 

142. Carolina Power and Light Company, before the North Carolina Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. E-2, Sub 264, on behalf of the Commission Staff. 

143. Carolina Power and Light Company, before the North Carolina Utilities 
Commission, Docket No. E-2, Sub 297, on behalf of the Commission Staff. 

144. Duke Power Company, et al.. Investigation of Peak-Lo^d Pricing, before the 
North Carolina Utilities Commission, Docket No. E-lpO, Sub 21, on behalf 
of the Commission Staff. | 

145. Investigation of Intrastate Long Distance Rates, befoije the North Carolina 
Utilities Commission, Docket No. P-lOO, Sub 45, on behalf of the 
Commission Staff. 
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