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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO 
 
The Office of the Ohio Consumers’ Counsel ) 
 ) 
 Complainant, ) 
  ) 
v.  )  Case No. 16-0782-EL-CSS 
  ) 
Ohio Power Company ) 
  ) 
 Respondent. ) 
 

OHIO POWER COMPANY’S  
MOTION FOR TARIFF AMENDMENT 

 
 Under Ohio Revised Code (“RC”) 4905.26 and 4905.37, and Ohio Administrative Code 

(“OAC”) 4901-1-12, Ohio Power Company (“AEP Ohio”) hereby moves to amend its tariff as a 

proposed resolution to this Complaint.  As described in the attached Memorandum, AEP Ohio 

does not agree with key aspects of the Complaint filed by the Ohio Consumers’ Counsel 

(“OCC”) in this case.  But AEP Ohio does agree with the Complaint’s assertion that the practice 

of “submetering” has proliferated in recent years and has caused substantial harm to customers in 

AEP Ohio’s territory.  Accordingly, AEP Ohio proposes to amend its tariff to provide that AEP 

Ohio will not provide electric service to any submetered premises where a landlord, 

condominium association, “submetering company,” or any other entity is assessing a markup or 

separate charge to individual tenants or occupants.  As explained in the attached Memorandum, 

this tariff change will begin to address the harms associated with submetering and will provide 

substantial benefits to customers whose premises is currently submetered.  

 Attached to this Motion as Exhibit A is a copy of the existing tariff sheets at issue in this 

motion.  Attached as Exhibit B-1 is a clean copy of AEP Ohio’s proposed tariff sheets, and 

attached as Exhibit B-2 is a redline copy of AEP Ohio’s proposed tariff sheets.  This proposed 
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tariff amendment will not result in the an increase in rates, joint tolls, classifications, charges, or 

rentals. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Steven T. Nourse                                                            
Steven T. Nourse 
American Electric Power Service Corporation 
1 Riverside Plaza, 29th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio  43215 
Telephone:  614-716-1608 
Fax:  614-716-2950 
stnourse@aep.com 
 
Counsel for Ohio Power Company 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO 
 
The Office of the Ohio Consumers’ Counsel ) 
 ) 
 Complainant, ) 
  ) 
v.  )  Case No. 16-0782-EL-CSS 
  ) 
Ohio Power Company ) 
  ) 
 Respondent. ) 
 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF OHIO POWER COMPANY’S 
MOTION FOR TARIFF AMENDMENT 

 
 As reflected in AEP Ohio’s Answer filled concurrently with this Motion, AEP Ohio does 

not agree with key aspects of the Complaint filed by OCC in this case.  But AEP Ohio does agree 

with the Complaint’s assertion that the practice of “submetering” has proliferated in recent years 

and has caused substantial harm to customers in AEP Ohio’s territory.  (See, e.g., Compl. pg. 1-

2, ¶ 10.)  AEP Ohio also agrees, as a general matter, with the Complaint’s assertion that AEP 

Ohio’s tariff does not currently prohibit submetering, and though AEP Ohio does not agree with 

the proposed language in Attachment A of the Complaint, AEP Ohio does agree that the 

Commission should revise AEP Ohio’s tariff to clarify what is permissible and to limit the harm 

caused by submetering.  (Id. ¶¶ 27, 31, 40.) 

 Accordingly, as a proposed resolution to this case, AEP Ohio requests that the 

Commission amend AEP Ohio’s tariff as set forth herein as a means to limit submetering in AEP 

Ohio’s service territory. 

I. As AEP Ohio Described in Its Comments in Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI, the 
Commission Should Act to Curtail the Substantial Harm Caused by Submetering 

 As AEP Ohio described at length in its initial and reply comments in Case No. 15-1594-

AU-COI (which AEP Ohio filed jointly with Duke Energy Ohio, Inc.), the practice of 

“submetering” has proliferated in recent years and has brought considerable harm to electric 
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customers in AEP Ohio’s service territory.  Submetering is a practice whereby a landlord, 

condominium association, or – in recent years – a “submetering company” (purportedly acting as 

a landlord’s “agent”) takes master-meter service from a Commission-regulated public utility and 

then resells that service to tenants or condominium owners.  This practice is called 

“submetering” because the landlord, condominium association, or submetering company 

typically installs its own “submeters” and other internal distribution facilities behind the master 

meter to measure each customer’s utility usage and assess utility charges based on that usage. 

