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Srucdesstal-
| don't claim to be knowledgeeabie about either the ESP or the market rale offer that was presented to the

PUCCQ last year. |do recognize that efther plan would Involve competitive bidding, which generally is a
goad thing.

Concerns about the ESP:
May affect other rates, tanffs, and riders

Concems that the ESP benefits big customers at the expense of the little guy — $ 70,000,000 for
Claveland Clinic

Concems that the ESP is a way for First Energy to recover lost revenues from energy
conservation & efficiency programs — FE's Home Energy Analyzer

Represent a 199 home, over-55, all electric community in Strongsville — community is about 20 years old
Forget for the moment:

That this comsmunity has no alternate source of energy, only eleclric

That FE broke their promise to the builder about discounted electric rales
Remember when FE wants to recover iost revenues due to less energy used:

Many in our community have replaced, or will soon replace, heat pumps, rasistive fumaces, hot
water tanks, electric stoves, refrigerators, etc. for more efficient ones to conserve energy.

Many have time-of-day electric meters that encouraged our use of electricity during non-peak
demand time so that FE could avoid high peak crunches. FE discontinued the program.

Many purchased load control devices to monitor our elecdric use in an effort to reduce KWH
demand during peak electric use time.

Use of FE's Home Energy Analyzer (o help us make out homes more energy efficient) may come
back to bite us as FE tries to recoup their lost profits.

FE tried to recoup revenue by that ridicuious energy saving light bulb program.

FE is encouraging more power consumption by giving discounted rates 10 automotive
manufacturers if they use more power. The little guy can make up the difference.

The US government wants us to conserve to reduce our use of energy.

Our community of mostly retired persons has an all electric clubhouse that is maintained through annual
assessments. It is a private facility, not a business. Yet FE classifies it as a non-residential facility, which
is the same classification as small businesses. Qur electric bills went through the roof in January-
February of this year compared to January-February of 2008. We did use <5% more KWH during that
period this year, but our bill for the period was >240% of what it was for the same period in 2009. Some
consideration for an additional electric user classification for such facilities shoukl be made.

| request that the PUCO will tum down the ESP and make the ruling on the market rate offer, due 3
months ago, rather than rush through something new.
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110 Volt Service Jan-09 Feb-09{ Mar-0%] Ap-08] May-09| Jund9 Jul-09]  Aug09] Sep-09] Oct09] NovDZ| Dec-08| Jan-10] Feb-10{ Mar-10] Apr-10
KWH Used 4280 3520 3720 3760 4560 3560 2960 2800 3000 3440 3200 3360 4080 3640 2600 2300
Customsr Chy. 2.75 2.75 2,75 275 a7 7.00 7.00 7.00 2.00 7.00 7.00 7.00 7.00 7.00 7.00 7.00
Dist. Rel. Comp. 140.25| 11554] 12205 142.65| 186.28| 113.38| 10058 113.49| 119.07] 183.10| 184.34| 133.77) 18573 183.75] 143.48] 17298
Transition Chg. 119.10 98.11] 103.64| 104.74] 12634 £84.12 23.89 32.05% 3434 39.38 36.63 38.47 46,71 41.67 290.76 32,05
Gen. Rel. Comp, 285.50] 240.5%| 254.12] 261.34| 33823

Trans, Rel. Comp. 31.86 26.24 27.71 23.01 37.30

Cost Recovery Chg 25.03 34.55 3298 35.27 38.56 26.44 26.84 33.59 33.70 22,70 24,20
Bypass. G&TR Comp 270.03| 219.01| 207.41| 21888] 218.05| 205.72| 21617] 264.41] 244.06f 17433] 18748
130 Volt Total Cost 579.46] 483.19| 510.27] 539.49) 69235 499.56] 39503| 39293| 41456 487.09| 45893 422.25| 537.54{ 490.48; 877.27) 43371
208 Volt Service

KWH Used 34480 37680 30000 24160 20320 17360 17680 17440 19040 20640 21120 21280 36830 39040 20880 21760
Custormer Chg. 3,58 700 7.08 7.00 7.00 7.00 7.00] 700 7.00 F.00 7.00 7.00
Dist. Rel. Comp. 151,69 165.77] 131.99] 245000 377.15] 81594] B3575] 824.14] 907.44) 1,043.35] 1,06576] 1,073.94] 1,911.35] 2,019.05] 1,073.16] 1,119.00
Transition Chg. 565.13| 617.58] 49L70] 395.98| 333.04] 26278] 20240 199.65| 217.97] 23629 241.78| 243.61] 42220 44693] 230.03] 24911
Gen. Rel. Comp. 691.51| 314,12] 648.18;] S550.04] 5559.73

Trans. Rel. Comp. 112.75 123,22 98.10 79.01 64,96

Cost Recovery Chg 124.30] 208.27] 20544| 224291 229.17| 170.31] 171.60] 304.9%| 353.17] 192.10f 203.40
Bypass. G&TR Comp &48.50{ 1,307.85{ 1,291.89| 1,389.53] 1,316.36} 1,360.27| 1,570.58| 2,392.65] 2,617.63] 1,400.00] 1,457.19
Bus. Dist. Credit -59.60] -194.40 -30.00] -305.80] -316.80| -319.20] -553.20| -585.60] -313.20] -326.40
208 Voit Total Cost | 1,521.08| 1,720.69} 1,369.97] 1,270.03| 1,266.87| 166412 256127 2,528.12] 2,716.23] 2,522.57} 2,528.32] 2,547.53| 4,484.99| 4364.18| 2,598.09] 2,708.30
Burch. Pwr, Adj. 14.57

Both Services 2,100.54| 2,203.88] 1,894.81} 1,809.52! 1,950.23]| 2,163.68] 2,956.30{ 2,921.05] 3,130.79} 3,009.66] 2,588.25] 2,969.78| 5,022.53| 5,354.36] 2975.36| 3,133.01




BRe7zs) ExD

45000

35000

30000

25000

20000

Kilowatt Hours KWH

15000

10000

5000

0

Clubhouse Electricity Use For 2009-2010

¢]

VaIt

o .

1

i

Month Of Service

Jan-09 Feb-09 Mar-09 Apr-09 May-09 lun-09 Jul-09 Aug-09 Sep-09 Oct-09 MNov-09 Dec-03 Jan-10 Feb-1¢ Mar-10 Apr-10




Birwrea) Ex 4

Dollars Per KWH
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PUCO

Attn: Docketing Division
180 E. Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

RE: 10-388-EL-SSO
Dear Members of the PUCO:

My name is Jennifer Fenderbosch. As a Councilwoman with the City of Avon Lake, |
am a member of the Public Utilities Committee, Public Services Committee, Safety
Committee, Chair the Environmental Committee, and Facilitate the Renewable Energy
Taskforce. As my testimony will show, | am against the proposed distribution increase
that First Energy proposes to residential and commercial rate payers with their
application 10-338-EL-SSO.

As an elected official, 1 along with my other Council members receive complaints from
residents regarding the reliability of electricity to our residents. It is an aging
infrastructure that needs better maintenance and replacement of equipment. Those

~ residents who live in older areas of our community that have over head transmission
lines complain of brown outs and power outages with every shift of wind. Located on
the shores of Lake Erie we experience both prevailing and convection wind. Many
residents who have their power lines underground complain of outages when it rains.
The Public Utilities Committee of City Council has held meetings on this topic.

