
TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

N O V  1 3  2012 

co i\/l Wl I s s IO N 
PUBLIC SERVICE 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 -. Opposition to Kentucky Utilities’ Proposed Rate 
Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on electric 
service. Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. 

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charges. KU wants 
to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) and the kWh 
rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). This follows a 70% increase in 
2010, from $5.00 to $8.50. 

Any rate increase should be put on the kilowatt-hour, not the monthly service 
charge. KU enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It doesn’t need a higher monthly 
service charge to ensure adequate revenues. Increasing the monthly service charge 
instead of the kilowatt-hour: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

In short, KU’s proposed structure is bad public policy. A public utility with 
monopoly and guaranteed profit should not employ such structure. I pray the 
Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) 



TO: 

RE: 

- -  

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
C 0 /vi l\/i IS s ION 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics . 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a ‘Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put. on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

.. 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
kJnjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoiy and near-certain profit snouid not empioy such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it; either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



- _  -- 

TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

PUBLIC SER‘JICE 
COiU Ivi I SS ION 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KO. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 530/0 (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of i-i-ioi-iopuiy and near-certain profit snouid‘ not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
co M (vi IS s IO i\d 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (fram 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



I- 

_.. 

In short, K U ' s  proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopuiy and near-ceriain profit shouid not employ such a pricing structure. i pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature _L 



TO: 

RE: 

C om m iss io n e rs 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

PlJBLlC SERVICE 
CO /Vi Vl i SS IO i\d 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

1 also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (Le. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoiy and near-certain profit shouid not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signatu re 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

N O V  1“ 3 2012 

Fax 502-564-3460 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demog rap h ics . 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put: on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wastefiil users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. --the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoiy and near-certain profit snouid not empioy such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

- 

Signature 



TO: Commissioners 

- .  -- 

Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU's proposed allocatiori is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of iiionopoiy and near-cer-tain profit SnOuid not employ s u c h  a pricing structure. I pray 
the Cornmission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any  proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours,  

Signature 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (Le. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of i-rionopoiy and near-certain profit snouid not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
C 0 bl I\/l I SS I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demog rap h ics . 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door pracess to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KlJ and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (Le. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of il>oriilpdy and near-certain profit Shouid not empioy such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) 

Address I 



T-3 r-f”. 1;. 1;: TO: Commissioners 1L-s 
! a G -- LJ ?-Y, il L+ // ~~ ,t, 

\\IO\/ 1 3  2012 

Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
CO Vi i’dl IS S 1 ClN 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund’’ to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, oiir elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoiy and near-certain profit snouid not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature ?A,, fizik? 
(Please print clearly) Name 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
CO iVi IVI IS S I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) Name P h& r a \r 0 SbY, ;+LJ 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 I Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
P U B LI C S E RVI C E 
co M 11/1 I s s I ON 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 
- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) Name //e’j7/.r ,/’ &LJ-DkL ,z/ 



1 ;I E F-‘ 6-? r”” TO: Commissioners 

21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Kentucky Public Service Commission I,-$ p I k * J 7  1, 

Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 PUELlC SERVICE 
C Oivi Wl i SS I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) Name \ , ( ) r n \ d d '  

Address 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
i\lO !J 1. 3 2 0 ‘r 2 

COM iL’1 is s I ON 

Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 PUBLIC SERVICE 

Case No. 201 2-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

(Please print clearly) Name 

91 



- _  _- 

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 I Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PlJBLlC SERVICE 
co VI ilii I :; s I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. ’The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officiais are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



... 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Corrirnission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Si y nature tk5- 



TO: commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
P U B L! C S ER‘d CE 
c 0 M 1\/1 IS s I 0 N 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process ta reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants ta raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns af prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those wha use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



.. 
... 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

\.-- 

S ig natu re 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 I Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

N O V  I 3  2042 
P iJ €3 LI C S ERVI CE 

C 0 M llii IS S IO id 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a ’Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

- 
- 
- 

- 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Coniniission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Sign at u re 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 

3 $3 
I 
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TO 1 

RE: 

- ..-. 
... 

Com m issione rs 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 PUBLIC SERVICE 
c: 0 M h’l I s s I ON 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
d em og ra p h i cs I 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should riot employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Comrriission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

n 

Signature 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address v 1. 3 
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TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

NO\/ 1. 3 2012. 

PUBLIC SERVICE 
CO M MISS ION 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demog r a p h ics I 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



... 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 



. .. 

TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
CO M I\ii IS s I ON 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages futiire investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



in short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) Name 



TO: 

RE: 

Com m iss ione rs 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 I Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLlC SERVICE 

CQM ivl ISS IO N 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



.." 
... 

In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signatur 

(Please print clearly) Name 5,- b ~ o a b M i  

Address 



TO : Com m issione rs 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

NOV B 3 201% 

PUSLIC SERVICE 
c 0 r\n M I s s I 0 i\! 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

I I 

(Please print clearly) 



... 

TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
c 0 r\/l PA I s s I 0 N 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be piit on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewahles and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Comrnission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public 
211 Sower Blvd. 

Service Commission 

Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 

COM Il4 I s s IO i\i 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Latigdon Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 



. -- 
... 

TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC: SERVICE 

COM iBil IS s ION 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generoiis rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. ’The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.98’7 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Laiigdoii Sproul Jr. 
3 I37 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Corrimission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature __ 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



TO: 

RE: 

%?? F-- pP- p=- 9 3 * - I F - .  
- 1  ‘ Commissioners bk LI t&J IT, ii I*_ i 1 

Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

NOV B 3 ?GI2 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
co VI rvl IS s I ON 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance af renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and iinjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discotirages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

.. 



.’ 

. .  

Langdoii Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moirtavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Comrriission will not allow it, either after hearirig or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature _I & Z & L  



. -- 

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
GO i\si Fvl I ss I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics . 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

... 
” .- 



Laiigdori Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington ICY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky P 1.1 b I ic Service Com m iss io n 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
c 0 Il/i IVl I s s I 0 N 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all Companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

. .  

.. 



Langdoii Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should riot employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Sig riat u re 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
c 0 i\/I IW I s s I 0 N 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and 1Jnjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service . 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a ‘Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. K1J and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
llnreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

. .  
-_ . 



. -  
I _  

In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 



. .. 

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 

COM 1\/1 IS s I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a ‘Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Langdon Sproul Jr. 
3137 Montavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 

(Please print clearly) 

Address \ \ 

, . . .  . . . . . . .. .. ... . . .. . . - -  .. . . - . . . . 



TO: Commissioners &’ li”” 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

E c E I \! ;= kJ 
N O V  1 3  2012 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUELIC SERVICE 

COM R/1 I S S I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for iitility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Laiigdon Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Montavesta Kd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Sig nature 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 PUBLIC SERVICE 
c 0 i\/i M I s s I 0 N 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the iitility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, oiir elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (Le. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Langdoii Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly arid near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Cornmission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



... 

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Pub I ic Service Com m ission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and CJnjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. K1J and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
reqijired, beginning with fiill endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs an all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Langdoii Sproul Jr.. 
3 I37 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commissiori will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Add r e s  

I .  



TO: Commissioners p i-z tf-3 p” 1 // r-?! 
J aL-k,FiL-,1 d Lii;U?l Kentucky Public Service Commission 

21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 NOV 1 3  2042 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 

COT\/I !VI 1 s s I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficiilt times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility cornpany to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations iinfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KlJ and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
[Jnreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Laiigdoii Sproul JI. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington ICY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

___I_- 

Sign at u re 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 

... 

. -.- 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 

COM PA I s s ION 

N O V  B 3 201i[: 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and CJnjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU's rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General's 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies' rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a "Self-defense fund" to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. K1J and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
reqiiired, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should he put on the unit of energy ("volumetric pricing"), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn't need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Langdon Sproul Jr. 
3 1 3 7 Montavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Si g nat u re 



- _  . -. 

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC; SERVICE 
c 0 i\/l bl IS s IO N 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 -- Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and IJnjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a seciire and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It - 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Langdoii Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington ICY, 40502. 

In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours,( 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address 



TO: Com m issioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 4060 1 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
CO M M I SS IO i\l 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
-. 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (;.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Laiigdoii Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature 



. ._ 

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

N O V  I 3  2012 

PUBLIC SERVICE 
COM Pl IS SI ON 

RE: Case No. 2012--00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should he held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KIJ already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

. .  

. -- 



Laiigdon Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington ICY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly arid near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) 

... 

I- - 



1 I- r- TO. Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

/- E F ., 
N O V  I 3  2012 

1 e L,, L”J i-, i A /  k l,”l 

Fax 502-564-3460 PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KlJ and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.98’7 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase shoiild be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Laiigdoii Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington ICY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the  Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) Name 



- -  

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

- . -. 

