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1. MOTION FOR EXTEWSION,. 8 

Wcsdakc ("Thc Cily 0%Wcstlakb') su~dmo+cs t h a ~i11ePublic 
I 

.expj~utibrrddt~of ih ceaeti~eutotu pravidu ~ u v ~ m c n l u lugpcgiiti~n8cruiccs. lnaclvcrtcttly,thc 

City of Woatlakc did nat filc gn npbllcntion for 1~11cwulhf ~ertifi& 03-099(4) within thi 30--

120 duy a&ilnc bindaw sel el& in rule 4901:l-27-09 of thc Ohio Administrative Code 

C,0ACM).The City o f  WesBa~tr:fiidits renewal npplir~tion,aul nS~imr;,On April 22,201 1,  nnd 

the City sf WcstIakc seek an extension omfits cereificak's exphiion date wLiB the Commis~ion 

is consideringthe renewal appljcotion. 

IT. MEMORAYD.L!M lI$-SU.Ptom , 

Thc C& dWcstl&c WEl6 grantedtllc autllority to provide gov6nme1lrl'alaggrcgatiori 

scrviccs ou M m h  28, 2005, and its c u m t  ccrtif~utr:cxpims oh April 23, 201I, Sincc tlmt 

timc, i l~cCity of Westlake bas choae11u suppliev*forthe *hi1 elecVic services ('or ;isresidents, 
. 8 

and po+ei~Is flowing m it$pmidpm~nwtdcr t11eiuaggrc~tionprogram. Wfortunately, due ta 

an'inadvertent ~vemi&I~lwilh rt~gtirdLCI [he timing liar i'ling, thc City uf W,c~tlnkcdid not rcnli7~ 
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that the advance filing date for its certificate renewal has passed, TIICJ City of Wcstlakc filed Its 

renewal application on April 22,2011. While the Commission considers the renewal, the City of 

Westiake requests UD extensjon of the expiration date of its cerlificatc from April 23, 2011 to 

May 23, 2011, to allow for Iho Uiirty day review period from the April 22, 2011 renewal 

application filing date. 

The City of WcsUakc's request for an extension is reasonable under the cii'diitistances 

and should be granted. Should tho City's ability to provide aggregation .services expire on April 

23,2011, the City of Wcstloke's aggregation participants would be at a disadvantage in thai ihey 

would not be able to receive the tnost competitive electric rate, Although the City ofWesilake 

inadvertently failed lO Hie its renewal application within the 30-120 day window aa set foitli in 

Rule 4901:1-27-09 (A), in substance there hav«> been no material changes irt the City of 

Westlake's operation of its aggregaiinn program. Indeed, expect I'or the automatic expiration 

date of its Certificate 03.099 (4), the City of Westlake has done nothijog that m M warrant 

suspension or rescission of its authority. Sinw the City of Westlake'.s- dilemma has been caused 

by an inadvertent oversight, m extension would allow the City to obtain renewal of iits certificate 

without causing inconvenience to its participants. Indeed, extension of the cxpifaliofi date is 

nuecKsary to prevent inseparable harm to the City of.Wcstltikc and its residents, and would 

pi-cvcnt disniption in .service to City of We^tljike participants. The City of WMlak^ reapcotfully 

submits that an extension of its Gcitlficale expiration date is in the public interest. 

Wherefore, the City of Westlake respectfully urges tlie Commission to grain the 

extension. 

Respectfully submitted, 

TlieCityorWtJS'llake 