Senate Bill 221 provided for electric rates to become stable by expanding the green
energy industry creating jobs. It also incorporated a system under which rates would be
set by the PUCO beginning January 1, 2009 for electric utilities to implement market-
based pricing. The proposal by First Energy is requesting that they leave the low cost
regional transmission organization MISO (Midwest) for the higher cost PJM
transmission organization and leave market based pricing. This will NOT benefit their
customers.

Furthermore, First Energy has requested and the PUCO has agreed NOT to become
involved with their purchase of Allegheny Power. Yet, the customers in Ohio who are to
be represented by PUCO will not be represented. This is wrong!

At last night's hearing in Cleveland, the PUCO handed out the PowerPoint presentation
that | hold in my hand that contains confusing and downright misleading information. |
would like to submit this copy for the record.

On page 7 it lists a group of "Parties in the case include”.... it lists the OCC, but it does
not state that they are against this increase. In fact, it does not state any of the parties
that are against this proposed rate increase. | must state, that it does not list which of
the parties that are for the increase will receive a reward for their support. I'd like to
enter into testimony a copy of these entities that include: Ohio Partners for Affordable




Energy at aver $16 million, Ohio Association of Independent Colleges and Universities
of Ohio at $125,000, Ohio Hospital Association at $150,000, Ohio Manufacturer's
Association at $300,000, Industrial Energy Users at over $8 million, City of Cleveland at
$300,000, the Cleveland Clinic at $70 million and an unknown amount for FirstEnergy
Solutions. All of these rewards for supporting this proposed increase shall be paid for
by the customers and NOT the stockholders.

The proposed distribution is being sold as NOT increasing rates; however, what is not
being stated is that there are numerous riders that are being added to the proposed
distribution that WILL increase the rate. Will any of these proposed riders pay for the
repair or maintenance of the existing infrastructure or will they help pay the billions for
the purchase of Allegany Power.

| believe that if the PUCO approves this proposed distribution rate increase, it will be to
determent of the rate payers.

Sincerely, '
« <

72 MCE
Jennifer Fenderbosch
Councilwoman City of Avon Lake
150 Avon Belden Road

Avon Lake, OH 44012
440-933-4644
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PUCO Local Public Hearing

FirstEnergy Electric
Security Plan




About the PUCO

State agency charged with assuring all residential and
business consumers access to adequate, safe and reliable
utility services. .

Regulates providers of electric and natural gas service, local
and long distance telephone companies, water and waste
water companies and rail and trucking companies.

Five commissioners appointed to rotating, five-year terms by
the governor.

'

Commissioners must balance the interests of all consumers,
the utility and other interest groups.

Employs a staff that analyzes the filings made by utility
companies and other parties.




Case Background
In 2007, Gov. Ted Strickland and legislative leaders passed
Senate Bill 221, which was created to keep electric rates

stable, create jobs and expand Ohio’s green energy
industry.

SB 221 established a system under which rates would be
set by the PUCO beginning January 2009 and outlines a
path for electric utilities to implement market based pricing.

In 2009, the PUCO approved an agreement that
established an electric security plan for FirstEnergy’s
electric generation rates through May 2011.

The rates were decided through a competitive bid process
conducted by an independent bid manager.




FirstEnergy’s Proposed ESP

» The newly proposed ESP would be
effective June 2011 through May 2014.

» Electric generation rates would again be
determined through a competitive bid

process conducted by an independent
bid manager.

. _um_mi_uczo: rates would remain frozen
through May 2014.




FirstEnergy’s Proposal (cont)

» Ensures price stability and an
adequate supply of electricity

* Proposes continued economic
development, job retention, energy
efficiency, conservation and low
income programs




FirstEnergy's Agreement

"The proposed ESP was filed with
an agreement with the parties
involved in the case.

he parties represent different
viewpoints on the company’s
request.




Parties in the case include (@

— First Energy
— Ohio Consumers’ Counsel

'— PUCOQO Technical Staff - the views and recommendations of the PUCO
technical staff are NOT reflective of the views of the PUCO
commissioners.

— QOhio Partners for Affordable Energy

— Industrial Energy Users

— Ohio Hospital Association

— The Association of Independent Colleges and Universities of Ohio
— Ohio Schools Council

— Nucor Steel

— City of Cleveland

— Ohio Manufacturers’ Association

— Kroger Company

« The PUCO commissioners are the decision makers and will make
their decision based on the documents filed by the _um:_mm and the
testimony gathered at public hearings.




Local Public Hearings

» Today’s local public hearing is an important part
of the case process

« This is your opportunity to tell the PUCO your
thoughts on the FirstEnergy ESP

* Your testimony will provide the PUCO with
needed insight into your experiences as a
customer




\ evidence presented, Including testimony gathered
/ at the eight local nc_o__o hearings, before issuing a
decision about the proposal.

« The commissioners will vote in a public session to
either accept, reject or modify the proposal.

« Once the PUCO commissioners issue their

decision on the case, parties will have 30 days to
seek a review of the decision.




More Information

 You can view all the documents filed

in the case on the PUCO Web site at
www.PUCO.ohio.gov

* Click on the link to DIS and enter the
case number 10-0388-EL-SSO | _: the
case search box




Contact the PUCO

 If you choose not to testify today, but decide later that you want
to submit your comments, you can write to the PUCO at:

PUCO
Attn: Docketing Division
180 E. Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

(Please be sure to include case number 10-0388-EL-SSO)

» You may also submit comments online through the *Contact
Us” link at www.PUCO.ohio.gov

(800) 686-7826




Review of Monetary Support Provided in the Proposed FirstEnergy Settlement
Case No. 10-0388-E1-SSO

Monhey Time
Pa CHation
Signatory Party | Acronym Recelved Period Description of monetary support
Community Connections Program, 5% of which goes
Ohio Partners for $15,000,000 | 6/2011-5/2014 to OPAE for administrative fees Pg. 24-25
Affordable Energy OPAE
$1,500,000 2012-2014 To provide funding for the OPAE fuelfund pg. 32
Ohio Association of
Independent Colleges AICUO $125,000 2011-2014 To administer energy efficiency projects Pg. 24
and Universities of Ohio
Mm_w ﬁ_".__ MM %q_._*m_ OHA $150,000 2011-2014 To administer energy efficiency projects Pg. 24
MMm_M%mﬂﬁﬁmﬁcawm OMA $300,000 20112013 To administer energy efficiency projecis Pg. 24
o N ) To provide discounted rates for domestic automakers
Industrial Energy Users IEU 38,220,000 | 6/2011-5/2014 based on average monthly consumption in 2008 Pg. 28
$300,000 2011-2013 To help make energy sfficiency programs available Pg. 25
City of Cleveland h/a LED Pilot Program, allowing a negotiated rate for
unknown 6/2011-5/2014 street lighting pg. 29
*Note these funds will not be paid to the Clinic
directly, they will be used to offsel potential costs to
The Cleveland Clinic The Clinic | $70,000,000* | 6/2011-5/2016 | the Clinic for expanding their facilities and energy Pg. 26-28
needs. Consumers will ultimately be respansible for
thig cost.
FES obtains exclusive right to serve PIPFP customers
o i
FirstEnergy Solutions FES unknown | 6/2011-5/2014 | 318 rate of 6% off the Standard Serviae Offer rate, | p; 7.

without a competitive bid process to allow other
marketers to bid.