 Submetering causes substantial harm to customers by denying them the critical 

protections and benefits that are afforded customers of Commission-regulated public utilities 

such as AEP Ohio.  AEP Ohio and Duke described these harms at length in their initial and reply 

comments in Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI, and AEP Ohio attaches those comments to this Motion 

and incorporates them by reference here.  (See Exhibits C and D.)  In summary, submetering 

harms customers because, among other things:  It denies customers the ability to shop for 

competitive generation supply.  It denies customers the critical protections of Commission rate-

regulation and thus subjects customers to high (and hidden) rates.  It denies customers the 

consumer protections enshrined in the Revised Code and the Ohio Administrative Code, 

including, especially, protections related to disconnection for non-payment.  It potentially 

threatens the reliability of customers’ electric service.  And because submetering is poorly 

understood by the general public, and because submetering companies such as American Power 

& Light (“AP&L”) and Nationwide Energy Partners (“NEP”) intentionally portray themselves as 

akin to public utilities, the harmful practices surrounding submetering undermine public 

confidence in this Commission and threatens the public reputation of Commission-regulated 

utilities such as AEP Ohio. 
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 In their comments in Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI, AEP Ohio and Duke proposed one way 

for the Commission substantially curtail the harmful submetering practices that have recently 

proliferated in AEP Ohio’s service territory:  The Commission should revisit the test articulated 

in In re Inscho v. Shroyer's Mobile Homes, Case No. 90-182-WS-CSS, et al., Opinion and Order 

(Feb. 27, 1992) (“Shroyer”), and adopt a revised test for determining whether an entity is a 

“public utility” under R.C. 4905.02 and 4905.03.  Specifically, AEP Ohio and Duke proposed 

that the Commission recognize that all entities – including submetering landlords, condominium 

associations, or submetering companies – are “public utilities” if they assess a separate rate or 

mark-up for utility service.  See Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI, AEP Ohio & Duke Initial Cmts. 21-

26; AEP Ohio & Duke Reply Cmts. 3-9.  AEP Ohio stands by that argument and continues to 

urge the Commission to adopt AEP Ohio’s revised test.  Not only is that test closer to the plain 

language and intent of R.C. 4905.02 and 4905.03, but it would substantially discourage – if not 

outright end – the harmful submetering practices that have proliferated in the years since the 

Commission first articulated the Shroyer test. 

II. Amending AEP Ohio’s tariff is one means of limiting submetering.  

Although AEP Ohio stands by its arguments and recommended outcome in Case No. 15-

1594-AU-COI, the Complaint filed by OCC in this docket raises an alternative method for the 

Commission to begin to1 address submetering:  The Commission can use its existing jurisdiction 

over AEP Ohio to amend AEP Ohio’s tariff to limit submetering.   

                                                        
1 As noted in AEP Ohio’s comments in Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI, there are several issues that may 
arise if the Commission takes action to limit submetering and encourage existing submetering premises to 
convert to a situation in which AEP Ohio provides individual meter service to tenants or occupants.  For 
example, for AEP Ohio to provide service to tenants or occupants who are currently submetered, AEP 
Ohio may need to install new infrastructure or take over infrastructure that was installed by landlords or 
submetering companies.  Accordingly, if the Commission grants the tariff amendment proposed by AEP 
Ohio, the Commission should also provide for an appropriate transition process, including, among other 
things, cost recovery for necessary expenditures related to transitioning away from submetering. 
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 The Ohio Supreme Court has made clear that this Commission can – and should – 

exercise its full jurisdictional powers with respect to the provision of electric service from a 

public utility to a submetering landlord.  Put differently, no matter the jurisdiction the 

Commission may have over submetering (a topic addressed in Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI), 

there can be no question that the Commission has full jurisdiction over the “master meter” 

service provided by the public utility to the submetered premises.  Specifically, in Shopping 