PUELIC SERVICE 
CO M bl IS s I ON 

Fax 502-564-3460 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and cauntry. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

-. 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) Name - 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

N O V  1 3 2012 

PUBLIC SERVICE co iv vi IS s I ON 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



. ._ ’ 

I . -. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Sign at u re 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

P 1.) B LI c s E RV I c E c 0 M M IS s IO N 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the  Comrnission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signatu 



..” 

TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

N O V  I 3  2 0 v  

PUBLIC SERVICE 
COM /VI IS s I ON 

Fax 502-564-3460 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KlJ and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put an the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (;.e. - the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



Langdon Sproul Jr. 
3 137 Moiztavesta Kd. 
Lexington ICY, 40502. 

In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Comrriission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed Settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Sign a tu re 



. .. 

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 I Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

PUBLIC SERVICE 
CO M r\/l IS s IO N 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and 1Jnjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
e lect ric service I 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. ‘The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KLI wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
-. 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the retiirns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
(Jnreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (Le. - the poor, 
the elderly and the eff iciency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



. .  

Langdoii Sproul Jr. 
3 117 Moiitavesta Rd. 
Lexington KY, 40502. 

In short, KU's proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Conimission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 NO\/ 1 3  2012 
Fax 502-564-3460 PUBLIC SERVICE 

COLA MIS 4; IO 11 
RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 

Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 530/0 (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU's proposed A public utility with a grant 
a pricing structure. I pray of monopoly and 

the Commission proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC SERVICE 

COM Ivi I S S IO i\l 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (Le. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Sig nature 

(Please print clearly) Name 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 PUBLIC SERVICE 

COM fv1 I s s I cc) N 
Fax 502-564-3460 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Proposed Rate Increases and Unjust 
Allocations to Residential Monthly Service Charges 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on 

Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
electric service. 

enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. Their approximate 
guaranteed 16% before tax profit is there, regardless of economic conditions or 
demographics. 

I also understand the current economic situation prohibits the Attorney General’s 
office from engaging experts to challenge the utility companies’ rate case. The utility 
companies have also successfully lobbied our legislature to prohibit a small monthly 
cost to rate payers to establish a “Self-defense fund” to support the Attorney General 
during poor economic times. Lobbying costs money and since all costs are passed 
through to rate payers, we are essentially paying for the utility company to leverage the 
entire process and severely tilt the negotiations unfairly in their favor. 

Additionally, our elected officials are essentially raising utility costs on all state 
building, guaranteeing increased tax rates for the future. I find this incredibly short 
sighted. 

Any increase to the fixed service charge is a back door process to reduce the 
effectiveness of renewable energy. KU and Columbia Gas should be held to the same 
standards of all companies; stay competitive by constant improvement. The current 
business model for utility companies is archaic by modern standards and changes are 
required, beginning with full endorsement and acceptance of renewable energy. 
Renewables have to be part of the future of this state and country. 

If any increase is due, I strongly oppose increasing the monthly service charges. 
KU wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) 
and the kWh rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. KU already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly service charge: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly diminishes the returns of prior investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 



In short, KU’s proposed allocation is bad public policy. A public utility with a grant 
of monopoly and near-certain profit should not employ such a pricing structure. I pray 
the Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

(Please print clearly) 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

Case No. 201 2-00221 - Opposition to Kentucky Utilities’ Proposed Rate 
Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on electric 
service. Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. 

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charges. KU wants 
to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) and the kWh 
rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). This follows a 70% increase in 
2010, from $5.00 to $8.50. 

Any rate increase should be put on the kilowatt-hour, not the monthly service 
charge. KU enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It doesn’t need a higher monthly 
service charge to ensure adequate revenues. Increasing the monthly service charge 
instead of the kilowatt-hour: 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

In short, KU’s proposed structure is bad public policy. A public utility with 
monopoly and guaranteed profit should not employ such structure. I pray the 
Cornmission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

"["" Q" 8- - , - g jz ;;" 

N O V  f 3 2012 

k7 6 3.J k 1 b L, ;J 

Fax 502-564-3460 P 1J BLI C S EKV I C E 
GOM ilil IS s I ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Kentucky Utilities' Proposed Rate 
Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU's rate increases on electric 
service. Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. 

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charges. KU wants 
to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) and the kWh 
rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). This follows a 70% increase in 
2010, from $5.00 to $8.50. 