NOTE: Each of the benefts described in this memo are funded through Ohio's consumers, NOT FirstEnergy's shareholders.
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As Chairman of the Ohio House Consumer Affairs Committee I
am testifying today to express my concemns on behalf of consumers
here in my district and across Ohio. I oppose FirstEnergy’s

electric security plan application and encourage the Public Utilities
Commission of Ohio to reject this proposal.

This decision before the PUCO comes right on the heels of
Ohio’s all-clectric home owners being subjected to the highest
spike in rates ever seen in this state’s history. The reckless action
of the utility and the failure of the PUCO not to see that consumers
would be hit with hnge winter heating bills, some as high as $1,000
a month, should remind the commission of the importance that any
and all future requests be thoroughly reviewed and studied before
any approval is granted. I am thankful that Govemor Strickland
stepped in to help consumers and expressed that he too was
consequences of approving First Energy’s last request. As the
Governor stated, FirstEnergy’s request was all about the
company’s bottom line.

With recent history very fresh in the minds of consumers, I now
understand that FirstEnergy in its latest application is asking the
PUCO for a decision by May 5%, 2010.

When we in the legislature were working on the energy bill of
2008 we stressed the importance of a thorough process where
applications should be reviewed for up to ninc months so that all
interested parties could review the application before a decision is
made. With the utility requesting to recover hundreds of millions
of dollars by passing costs onto consumers, a decision of this
magnitude should not be a swift decision.



While some may be talking recovery, here in Ohio we are still in
a recession and consumers are already struggling to pay their
current bills. If you approve FirstEnergy’s request to have my
residents pay the utility’s expenses, they could be paying for
exp?sesﬂmtatmmnewssmyandexpemesmyresidanssimply

Economic Development is also important to the residents of my
district and I continue to be troubled by the reputation we in Ohio
have that businesses don’t want to come here because our utility
rates for business are so high. I struggle with the suggestion that
when discounts are made available to industry that the utility wants
the residential consumers to make FirstEnergy whole. 1 would
strongly urge that if FirstEnergy wants to expand their sales in our
area and truly help with economic development in the region,
“they” should contribute to the funding of this economic
development from their “shareholders money,” not the money of
my constituents,

In closing I would urge that the PUCO do a better job of
explaining these complex applications to consumers, break it down
for consumers to understand. Provide more advance notice of these
hearings, don’t allow the utility company’s lawyer to badger
witnesses as has taken place recently, and make sure the process is
long and thorough.

Finally, always determine the true financial impact on what
consumers will be required to pay. We cannot afford to have a
replay of the huge financial blow consumers of all-electric sufiered
recently. You need to be alert to the fact that families, seniors and
homeowners are greatly impacted by every decision you make.
Think of how your decision would impact your own family, and
then...and only then - decide.
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BY: Mr., Kos TEMP NO: 3682
RESOLUTION NO. 47-2010

A RESOLUTICON URGING THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCMMISSION
OF OHIO AND FIRSTENERGY TO MAKE RESTORATICN OF
DISCOUNTS FOR ALL-ELECTRIC HOMES RETROACTIVE TO

THE DATE THEY HAD BEEN ELIMINATED AND DECLARING AN
EMERGENCY.

WHEREAS, as a result of public expression, legislative
efforts, and pending litigation, the Public Utilities Commission
of OChio (PUCO) on or about March 3, 2010 ordered FirstEnergy to
regstore the long-standing deep discounts for all-electric homes
that had recently been eliminated, and

WHEREAS, the PUCC’s Order to restore the discounts by March
17, 2010 is on an emergency basis while a permanent discount is
being negotiated, and

WHEREAS, during the intervening time period between the
elimination of such discounts and the PUCO’s recent Order, many
owners of all-electric homes suffered dramatic and multi-fold
increases in their electric rates and bills, and have been
unnecessarily remitting payment for such substantial and
unwarranted increases, now therefore:;

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF AVON LAKE,
STATE OF OHIO:

Section No. 1l: That the Mayor and this Council urge the
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio case # 10-176 and FirstEnergy
to provide that permanent restoration of discounts be attached to
the property and not the owner for all-electric homes be made
retroactive to the date of their elimination so that customers
will receive credits for whatever monies were wrongfully paid,
billed and/or assessed as a result of the cessation and
elimination of such original discounts promised by FirstEnergy.

Section No. 2Z2: That the Clerk of Council is hereby
authorized and directed to certify and transmit copies of this
Resolution to the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio,
FirstEnergy, Governor Strickland, State Senator Sue Morano, and
State Representative Matt Lundy.

Section No. 3: That it is found and determined that all
formal actions of this Council concerning and relating to the
adoption of this Ordinance were adopted in an open meeting of
this Council and that all deliberations of this Council and any
of its committees which resulted in such formal actions, were in




meetings open to the public, in compliance with all’ legal
requirements, including Section 121.22 of the Ohio Revised Code.

Section No. 4: That this Resolution is hereby declared to be
an emergency measure, the emergency being the necessity of
forwarding this Resolution to State Legislators and
representatives of FirstEnergy and the PUCO before upcoming
discussions to encourage them to permanently restore discounts
for all-electric homes and eliminate the excessive high rate
increases which have put a financial burden on all-electric home
owners, thus for the public welfare. Therefore, this Resclution
shall be in full force and effect from and immediately after its
passage and approval by the Mayor.

PASSED: 4/12/10

POSTED: 4/16/10 4/13/10
‘ Approved

ATTEST:

Clerk of Council Mayor
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FirstEnergy Electric
Security Plan




About the PUCO

« State agency charged with assuring all residential and

business consumers access to adequate, safe and reliable:
utility services. .

* Regulates providers of electric and natural gas service, local
and long distance telephone companies, water and waste
water companies and rail and trucking companies.

« Five commissioners appointed to rotating, five-year terms by
the governor.

« Commissioners must balance the interests of all consumers
the utility and other interest groups.

3

» Employs a staff that analyzes the filings made by utility
companies and other parties.




Case Background

« In 2007, Gov. Ted Strickland and legislative leaders passed
Senate Bill 221, which was created to keep electric rates

stable, create jobs and expand Ohio’s green energy
industry.

« SB 221 established a system under which rates would be
set by the PUCO beginning January 2009 and outlines a
path for electric utilities to implement market based pricing.

* |n 2009, the PUCO approved an agreement that
established an electric security plan for FirstEnergy’s
electric generation rates through May 2011.

The rates were decided through a competitive bid process
conducted by an independent bid manager.




FirstEnergy’s Proposed ESP

« The newly proposed ESP would be
effective June 2011 through May 2014.

. Electric generation rates would again be
determined through a competitive bid

process conducted by an independent
bid manager.