Centers Association v. Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, 3 Ohio St. 2d 1 (1965), this 

Commission had taken the position that it did not have jurisdiction to regulate sales between 

public utilities and landlords who resell utility service because those landlords are not 

“consumers” under R.C. 4905.03(C).  But the Supreme Court reversed that determination, 

holding that “office buildings, apartment houses and shopping centers” are “consumers” under 

R.C. 4905.03 even when they resell utility service to tenants.  Id. at 4-5.  Thus, the Commission 

has its full jurisdiction under Title 49 of the Revised Code to regulate the provision of electric 

service from a public utility such as AEP Ohio to submetered premises. 

 Moreover, although the Commission has previously denied attempts by utilities to use 

their tariffs to prohibit “resale” of utility service, see, e.g., Brooks v. Toledo Edison Co., Case 

No. 94-1987, 1996 WL 331201 (May 8, 1996), aff’d on reh’g at 1996 WL 470528; FirstEnergy 

Corp. v. Pub. Util. Comm., 96 Ohio St. 3d 371, 372-73 (2002), all of those previous cases were 

decided before the recent proliferation of harmful submetering practices adopted by companies 

such as AP&L and NEP.  As described in AEP Ohio’s reply comments in Case No. 15-1594-

AU-COI, NEP’s CEO has admitted that his company is “new” and “very unique” and that his 

company’s leaders were “very deliberate when [they] started the business 10 years ago to put it 

in a place where it was not regulated.”  See Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI AEP Ohio & Duke 
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Reply Cmts. 7-8 (quoting OCC Initial Cmts. Attach. 1, at 4).  When the Commission previously 

addressed utility tariff provisions on “resale,” it did not address the “new” and “very unique” 

business practices of NEP and similar submetering companies.  Nor did the Commission have 

the benefit of the recent scrutiny on submetering arrangements, now that they have become so 

prevalent.  Where, as here, the Commission adopted tariff language to deal with one set of 

circumstances, that language can be revised by the Commission as circumstances change and the 

Commission gains more experience with the former language’s shortcomings. 

 Accordingly, exercising its jurisdiction over the master-meter sale between AEP Ohio 

and a submetered premises, the Commission should amend AEP Ohio’s tariff to make clear that 

electrical service will not be provided to any premises in AEP Ohio’s territory where any markup 

or additional charge is assessed to end-use customers for electric service.  Specifically, as shown 

on Exhibits B-1 and B-2, AEP Ohio proposes adding the following language to Section 17 of the 

Terms of Service for its Standard Service (i.e., “non-shopping”) and Open Access Distribution 

(i.e., “shopping”) tariffs: 

Standard Service Tariff: 

Electric service will not be supplied to any premises where the 
Customer, the Customer’s agent, or any other entity assesses any 
charge for electric service to occupants, tenants, or any other end-
user, except where the Customer passes on the Company’s charges 
without markup to such occupants or tenants and where such 
charges are allocated based on each occupant’s or tenant’s actual 
usage. 

Open Access Distribution Tariff: 

Electric service will not be supplied to any premises where the 
Customer, the Customer’s agent, or any other entity assesses any 
charge for electric service to occupants, tenants, or any other end-
user, except where the Customer passes on the Company’s charges 
and any generation supply charges (not to exceed the Company’s 
current standard service offer generation rate) without markup to 
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such occupants or tenants and where such charges are allocated 
based on each occupant’s or tenant’s actual usage. 

This tariff change would prohibit anyone – whether a landlord, condominium association, 

or “submetering company” such as AP&L and NEP – from assessing any “markup” or extra 

charge to submetered customers located on premises served by AEP Ohio.  Were any such 

charges assessed, this tariff language would allow AEP Ohio to disconnect service.  As such, the 

tariff change would effectively accomplish, through different means, the objective set forth in 

AEP Ohio’s comments in Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI by prohibiting the “submetering-for-

profit” model that has proliferated and caused so much harm in recent years.  But it will also 

leave in place the “traditional” form of submetering in which landlords merely “pass on” utilities 

costs without markup.2   

Most importantly for purposes of this docket, moreover, this tariff change will 

accomplish all of these objectives without the Commission expressly exercising jurisdiction over 

any submetering landlords, condominium associations, or “submetering companies” like AP&L 

and NEP.  Instead, the Commission will merely regulate the terms and conditions under which 

AEP Ohio provides electric service – and that falls with the core of the Commission’s powers 

under Title 49.   

