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In the Matter of the Complaint of
Ronald J. Tanski P ; P U C O
Complainant, ) Case No. 10-291-GA-CSS
v. )
)
Columbia Gas of Ohio, Inc., )
Respondent. )
ANSWER

OF COLUMBIA GAS OF OHIO, INC.,

Now comes the Respondent, Columbia Gas of Ohio, Inc. (“Columbia™), and files its
Answer to the amended Complaint filed herein on April 16, 2010.
1. Columbia generally denies all of the allegations contained in the amended Complaint.
Affirmative Defenses
2. Columbia avers that the Complainant has failed to state reasonable grounds for a
complaint against Columbia as required by Ohio Revised Code § 4905.26.
3. The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (“Commission™) lacks jurisdiction over this
matter.
4. Columbia avers that it has complied with‘ all applicable Ohio statutes, the

Commission’s rules and regulations and Columbia’s tariff.

Respectfully submitted by,

COLUMBIA GAS OF OHIO, INC.

Brooke E. Leslie, Trial Attorney
Fii, w b ol lp BRIV LI ) ':;,:i‘»-_ifff"-fs-'i'iﬁlg arda an ‘
accurace and complete reproductdds: i & caas file
jocument delivered in thas regular course of buaineaz; /('0

LDamigte

-~ -

rechnician . /<l pate Processed}.. =

o

-

2



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that 1 have served a copy of the foregoing Answer of Columbia Gas of
Ohio, Inc., by ordinary U.S. mail, postage prepaid, to Ronald J. Tanski, 3590 Turnberry Drive,

Medina, OH 44256, this 6th day of May, 2010.
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Brooke E. Leslie
Attorney for
COLUMBIA GAS OF OHIO, INC.