FirstEnergy’s Proposal (cont)

* Proposes continued easaease

danstenuanigl jOb retention, Qiggsay
allowne/, Gaaesssion and low
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— First Energy
— Ohio Consumers

Counsel

Parties in the case include

'— PUCO Technical Staff - the views and recommendations of the PUCO
technical staff are NOT reflective of the views of the PUCO

commissioners.
- (1 R

Ohio Schools Council

— Nucor Steel
A

- 4

— Kroger Company

The PUCO commissioners are the decision makers and will make

their decision based on the documenits filed by the
testimony gathered at public hearings.

parties and the




Local Public Hearings

« Today’s local public hearing is an important part
of the case process

« This is your opportunity to tell the PUCO your
thoughts on the FirstEnergy ESP

* Your testimony will provide the PUCO with
needed insight into your experiences as a
customer




Next Steps in the Case

« The PUCO wil] fu

examine all of the issues and

\ evidence presented, including testimony gathered

v/ at the eight local public hearings, before issuing a
decision about the proposal.

* The commissioners will vote in a public session to
either accept, reject or modify the proposal.

« Once the PUCO commissioners issue their
decision on the case, parties will have 30 days to
seek a review of the decision.




More Information

 You can view all the documents filed

in the case on the PUCO Web site at
www.PUCO.ohio.gov

 Click on the link to DIS and enter the
case number 10-0388-EL-SSO i _: the
case search box




Contact the PUCO

« |f you choose not to testify today, but decide later that you want
to submit your comments, you can write to E.m PUCO at:

PUCO
Attn: Docketing Division
180 E. Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

(Please be sure to include case number 10-0388-EL-SSO)

* You .3m< also submit comments online through the “Contact
Us” link at www.PUCO.ohio.gov

(800) 686-7826




Presentation to PUCO at North Ridgeville on April 21, 20

* Review Statistics
* Review Rate Increase Comparison Jan - April / 2008 - 2010

+ With these rate increases already in place and observing how FirstEnergy
has been functioning recently, | find myself lacking any trust in their
actions. The time has come for everyone to scrutinize FirstEnergy’s every
move to protect the public and the state of Ohio.

+As | read through FirstEnergy's filing on 10-388, | was amazed by the lack
of actual rates identified in the riders. It read as though it were a book of
hlank checks it wanted the PUCO to authorize. 1 certainly confirmed the
writings in the Plain Dealer that indicated FirstEnergy was attempting to
minimize oversight with pre-approved, non public, behind closed doors,
poker table sessions.

* We neaed more oversight in the interest of the public.

» After reading pages of riders with “x.)o0000¢ for rate factors, | found
Schedule | - “Estimated Rate Impacts - Annualized Rates @ May 2012°.
There it was, a year of data provided by FirstEnergy’s Billing Unit, six
months of actual and six months of estimated data for 8,009,109 CEIl
customer bills with:

+ the kWh usage

<+ the May 2012 Proposed Rates

% the May 2012 Proposed Revenue

<+ and the Percent of Total Revenue by biliing category.

» With some effort | was able to make out the printing on the sheet to
prepare a legible copy in a spread sheet format. (copies of arig. & mine in packet)

» The data presented gave the kWh for both the Residential Generation
Credit and the Residential Distribution Credit. | reasoned that the
difference between these wouid represent the kWh excluded i.e. 500 and
less kWh. Therefore, dividing the difference between RGC and RDC by
500 would equal the ali electric customers for the winter. Once that was
determined the following results were obtainable:

Page 3



Pr ' P N i | April 21, 2010

< Number of AE winter customers = 126,532
+ Average winter usage per AE customer = 4391 kWh

< Number of “other” winter customers = 5,880,330
% Average winter usage per “other customer” = 480 kWh

< Number of AE summer customers = 42,177
< Average summer usage per AE customer = 1,381 kWh

< Number of “other” summer customers = 1,960,129
< Average summer usage per “‘other” customer = 718 KWh

* The usage resuits did not seem that far out of line, but the mix of 2.2% AE
customers seemed low for CEl.

* Reviewing the original data again a number of fallacies were evident

< The # of bills divided by 12 is not a whole number.

< CEPs # of bills multiplied by $4.00 = $32,056,435. It does not. it
equals $32,056,4386.

+ CEF¥s total for “Riders” is $5,410,397 more than the actual data
indicate.

< And CEl's total for all “Proposed (Revenue) - RS” is $5,410,395
iess: Mok

< Maybe that would have been explained by the missing Line 63

+ This prompted me to return to the 10-388 submission and review the
“Estimated Rate Impacts” prepared by Ohio Edison and Toledo Edison. A
table showing this comparison is in the packet. Noteworthy are the
following:

Page 4



Presentation to PUCO at North Ridgeville on April 21, 2010

< CEl reported $1 less on the customer charge, Toledo Edison $1
more and Ohio Edison right on. Net for FirstEnergy = $0.00 miss.

+ All 3 reported fractional customers per month, but the total for
FirstEnergy was right on.

<+ Avg. winter usage forr CEl=5725, OE =724.1 and TE = 609.1.
% Avg. summer usage for. CEl=732.2, OE =755.8 and TE = 700.9.
< Overall usage: CEl=612.5, OE=732.1 and TE =632.2.

« With CEI's low winter usage, perhaps there are only 2.2% AE customers in
CEl's base.

+Also note the 10+ million kWh in the above 15,000 kWh (per month) usage
category. There are also 873.1 million KWh reported in the over 2,000
through 15,000 kWh per month category. This indicates that there are AE
residential customers averaging well in excess of 4000 kWh per month with
some experiencing bills over 15,000 kWh per month.

*In February 2010, a 15,000 kWh usage would have resulted in a $1,495
monthiy bill.

sInteresting that 5.8% of the total kWh per month are in the two State Tax
categories over 2,000 kWh / month

«As | have done with the 2003, 2006 and 2010 rate filings, | have translated
this filing into Rate Sheets that recognize all rate categories and rate
factors and will calculate a very close estimate (within pennies) of all
electric and non all electric homes for summer and winter. A copy of each
for “May 2012” is included in the packet.

» These Rate Sheets reside on my home computer. The entry of the billed
kKWh generates the amount billed for each rider and in total.

+ It is my firm opinion that the PUCO should have these Rate Sheets and Bill
Calculators prepared before they consider a Utilities Rate Proposalf.
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Presentation to PUCO at North Ridgeville on April 21, 2010

» They are extremely useful in answering questions concerning the impact of
any rate proposal on all segments of the public consumers.

« Why doesn't FirstEnergy identify the number of consumers in each
category on their “Impact’ Statements.

 They took the time to break the summer usages for Generation Energy
Charges into under and over 500 kWh then assigned the same rate factor
to both categories. Doesn't make sense does it?

« Maybe they did that because this year they are charging the residential
customers more when they use over 500 kWh / month in the summer.

+ Rate Sheet #114 specifies rates of:

<+ $0.068818 / kWh for the first 500 kWh, and
< $0.078818 / kWh over 500 kWh).

«|t's not too often you get a volume penalty instead of a discount.
« And what customer group do you think will use over 500 kWh / month?

« It would really be an improvement in determining actual “impacts” if we all
knew the number of customers in each grouping.

» Concerning the Riders.

»| am opposed to Revenue Recovery Riders in general, but those that are
as a result of a sweetheart deal concocted by the power company are
particularly offensive.
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Presentation to PUCO at North Ridgeville on April 21, 2010

» The one the Plain Dealer cited with the auto makers, for example. if Ford
increases their consumption by 21% over some base level consumption,
they will receive a up to a $0.032 / kWh reduction in their rate.