Finally, although AEP Ohio’s proposed tariff change is similar in effect to the tariff 

language proposed by OCC in Attachment A of the complaint, OCC’s proposed language is 

misguided in several respects and should not be considered as an alternative to AEP Ohio’s 

proposal here.  As an initial matter, OCC’s proposed language is limited to residential customers 

(without explanation).  Submetering is also harmful in the context of commercial and industrial 

                                                        
2 For instance, in its initial comments in Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI, the Utility Management & 
Conservation Association (“UMCA”) claimed that its UMCA says that its “best practice guidelines 
recommend that the amount billed to residents not exceed the owner’s actual costs incurred.”  Case No. 
15-1594-AU-COI, UMCA Initial Cmts. 5. 
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customers, and there is no reason to limit the tariff change to residential customers.  Moreover, 

OCC’s proposed tariff change contains certain language that may be misinterpreting as applying 

too narrowly – for example, OCC’s language only refers to “landlords,” but not condominium 

associations or submetering companies, and OCC focuses on “resale and redistribution,” rather 

than the broader concept of “any charges” for electric service.  OCC’s focus on prohibiting 

“resale” also incorrectly suggests that the tariff is regulating the submetering sale, rather then 

regulating the conditions under which the utility will provide service.  AEP Ohio submits that its 

revised tariff language, though similar in substance, is broader and more likely to accomplish the 

shared objective of limiting submetering with the least room for misinterpretation and loopholes. 

III. This motion should not be misconstrued as agreement with the Complaint.  

As described above, AEP Ohio believes that the revised tariff proposed in this motion is 

one means for the Commission to limit submetering in AEP Ohio’s territory.  As such, AEP 

Ohio agrees with certain paragraphs of the Complaint that recognize that AEP Ohio’s tariff does 

not currently prohibit submetering and that claim that a tariff change is necessary.  (See Compl. 

¶¶ 27, 31.)  However, it is important to note that there are many allegations in the Complaint that 

AEP Ohio does not agree with.  (See generally AEP Ohio’s Answer.)  For instance, AEP Ohio 

does not agree with the Complaint’s alternative theory alleging that AEP Ohio “may not be 

enforcing its approved tariff provisions to prohibit submetering entities . . . from reselling and 

redistributing electric utility and related services to Ohioans.”  (See Compl. ¶¶ 28, 33.)  This 

request for a revised tariff should not be construed as any agreement with – or acquiescence in – 

these and other paragraphs of the Complaint. 

CONCLUSION 

 For the foregoing reasons, AEP Ohio respectfully requests that the Commission grant the 

tariff revisions set forth in  
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Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Steven T. Nourse                                                            
Steven T. Nourse 
American Electric Power Service Corporation 
1 Riverside Plaza, 29th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio  43215 
Telephone:  614-716-1608 
Fax:  614-716-2950 
stnourse@aep.com 
 
Counsel for Ohio Power Company 

  



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No. 16-782-EL-CSS 
AEP Ohio’s Motion to Amend Tariff 

Exhibit A 
Existing Schedule Sheets 

 



OHIO POWER COMPANY 
 

1st Revised Sheet No. 103-13 
Cancels Original Sheet No. 103-13 

 
P.U.C.O. NO. 20 

  
TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF SERVICE 

 

Filed pursuant to Order dated February 25, 2015 in Case No. 13-2385-EL-SSO 
 
Issued:  April 24, 2015 Effective:  June 1, 2015 
 

Issued by 
Pablo Vegas, President 

AEP Ohio 

17. RESALE OF ENERGY 
 

Electric service will not be supplied to any party contracting with the Company for electric 
service (hereinafter in this Section called ”Customer“) except for use exclusively by (i) the 
Customer at the premises specified in the service request on contract between the Company and 
the Customer under which service is supplied and (ii) the occupants and tenants of such 
premises. 