Any rate increase should be put on the kilowatt-hour, not the monthly service 
charge. KU enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It doesn't need a higher monthly 
service charge to ensure adequate revenues. Increasing the monthly service charge 
instead of the kilowatt-hour: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

In short, KU's proposed structure is bad public policy. A public utility with 
monopoly and guaranteed profit should not employ such structure. I pray the 
Commission wi!l not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature ___ e- 

(Please print clearly) 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

P IJ B L I C S E RV I C E 
c 0 M 11'1 IS s ION 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to entucky Utilities' Proposed Rate 
Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU's rate increases on electric 
service. Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. 

If any increase is due, I appose increasing the monthly service charges. KU wants 
to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) and the kWh 
rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). This follows a 70% increase in 
2010, from $5.00 to $8.50. 

Any rate increase should be put on the kilowatt-hour, not the monthly service 
charge. KU enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It doesn't need a higher monthly 
service charge to ensure adequate revenues. Increasing the monthly service charge 
instead of the kilowatt-hour: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment af renewables and distributed generation; 

In short, KU's proposed structure is bad public policy. A public utility with 
monopoly and guaranteed profit should not employ such structure. I pray the 
Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

-7 r7 r. /7 

(Please print clearly) Name i, TKfi-1- i; /i ?/?/ f ( i l<  



'TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 
PUBLIC, SERVICE 
C 0 [U i'vl IS 5 I 0 N 

RE: Case No. 201 2-00221 - Opposition to Kentucky Utilities' Proposed Rate 
Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU's rate increases on electric 
service. Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. 

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charges. KU wants 
to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) and the kWh 
rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). This follows a 70% increase in 
2010, from $5.00 to $8.50. 

Any rate increase should be put on the kilowatt-hour, not the monthly service 
charge. KU enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It doesn't need a higher monthly 
service charge to ensure adequate revenues. Increasing the monthly service charge 
instead of the kilowatt-hour: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (Le. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

In short, KU's proposed structure is bad public policy. A public utility with 
monopoly and guaranteed profit should not employ such structure. I pray the 
Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) Name 

Address A!. 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

N O V  E 3 2012 
PUBLIC SERVICE 
C: OM Vi IS S 1 ON 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Kentucky Utilities’ Proposed Rate 
Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on electric 
service. Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. 

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charges. KU wants 
to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) and the kWh 
rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). This follows a 70% increase in 
2010, from $5.00 to $8.50. 

Any rate increase should be put on the kilowatt-hour, not the monthly service 
charge. KU enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It doesn’t need a higher monthly 
service charge to ensure adequate revenues. Increasing the monthly service charge 
instead of the kilowatt-hour: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

In short, KU’s proposed structure is bad public policy. A public utility with 
monopoly and guaranteed profit should not employ such structure. I pray the 
Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) 



TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
211 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Kentucky Utilities’ Proposed Rate 
Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on electric 
service. Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. 

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charges. KU wants 
to raise the monthly electric service c.harge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) and the kWh 
rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). This follows a 70% increase in 
2010, from $5.00 to $8.50. 

Any rate increase should be put on the kilowatt-hour, not the monthly service 
charge. KU enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It doesn’t need a higher monthly 
service charge to ensure adequate revenues. Increasing the monthly service charge 
instead of the kilowatt-hour: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

In short, KU’s proposed structure is bad public policy. A public utility with 
monopoly and guaranteed profit should not employ such structure. I pray the 
Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

(Please print clearly) 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 

Fax 502-564-3460 

RE: Case No. 2012-00221 - Opposition to Kentucky Utilities’ Proposed Rate 
Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am a residential customer of KU. I write to oppose KU’s rate increases on electric 
service. Present rates are fair, just and reasonable. In these difficult times, KU already 
enjoys a secure and generous rate of return on its capital. 

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charges. KU wants 
to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) and the kWh 
rate by only 3.5% (from 6.987 cents to 7.253 cents). This follows a 70% increase in 
2010, from $5.00 to $8.50. 

Any rate increase should be put on the kilowatt-hour, not the monthly service 
charge. KU enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It doesn’t need a higher monthly 
service charge to ensure adequate revenues. Increasing the monthly service charge 
instead of the kilowatt-hour: 

- 
- 
- 
- 

- 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasteful users of energy; 
Unjustly and unfairly impacts those who use energy sparingly (i.e. -the poor, 
the elderly and the efficiency-minded), and; 
Unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation; 

In short, KU’s proposed structure is bad public policy. A public utility with 
monopoly and guaranteed profit should not employ such structure. I pray the 
Commission will not allow it, either aftsr hearing or in any proposed settlement 

Very truly yours, 

Sign at 1.1 re 

(Please print clearly) 