» Isn’t it odd for FirstEnergy to offer this incentive when there is 80 much
pressure on conservation. Especially when one of the arguments cited by
FirstEnergy in doubling the all electric residential rates was that it would
provide an incentive for all electric customers to conserve.

* Then there is the “Auto Maker Recovery Rider” of $0.000709 per kWh on
every kWh. WHY IS THE CHARGE ON EVERY kWh, WHY NOT ONLY
THE FIRST 5007

« Then there is the Cleveland Clinic. WHY NOT ONLY THE FIRST 500
KWh?

« To quote the Plain Dealer on FirstEnergy’s comprehensive new rate plan,
“This provision calls for quarterly increases to pay for upgrades to wires,
transformers, substations and similar equipment. The company could
immediately pass on {6 customers any increases in property taxes and
income taxes.”

« These amount to more “Blank Checks” for FirstEnergy to cover all
business expenses whether a result of a true increase in costs or poor
management decisions.

«| would love to buy extravagant goods and pass the costs on o someone
else. But I have to act responsibly. Why doesn’t FirstEnergy?

« It particulariy irks me that FirstEnergy has written riders which include
interest of 0.7066% per month (that's 8.8% APR) of their calculated cost of
ioss (Sheet 103).

» Where does the quoted $390 million increase show on the “Impact” sheet?

»When | worked in industry, we could not bolster our profits by raising

prices. We had to work to reduce costs. If we didn't, we were not
competitive and went out of business. But we weren’t a monopoly.
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Energy Statistics For The Period of January 2001
Through December 2009

32362 Birchwood Lane, 44012

Winter - October thru May Average kWh Billed 2,821 kWh
Winter - November thru April Average kWh Billed 3,317 kWh
Summer - June thru September Average kWh Billed 1,129 kWh

Highest Bill in This Period - March 2007 (30 Days at

an Average Temperature of 23 Degrees 5816 kwhn

Lowsst Bill in This Period - October 2005 (21 Days 837 KWh
at an Average Temperature of 64 Degrees

Highest Bill SUMMER Period - August 2006 (30 1688 KWh
Days at an Average Temperature of 77 Degrees '

Lowest Bill SUMMER Period - September 2006 (29 652 KWh

Days at an Average Temperature of 69 Degrees
Effect of 1 Degree of Temperature on kWh / Day:
Winter Below 62 Degrees 3 kWh/Day
Summer Above 71 Degrees 3 kWh/Day



Comparison of FirstEnergy / CEI Billings for
January Through April 2010

32362 Birchwood Lane, 44012

Percentage Change
First Four Billings of: 2010 vs.

2010 2009 2008 2008 2008
Usage - kWh 16,005 15,520 15,435 o
Total-$ $1557.43  $918.68 $856.45 SEENEE U
Total - $ / kWh $0.0973 $0.0592 $0.0556 | 644%  76.0%
Delivery - § $601.89  $337.21  $32007 |EUNESERETE
Delivery - $ / kWh $0.0376 $0.0217  $0.0213 | 73.1%  76.4%
Generation & Sl
Transmission - $ $731.00 $349.48 $300.85
Generation &
Transmission - $/ kW | $9-0467 $0.0225 $0.0195 | 102.9%  134.4%
Transition - § $156.37 $211.92 $210.44 FEUE R ERRE
Transltion - $ / kWh $0.0098 $0.0137 $0.0136 | -28.4% -28.3%
Customer & Cost R
Recovery - § $68.08 $20.07 $18.12
Customer & Cost $0.0043  $0.0013 01% | 228.9% 262.3%

Recovery - $ / kWh
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CEl/ CASE NO. 10-XXXX-EL-530 ] ESTIMATED RATE IMPACTS / ANNUALIZED RATES @ MAY 2012
SCHEDULE | - PAGE 2 OF 14

BILLING UNIT DATA - 6 MONTHS ACT - § MONTHS EST

May2012  May2m2

Lire Proposed Proposed
No Rate Code / Description Customer Blis  Billing Units Rates Revenue

1 RESIDENTIAL SERVICE (RS) - TOTAL

3 Distribution Charges

§ Customer Charge

8 Bilis / Month 8,009,109 $4.000000 $32,835438

8 Energy Charge PerkWh 4905165971 $0029510 $144,751 448
10 Generation Capacity Charges

12 (Genaration Capacily Charges Per kWh 4005185971 %$0.005652 $27.723.908
14  Non Market Based Service Riders (NMB) Per kWh 4,905 185971 50002964  $14538.912
18  Generation Energy Charges

18 All Surmmer kWh Per kWh

19 First 500 kWh B24.B40,173 30064145  $52,908373
20 Over 500 kWh 841,250553 $0.064145  $41,136,098
21 Al Winter KWh Per KWh 3430027245 30054573 $187678,034
23 Riders

25 DSM/ Energy Efficlency
% DSE1 Per kWh 4,905,165,971 $0.000686 $3,364 944
&7 DSE2 Per kWh 4905165971 $0.002088  $10,241 987
28 DSM Per kWh 4,905,165,971 $0.000300  $1.471550
30 State KWh Tax

3 First 2,000 kWh Per k¥Wh 4,654,153 883 $0.004660 $21,688,356
32 Hext 13,000 kWh Per kWh 243,738,793  $0.004200  $1,044,703
a3 Ovar 15,000 KWh Per KkWh 2,273,566 $0.003840 $8.276
38 Residential Distribution Credit (RDC) Per kWh 492344538 ($0.017000) {$8,380,857)
38 Adv Mataring Infrastructure ! Modem Grid (AMI) Fer kiWh 49051685971 $0.000096 $471 374
40 Defta Revenue Recovery {DRR) Per KWh 4.905,185,071  $0.000000 $0
42 Economic Development
43 Water Heating Per KiWh 113734412 (30.005000)  ($568,672)
44 Space Heating 3 Load Management Per KWh 378,610,126 ($0.019000) ($7.193.582)
46 Delivery Capital Recovery (DCR) Per KWh 4905165971 $0.004217  $20,685,085
48 Nor Distribution Uncoliectibke Rider (NDU) Per KWh 4905165971 $0.000446  $2,187,704
50 Distribution Uncollectible Rider (DUN) Per XWh 4,905,165,971  $0.000000 $0
52 Deferred Fuel COst Rider (DFC) 4,905,165971 $0.D00345 $1.604,002
54 Aitermate Energy Resource Rider (AER) Per kWh 4905165971 350003557 $17,447 875
56 Generation Cost Reconcilation {GCR) Per kwh 4.805,165,971 50.000878 4,308,736
£3 USR
59 Firat 833k kWh Per Kwh 4.005,185971 $0.001851 $9.57% 450
g0 Cver 833k KWh Per Kwh - $0.000568 $0
62 Residential Ganeration Credit (RGC) 555810560 ($0.042000) ($23,335,644)
65 Economic Dav (EDR) - Automaker Charge Per KWh 4,905,165971  $0.000071 $347,902
87 Economic Dev (EDR) - Infrastruckuire Chasge Per KWh 4905165971 $0.000434  $2,130624
89 TOTAL RIDERS $62,805,000
71 TOTAL PROPQSED - RS 8,009,109 4905165971 $0.1149 $563,379,388