 
Resale of energy will be permitted only by legitimate electric public utilities subject to the 

jurisdiction of the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio and only by written consent of the 
Company.  In addition, resale of energy will be permitted for electric service and related billing as 
they apply to the resale or redistribution of electrical service from a landlord to a tenant where the 
landlord is not operating as a public utility, and the landlord owns the property upon which such 
resale or redistribution takes place. 
 



OHIO POWER COMPANY 2nd Revised Sheet No. 103-13D 
Cancels 1st Revised Sheet No. 103-13D 

 
 

P.U.C.O. NO. 20 
 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF  
OPEN ACCESS DISTRIBUTION SERVICE   

 

Filed pursuant to Order dated February 25, 2015 in Case No. 13-2385-EL-SSO 
  
Issued:  April 24, 2015 
 

Effective:  June 1, 2015 

Issued by 
Pablo Vegas, President 

AEP Ohio 
 

17. RESALE OF ENERGY 
 

Electric service will not be delivered to any party contracting with the Company for distribution 
service (hereinafter in this Section called “customer”) except for use exclusively by (i) the customer at 
the premises specified in the service request or contract between the Company and the customer 
under which service is supplied and (ii) the occupants and tenants of such premises. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No. 16-782-EL-CSS 
AEP Ohio’s Motion to Amend Tariff 

Exhibit B-1 
Clean Copies of  

Proposed Schedule Sheets 
 



OHIO POWER COMPANY 
 

2nd Revised Sheet No. 103-13 
Cancels 1st Revised Sheet No. 103-13 

 
P.U.C.O. NO. 20 

  
TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF SERVICE 

 

Filed pursuant to Order dated February 25, 2015 in Case No. 13-2385-EL-SSO 
 
Issued:  April 24, 2015 Effective:  June 1, 2015 
 

Issued by 
Pablo Vegas, President 

AEP Ohio 

17. RESALE OF ENERGY 
 

Electric service will not be supplied to any party contracting with the Company for electric 
service (hereinafter in this Section called ”Customer“) except for use exclusively by (i) the 
Customer at the premises specified in the service request on contract between the Company and 
the Customer under which service is supplied and (ii) the occupants and tenants of such 
premises.  Electric service will not be supplied to any premises where the Customer, the 
Customer’s agent, or any other entity assesses any charge for electric service to occupants, 
tenants, or any other end-user, except where the Customer passes on the Company’s charges 
without markup to occupants or tenants and such charges are allocated based on each 
occupant’s or tenant’s actual usage. 

 
Resale of energy will be permitted only by legitimate electric public utilities subject to the 

jurisdiction of the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio and only by written consent of the 
Company.  In addition, resale of energy will be permitted for electric service and related billing as 
they apply to the resale or redistribution of electrical service from a landlord to a tenant where the 
landlord is not operating as a public utility, the landlord owns the property upon which such resale 
or redistribution takes place, and the landlord does not assess any charge for electric service 
except as provided above.. 



OHIO POWER COMPANY 3rd Revised Sheet No. 103-13D 
Cancels 2nd Revised Sheet No. 103-13D 

 
 

P.U.C.O. NO. 20 
 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF  
OPEN ACCESS DISTRIBUTION SERVICE   

 

Filed pursuant to Order dated February 25, 2015 in Case No. 13-2385-EL-SSO 
  
Issued:  April 24, 2015 
 

Effective:  June 1, 2015 

Issued by 
Pablo Vegas, President 

AEP Ohio 
 

17. RESALE OF ENERGY 
 

Electric service will not be delivered to any party contracting with the Company for distribution 
service (hereinafter in this Section called “customer”) except for use exclusively by (i) the customer at 
the premises specified in the service request or contract between the Company and the customer 
under which service is supplied and (ii) the occupants and tenants of such premises.  Electric service 
will not be supplied to any premises where the Customer, the Customer’s agent, or any other entity 
assesses any charge for electric service to occupants, tenants, or any other end-user, except where 
the Customer passes on the Company’s charges and any generation supply charges (not to exceed 
the Company’s current standard service offer generation rate) without markup to occupants or 
tenants and such charges are allocated based on each occupant’s or tenant’s actual usage. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No. 16-782-EL-CSS 
AEP Ohio’s Motion to Amend Tariff 