Caiculated
Rate Times
Blifing Units

§32,026.438
$144,751 448

$27,723,998
$14,538912

452,808,373
$41,136,096
$187,678,034

$3,364,944
$10,241,887
$1,471,550

$21,688,356
$1,044703
$3,276
($8,380,857)
$471,374
$0

($568,672)
($7,192,592)
$20,665,055
$2,187,104
$0
$1,694,092
$17 447 675
$4,306,736

$0.571,450
$0
{$23,335,644)
$347,902
$2,130,624

Differance
CEl Minus
Calculated

- -1

LLBLLE BLBLBLBLBEE BLesgBE BES

$57,104603 §5A410307
$557,966,890  $5,410,368



Comparison of Selected Data From "Estimated Rate Impacts ....... "
CEl, Ohio Edison and Toledo Edison

Total # of Customers

Reported Cust Charge @ $4/ Bill

Caleulated Gust Charge (54 Per Bill)
Reported Minus Calculated

Winter Customers

Ali Winter Usage - kWh

Winter KWH/BAL

Summer Cuslomers

All Summer Usage - kiWh

Summer KWH/BILL

Total Usage - KWh

All KWH/BILL

State Tax {SKT) Above 15,080 kWh, Per kWh

CEl _ Ohio Edison . _ Toledo Edison .

8,009,109
$32,036,435
$32,036,436

{1.80)
6,006,831.75

3,439,027 245

s72.52
2,002,277 35
1,466,138,726
732.24
4,805,165,971
61246

2,273,866

11,122,878
$44,491 512
$44,491 512

L X ]
6,342,158.50

6,040,635,985
T24.11
2,780,719.50
2,102,007 230
765.92
8,142,643,215
732.08

7,201,841

3,260,137
$13,156,648
$13,166 548

1.00
2,466 852.75
1,503,066,047
609.31
822284.25
576,366,387
700.93
2,079,432,434
832.21

784,233

—AlLL
22,421,124
$89,684,496
$389,684,45¢

0.00

16,815,843.00
10,982,720.277
663.12
§,605,281.00
4144512343
739.39
15,127,241 620
sra.en

10,229,639



NEW PROPOSAL WINTER RATES FOR "MAY 2012"

CE! RESIDENTIAL WATER HEATING AND SPACE HEATING - WINTER RATES - ALL
ELECTRIC HOME 10-388-EL-S50

smmgaﬂﬂeaatfsssssgasaasﬁ

[ FIST NEXT OVER Tokd
00 1500 2000 Charges for
{or increment) | (orincrement) | (orincrement} { - 4009 .
KWh Wh KWh kWh Usage
KWh Mutipliars for sach Usage Increment | >\ == 500 1500 2000
Residential Service (RS)
Distribution Charges
Customer Charge
Amount per BIf 10 (Constant at $4.00 per Month) $4.00
Energy Charge, per KWh 10 0.0295100 0.0295100 0.0205100 $118.04
Generation Capacity Charges
Generation Capacity Charges, per kWh NEW  0.0056520 0.0056520 0.0056520 52261
Non Market Based Riders (NMB) 119 00029640 00020640  0.0029640 $11.85
Generation Energy Charges
All Summer K\Wh, per kWh NA - Winter  NA - Winter NA - Winter $0.00
All Winter kWh, per kWh 0.0645730  D.0546730 ©.0545730 $218.20
Riders
DSM / Energy Efficiency
DSM ! EE (DSE1), per kWh 115 0.0006860 0.0008380 0.0006860 $274
DSM/ EE (DSE2), per KWh 115 00020880  0.0020880  0.0020880 $3.35
Demand Side Mgmt (DSM), per K¥Wh a7 0.0003000 0.0003000 Q.0003000 $1.20
State Tax (SKT) 9z 0.0046600 0.0046600 0.0042000 $17.72
Residential Distribution Credit, per KWh ] 00000000 00170000  -0.0170000 {$59.50)
Adv'd Metering / Mod Grid (AMI), per KWh 106 00000961  0.0000961  0.0000961 $0.38
Delta Revenue Rec (ORR), per KWh 112 00000000  C.0000000  0.0000000 $0.00
Economic Development (EDR) 116
Water Heating, per kWh 118 00000000 - -~NA But 0.005000 - - - $0.00
Space Heating & Load Mgmt, per KWh 116  000000CO  -0.0190000  -0.0190000 {366 501
Defivery Capital Recovery (DCR), per KWh 124 00042170 00042170  0.0042170 $16.87
Non-Dist Uncofiectible (NDU), per iiVh 110 00004460 00004480  0.0004450 $1.78
Dist Uncollectible (DUN), per KWh 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.000000¢ $0.00
Delerred Fuel Cost Rec (DFC), per KWh 105 00003454 00003454  0.0003454 $1.38
Alt Engy Resource (AER), per KWh 84 0.0035570 0.0035570 0.0035570 $14.23
Generation Cost Recorery (GCR), per kWh 103 00008760 00008780  0.0006760 $3.51
USR 90 CON9513 200168513 0.0018513 $7.81
Res Generation Credit (RGC), per kWh 00420000 -0.0420000  -0.0420000 ($168.00)
(EDR) Automaker Charge, per KWh 118 00000708 0.0000709  0.0000709 .28
(EDR) infrastructure Charge, per KWh 118 00004344 00004344  0.0004344 $1.74
TOTAL RIDERS, PER KWH 00222899 -00582599  -0.0587299 ($216.0Q)
TOTAL NON-RIDERS, PER KWH 0.0926030 0.0628900 0.0926990 $370.80
GRAND TOTAL, PER KWH 0.070421 0.0344291 0.0339601 $154.80
---------- TOTAL BILL -==-cnnnn- $159.80




NEW PROPOSAL WINTER RATES FOR "MAY 2012"

CEl RESIDENTIAL SERVICE - WINTER RATES - OTHER THAN ALL ELECTRIC HOMES 10-

LINE

samgsrﬁsas:aasaaggﬂaaaﬂga:asaomw

388-EL-SSO
FIRST NEXT OVER Total
500 1500 2000 Charges for
(orincrement) { (orincrement) | {orincrement) | . 508
iKWh KWh KWh KWh Usage
KWh Multipllers for sach Usage Increment | >/ 500 0 0
Residantial Service (RS)
Distribution Charges
Customer Charge
Amount per Bill 10 {Constant at $4.00 per Month) $4.00
Energy Charge, per kWh 10 0.0295100 0.0295100 0.0295100 $1476
Genaration Capacity Charges
Generation Capacity Charges, per KWh NEW  0.0056520 0.0056520 0.0056520 $2.83
Non Market Based Riders (NMB) 19 00029640 0.0020640 0.0029640 $1.48
Generation Energy Charges
All Summer KWh, per KWh NA-Winter  NA-Winter  NA-Winter $0.00
All Winter KWh, per “\Wh D.0B4E730 0.0646730 0.0645730 $27.25
Riders
DSM / Energy Efficiency
DSM/ EE (DSE), per kWh 115 0.0008880 0.0008360 0.0006360 $0.34
DSM/ EE (DSE2), per kWh 115 0.0020880 0.0020880 0,0020530 $1.04
Dermend Side Mgt (DSM), per KWh 87 0.0003000 0.0003000 0.0003000 $0.15
State Tax (SKT) %) 0.0046600 0.0046500 0.0042000 $2.33
Residential Distribution Credi, per KWh 81 0.0000000 £.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Advd Metering / Mad Grid (AMI), per kWh 106 00000961 D.0D00961 0.0000961 $0.05
Delta Revenue Rec (DRR), pef kWh 112 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Economic Development (EDR) 1186
Water Heating, per KVWh 116 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Space Heating & Load Mgmt, per &Wh 116 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Delivery Capital Recovery (DCR), per KWh 124 00042170 0.0042170 0.0042170 $2.11
Non-Dist Uncolectible (NDU), per iWh 10 0.0004460 0.0004480 0.0004450 $0.22
Dist Uncolfectible (DUN), per KWh 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Deferred Fue! Cost Rec (DFC), per kWh 106  0.0003454 0.0003454 0.0003454 $0.17
Alt Engy Resource {AER), per kWh 24 0.0035570 0.0035570 0.0035570 $1.78
Generation Cost Recorery (GCR), per KWh 103  0.0008760 00008780 0.0006780 $0.44
USR 0 0.0019513 0.0019513 0.0018513 5098
Res Generation Credit (RGC), per kWh 0.0000000 0.0000000 £.0000000 $0.00
(EDR) Automaker Charge, per KiWh 116 0.0000708 0.0000708 £.0000708 $0.04
(EDR) Infrastructure Charge, per KWh 116 00004344 0.0004344 0.0004344 $0.22
TOTAL RIDERS, PER KWH 0.0187301 0.019731 0.0192701 $9.87
TOTAL NON-RIDERS, PER KWH 0.0926990 0.0626950 0.0526900 $48.35
GRAND TOTAL, PER KWH 0.1124201 0.112429 0.1119894 $56.21

$60.21




LINE
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NEW PROPOSAL SUMMER RATES FOR "MAY 2012"

CE! RESIDENTIAL SERVICE (ALL} - 10-388-EL-SS0O

FIRST NEXT OVER . ToRl
500 1500 2000 Charges for
{orincrement) | {orincrement) | (or increment) L kF- T
kwh kWh KWh KWh Usags
14Wh Muitipiers for each Usage Increment s%?_f 500 629 0
Residential Service (RS)
Distribution Charges
Custormer Charge
Amount per Bill 10 (Corwstant at $4.00 per Monih) $4.00
Energy Charge, per kWh 10 0.0295100 00295100 0.0295100 $33.32
Generation Capacity Charges
Generation Capacity Charges, per kWh NEW  0.0056520 0.00656520 0.0056520 $6.38
Non Market Based Riders (NMB) 119 0.0029640 0.0029640 0.0029640 $3.35
Generation Energy Charges
All Summer KWh, per kWh 0.0641450 0.0641450 0.0841450 7242
All Winter k¥h, per kWh NA-Summer  NA-Summer  NA - Summer $0.00
Riders
DSM / Energy Efficiency
D5M / EE {DSE1), per kWh 115 0.0006860 0.0006860 0.0006560 $0.77
DSM/ EE (DSE2), per kWh 115 0.0020880 0.0020880 0.0020880 $2.36
Demand Side Mgmt (DSM), per KWh 97 0,0003000 0.000:3000 0.0003000 2034
State Tax (SKT) 92 0.0046800 0.0046800 0.0042000 $5.26
Residential Distribution Credit, per kWh 81 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Adv'd Metering / Mod Grid {AM), per kWh 108 0.0000961 0.00003961 00000961 $0.11
Defa Revenue Rec (DRR), per kWh 12 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Econamk: Development (EDR) 16
Water Heating, per KiVh t1e 0,0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 30.00
Space Healing & Load Mgt, per WWh 116 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Delivery Capital Recovery (DGR}, per kWh 124 0.0042170 0.0042170 0.0042170 $4.76
Non-Dist Uncolectible (NDU), per kWh 110 0.0004460 0.0004460 0.0004480 $0.50
Dist Uncollectible (DUM), per KWh 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
Peferrad Fuel Cest Res (DFC), per kWh 105 0.0003454 0.0003454 0.0003454 $0.38
Alt Engy Resource (AER), per KWh 84 0.0035570 0.0035570 0.0035570 $4.02
Generation Cost Recorery (SCR), per kiwh 103 0.0008780 0.0008780 0.0005780 $0.99
USR 90 0.0019513 0.0019513 00019513 220
Res Generation Credit (RGC), per kWh 0.0000000 0.0000000 0.0000000 $0.00
{EDR) Automakes Charge, per kWh 116 0.0000708 0.0000709 0.0000709 $0.08
{EDR) Infrastructure Charge, per KWh 116 0.0004344 0.0004344 0.0004344 $0.48
TOTAL RIDERS, PER KWH 0.0187301 0.0157301 0.018Z701 $22.28
TOTAL NON-RIDERS, PER KWH 01022710 0.1022710 0.1022710 $115.46
GRAND TOTAL, PER KWH 0.1220011 0.1220011 01215411 5137.74

$1a1.74
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Association
87 Periwinkle Drive
Olmsted Township, Ohlo 44138
440-235-0679
ColumblaParkHTA@webtv.nat
April 21, 2010
PUCO Public Hearing ie: All Electric Home Discount

North Ridgeville Community Center,
54980 Mills Creek Ln
North Ridgeville, Ohio

My name is Frank Pojman, | live in Columbia Park Manufactured Home Community in
Olimsted Township with 1,096 available home sites and President of the Columbia Park
Homeowners/Tenants Association. I'm representing members of our Association who are
rasidents, who own our homes, but rant the land we live on. Columbia Park is a 55 pius
community with most residents living on Social Security. After being retired, many have had
to find jobs to pay for utilities, doctors, medication, food and other bills. We even had to
start a food bank, to help take care of our own.

We thank you, the Public Utility Commnssnon again for attempting to stay on top of the
what business is all about, What we ‘ére against, is the fact of making a profit at the
expense of the quality of life for the senior population as well as cthers living in an all elec-
tric world. Some of our homeowners have had electrlc billsin excess.of $800

We in Columbia Park, hke many others who bought all electnc homes were told that we
are sligible for thé “Alf Electric Home Discount’. We' appreciate thé discount and need to
keep it's status as |t has been for- many decades The latest announcement that

a smoke screen hoping that we will forget about it. How about the added cost of electncrty'
during the cooling season? We can't forget also, many seniors are encouraged by their
doctors, to remain cool for their health and need to use their A/C. This is not just a heating
issue, it's a year round issue.

We need to make sure that with your help, the help of Ohio Casumers' Councel, our politi-
cal leaders, Governor Strickland, Congressman Kucinich on the Federal level, and my
State Representative Matt Patten, who is here tonite and has stayad at the forefront of this
issue will make sure that the deal that was made decades ago stays that way. included
with my testimony are some signatures that were gathered on petitions from Columbia Park
homeowners. Many would not sign for fear of retaliation. FirstEnergy, please give us back
what we had, permanently. | like the word, grandfatheraed as you put it, about four years
ago.

Thank you again for this great opportunity. If 1 or our Association can be of further assis-
tance in your making the decision, we know you want to make, to protect the rights of citi-
zens, we are here, just call.