Exhibit B-2 
Redline Copies of  

Proposed Schedule Sheets 
 



OHIO POWER COMPANY 
 

2nd1st Revised Sheet No. 103-13 
Cancels 1st RevisedOriginal Sheet No. 103-13 

 
P.U.C.O. NO. 20 

  
TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF SERVICE 

 

Filed pursuant to Order dated February 25, 2015 in Case No. 13-2385-EL-SSO 
 
Issued:  April 24, 2015 Effective:  June 1, 2015 
 

Issued by 
Pablo Vegas, President 

AEP Ohio 

17. RESALE OF ENERGY 
 

Electric service will not be supplied to any party contracting with the Company for electric 
service (hereinafter in this Section called ”Customer“) except for use exclusively by (i) the 
Customer at the premises specified in the service request on contract between the Company and 
the Customer under which service is supplied and (ii) the occupants and tenants of such 
premises.  Electric service will not be supplied to any premises where the Customer, the 
Customer’s agent, or any other entity assesses any charge for electric service to occupants, 
tenants, or any other end-user, except where the Customer passes on the Company’s charges 
without markup to occupants or tenants and such charges are allocated based on each 
occupant’s or tenant’s actual usage. 

 
Resale of energy will be permitted only by legitimate electric public utilities subject to the 

jurisdiction of the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio and only by written consent of the 
Company.  In addition, resale of energy will be permitted for electric service and related billing as 
they apply to the resale or redistribution of electrical service from a landlord to a tenant where the 
landlord is not operating as a public utility, and the landlord owns the property upon which such 
resale or redistribution takes place, and the landlord does not assess any charge for electric 
service except as provided above.. 



OHIO POWER COMPANY 3rd2nd Revised Sheet No. 103-13D 
Cancels 2nd1st Revised Sheet No. 103-13D 

 
 

P.U.C.O. NO. 20 
 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF  
OPEN ACCESS DISTRIBUTION SERVICE   

 

Filed pursuant to Order dated February 25, 2015 in Case No. 13-2385-EL-SSO 
  
Issued:  April 24, 2015 
 

Effective:  June 1, 2015 

Issued by 
Pablo Vegas, President 

AEP Ohio 
 

17. RESALE OF ENERGY 
 

Electric service will not be delivered to any party contracting with the Company for distribution 
service (hereinafter in this Section called “customer”) except for use exclusively by (i) the customer at 
the premises specified in the service request or contract between the Company and the customer 
under which service is supplied and (ii) the occupants and tenants of such premises.  Electric service 
will not be supplied to any premises where the Customer, the Customer’s agent, or any other entity 
assesses any charge for electric service to occupants, tenants, or any other end-user, except where 
the Customer passes on the Company’s charges and any generation supply charges (not to exceed 
the Company’s current standard service offer generation rate) without markup to occupants or 
tenants and such charges are allocated based on each occupant’s or tenant’s actual usage. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No. 16-782-EL-CSS 
AEP Ohio’s Motion to Amend Tariff 

Exhibit C 
Initial Comments of Ohio Power Company 

and Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. in  
Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI 

 



































































 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No. 16-782-EL-CSS 
AEP Ohio’s Motion to Amend Tariff 

Exhibit D 
Reply Comments of Ohio Power Company 

and Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. in  
Case No. 15-1594-AU-COI 

 































CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 In accordance with Rule 4901-1-05, Ohio Administrative Code, the PUCO’s e-filing 

system will electronically serve notice of the filing of this document upon the following parties.  

In addition, I hereby certify that a service copy of the foregoing Motion for Tariff Amendment 

was sent by, or on behalf of, the undersigned counsel to the following parties of record this 27th 

day of April 2016, via electronic transmission. 

 /s/ Steven T. Nourse    
                 Steven T. Nourse 
 
Email Service List: 
 
kyle.kern@occ.ohio.gov 
bojko@carpenterlipps.com 
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