Frank Pojman, President

Columbia Park Homeowners/Tenants Association
87 Periwinkle Drive

Olmsted Township, Chio 44138

Representing Members of A Manufactured Home Community
For Persons Fifty-Five and Over
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We, the undersigned homeowners live in Columbia Park Manufactured Home
Community located in Olmsted Township, Ohio 44138, It is a senior manufactured home
community with 1,096 available homesites for persons fifty-five and over.

We need your help and respectfully request your support in
returning our “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT” back the way it was.

We live on incomes that give us the basics, losing the “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT™
has added a tremendous burden on us. This was designed to
be permanent decades ago, so please, let’s keep it that way! Thank you.
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Columbia Park Homeowners/Tenants Assoclation

87 Periwinkie Drive, Olmsted Township, Ohio 44138, 440-235-0679
Representing Members Of A Manufactured Home Community For Persons Fifty-Five and Over




We, the undersigned homeowners live in Columbia Park Manufactured Home

Community located in Olmsted Township

, Ohio 44138. It is a senior manufactured home

community with 1,096 available homesites for persons fifty-five and over.

We need your help and res
returning our “ALL ELECTRIC H

pectfully request your support in
OME DISCOUNT” back the way it was.

We live on incomes that give us the basics, losing the “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT”
has added a tremendous burden on us. This was designed to
be permanent decades ago, so please, let’s keep it that way! Thank you.
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Coiumbia Park Homeowners/Tenants Association

87 Periwinkie Drive, Oimstad

Township, Ohic 44138, 440-235-0679

Representing Members Of A Manufactured Home Community For Parsons Fifty-Five and Over



We, the undersigned homeowners live in Columbia Park Manufactured Home
Community located in Olmsted Township, Ohio 44138. It is a senior manufactured home
community with 1,096 available homesites for persons fifty-five and over.

We need your heip and respectfully request your support in

_returning our “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT” back the way it was.
We live on incomes that give us the basics, losing the “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT*
has added a tremendous burden on us. This was designed to '
be permanent decades ago, so please, let’s keep it that way! Thank you.
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Columbia Park Homeowners/Tenants Assaciation
87 Periwinkle Drive, Oimsted Township, Ohio 44138, 440-235-0679

Representing Members Of A Manufactured Home Community For Persons Fifty-Five and Over
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We, the undersigned homeowners live in Columbia Park Manufactured Home
Community located in Olmsted Township, Chio 44138, It is a senior manufactured home
community with 1,096 available homesites for persons fifty—five and over.
We need your help and respectfully request your support in
returning our “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT” back the way it was.
We live on incomes that give us the basics, losing the “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT™
has added a tremendous burden on us. This was designed to '
be permanent decades ago, so please, let’s keep it that way! Thank you.
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Columbia Park Homeowners/Tenants Association
87 Periwinkle Drive, Olmsted Township, Ohio 44138, 440-235-0679
Representing Members Of A Manufactured Home Community For Persons Fifty-Five and Over




We, the undersigned homeowners live in Columbia Park Manufactured Home
Community located in Oimsted Township, Ohio 44138. it is a senior manufactured home
community with 1,096 available homesites for persons fifty~five and over.

We need your help and respectfully request your support in
returning our “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT” back the way it was.

We live on incomes that give us the basics, losing the “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT”
has added a tremendous burden on us. This was designed to
be permanent decades ago, so please, let’s keep it that way! Thank you.
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Representing Members Of A Manufactured Hoine Community For Persons Fifty-Five and Over




We, the undersigned homeowners live in Columbia Park Manufactured Home
Community located in Olmsted Township, Ohio 44138. It is a senior manufactured home
community with 1,096 available homesites for persons fifty-five and over.

We need vour help and respectfully request your supportin
returning our “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT” back the way it was.

We live on incomes that give us the basics, losing the “ALL ELECTRIC HOME DISCOUNT”
has added a tremendous burden on us. This was designed to
be permanent decades ago, so please, let’s keep it that way! Thank you.
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Columbia Park Homeowners/Tenants Association
87 Periwinkle Drive, (imsted Township, Ohio 44138, 440-235-0679
Representing Members Of A Manufactured Home Community For Persons Fifty-Five and Over
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The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio has assigned for public hearing at this time
and place Case No.10-388-EL-8SO, which is captioned “In the Matter of the
Application of Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company,
and the Toledo Edison Company for Authority to Establish a Standard Service Offer
Pursuant to Section 4928.143, Revised Code, in the Form of an Electric Security Plan.”

I was present at the local public hearing held in North Ridgeville, Ohio, on April 21,
2010, at 6:00 pm. I am opposed to the proposal for the reasons expressed by those who

have already testified.

Name (Please print)
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The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio has assigned for public hearing at this time
and place Case No.10-388-EL-SSO, which is captioned “In the Matter of the
Application of Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric Illuminating Company,
and the Toledo Edison Company for Authority to Establish a Standard Service Offer
Pursuant to Section 4928.143, Revised Code, in the Form of an Electric Security Plan.”

I was present at the local public hearing held in North Ridgeville, Ohio, on April 21,
2010, at 6:00 pm. I am opposed to the proposal for the reasons expressed by those who

have already testified.

Name (Please print)

Address
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The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio has assigned for public hearing at this time
and place Case No.10-388-EL-SSO, which is captioned “In the Matter of the
Application of Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric [lluminating Company,
and the Toledo Edison Company for Authority to Establish a Standard Service Offer
Pursuant to Section 4928.143, Revised Code, in the Form of an Electric Security Plan.”

I was present at the local public hearing held in North Ridgeville, Ohio, on April 21,
2010, at 6:00 pm. I am opposed to the proposal for the reasons expressed by those who .

have already testified.

Name (Please print)

Address
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The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio has assigned for public hearing at this time
and place Case No.10-388-EL-SSO, which is captioned “In the Matter of the
Application of Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric llluminating Company,
and the Toledo Edison Company for Authority to Establish a Standard Service Offer
Pursuant to Section 4928.143, Revised Code, in the Form of an Electric Security Plan.”

I was present at the local public hearing held in North Ridgeville, Ohio, on April 21,
2010, at 6:00 pm. I am opposed to the proposal for the reasons expressed by those who
have already testified.

Name (Please print) Address
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The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio has assigned for public hearing at this time

and place Case No.10-388-EL-SSO,

which is captioned “In the Matter of the

Application of Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric [lluminating Company,

and the Toledo Edison Company for

Authority to Establish a Standard Service Offer

Pursuant to Section 4928.143, Revised Code, in the Form of an Electric Security Plan.”

I was present at the local public hear
2010, at 6:00 pm. I am opposed to the

ing held in North Ridgeville, Ohio, on April 21,
proposal for the reasons expressed by those who

have already testified.
Name (Please print) Address
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The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio has assigned for public hearing at this time
and place Case No.10-388-EL-SSO, which is captioned “In the Matter of the
Application of Ohio Edison Company, The Cleveland Electric lluminating Company,
and the Toledo Edison Company for Authority to Establish a Standard Service Offer
Pursuant to Section 4928.143, Revised Code, in the Form of an Electric Security Plan.”

I was present at the local public hearing held in North Ridgeville, Ohio, on April 21,
2010, at 6:00 pm. I am opposed to the proposal for the reasons expressed by those who

have already testified.
Name (Please print) Address
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