rrom: phillip stahiman <} GG
Subject: Fwd: case # 2012-00221

Date: November 19, 2012 1:51:36 PM EST
To:

RECEIVED
From ol ctahiman R NOV 21 2012

Date: Mon, Nov 19, 2012 at 12:48 PM

Subject: case # 2012-00221 PUBLIC SERVICE
To: pscfilingsi@kv.gov COMM[SSlON

In regard to the application by KU to increase basic service rates, | would like to state my objection.

Raising basic rates (repeatedly) penalizes those individuals and businesses that are doing all they can to conserve energy.
It is very important for public utilities to encourage energy conservation if we are to avoid additional construction of toxic
coal-fired power plants while supporting the development of native Kentucky-based energy efficiency related employment
and expanded "best use" of our limited resources. Rather than reducing utility profits, managing future demand
intelligently can stabilize and reduce investment and overhead costs. ( Refer to PG&E returns on conservation investments

)

Raising rates on the amount of energy used, rather than the base rate, avoids penalizing conservation while encouraging
individual investment in more efficient technology. When that investment takes place here in Kentucky, local businesses
will benefit, sending tax money to our state instead of Ohio or California. The public service commission should NOT be
discouraging business development in Kentucky.

The old saying that the Future arrives 25 years late in Kentucky is only reinforced by retrograde, selfwdef'eating policies
such as those reflected in this application. Not only does the Sun provide just as much available energy in Kentucky as
other states, a dollar saved here is worth as much as a dollar saved in Texas or California.

i strangly urge the commission to hold our utilities to a higher standard of responsibility to the community than is
reflected by this short-sighted and self-defeating proposal by KU ( and the similar application by LG&E, case # 2012~

00222 ) Please require these legal monopolies to adhere to "best practice" rather than rubber-stamping these
unreasonable requests.

Thank you.

Phillip Stahiman
1249 Yeluride cir.

Lexington KY 40509
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Date: //// /é/%é’/}»

Public Service Commission RE_(; ;\:‘VE‘D
-P.O.Box 615 e
Frankfort, Kentucky 40602 W ﬂ

Re: Kentucky Utilties Company
Case Neo. 2012-00221

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am a customer of the Kentucky Utilities Company (“KU”), and I oppose
the proposed 8.03% rate increase requested by the KU,

PSC Director of Communications Andrew Melnkovych says that if the
Commission went strictly by public comments then every time we’d have a
proposed rate increase and people said they didn’t want a rate increase then the
utilities would go bankrupt. We are saying to the PSC that residential customers
are bankrupt with utility increases and high food and gas costs. With mining
companies closing and unemployment in our area at a recorded 13.1%, we cannot
afford another increase of any kind. Organizations that help with utility bills have
more requests than they can meet. With the increase the KU desires, a family can
be fed for another day or gas can be purchased to get to work or to the doctor.

Our economy needs to improve greatly before any kind of increase. Please
do not approve this increase and place the burden on the backs of those who can
least afford it.

Thank you.
Yours truly,
Name: /)/;7 iz ( ,a;i,é
Address: / 0. Hozr 223
: (/7/0@2@3// Ly
SIS/ 7 k



Date: /? //\///14//&

Public Service Conunission R EG - B\/E D

P.O.Box 615
Frankfort, Kentucky 40602 NOV 21 2012

Plé%lRIACM SSESRVICE
I
Re: Kentucky Utilties Company ION

Case No, 20172-00221

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am a customer of the Kentucky Utilities Company (“KU”), and I oppose
the proposed 8.03% rate increase requested by the KU

PSC Director of Communications Andrew Melnkovych says that if the
Commission went strictly by public comments then every time we’d have a
proposed 1329 increase and people said they didn’t want a rate increase then the
utilities wonld go bankrupt, We are saying to the PSC that residential customers
are bankrupt wﬂh utility increases and high food and gas costs. With mining
companies ciosing and unemployment in our area at a recorded 13.1%, we cannot
afford another increase of any kind. Cirganizations that help with utility bills have
more requests than they can meet. With the increase the KU desires, a family can
be fed for another day or gas can be purchased to get to work or to the doctor.

Our economy needs to improve greatly before any kind of increase. Please
do not aprrove thic increase and place the burden on the backs of those who can
least afford ir.

Thank you.

Yours truly,

Name: &Z&f 2@4 7

Address: @déw i
{j//%\u/ o, & BT Luc/ I~ _
NG 77/




Date: //— |5~ (2

Public Service Commmission

P.O. Box 615 RECEIVED

Frankfort, Kentucicr 40602
Nov 21 2012

Re: Kentuecky Usilties Company P%%MM\SS\ON

Case No, 20172-00221

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am a customer of the Kentucky Utilities Company (“KU”), and I oppose
the proposed 8.03% rate increase requested by the ICU.

PSC Director of Communications Andrew Melnkovych says that if the
Commission went strictly by public comments then every time we’d have a
proposed rate increase and people said they didn’t want a rate increase then the
utilities wrndd go bankrupt. We ars saving to the PSC that residential customers
are bankrupt with utility increases and high food and gas costs. With mining
companies ciosing and unemployment in our area at a recorded 13.1%, we cannot
afford another incresse of any kind. Cirganizations that help with utility bills have
more requests than they can meet. With the increase the KU desires, a family can
be fed for anothzr day or gas can be purchased to get to work or to the doctor.

Our economy aeeds to imorove greatly before any kind of increase. Please

do not aprrove this mcresse and place the burden on the backs of those who can
least afford i

Thank you,
' Yours truly,
Name: M/}/ , P /LA/( %
Address: [ AL 5/_2_0 rﬁim ;leur\ < Ou\ e

\ 4
Fonevijlle ‘K/ 4/077'7




Date: oS- D

Public Service Conumnission

P.O. Box 615
Frankfort, Kentucky 40602 RECE!VED
NOV 21 2012
Re: Kentueky Utiities Company RVICE
Case No, 2012-00221 P%%L&CM?SFSION

Dear Sir or Madarm:

I am a customer of the Kentucky Utilities Company (“KU™), and I oppose
the proposed 8.03% rate increase requested by the KU.

PSC Director of Communications Andrew Melnkovych says that if the
Commission went strictly by public comments then every time we’d have a
proposed rate increase and people said they didn’t want a rate increase then the
utilities weadd go bankrupt. We are saying to the PSC that residential customers
are bankrupt with utility increases and high food and gas costs. With mining
companies ciosing and unemployment in our area at a recorded 13.1%, we cannot
afford another incresse of any kind. Crrganizations that help with utility bills have
more requests than they can meet. With the increase the KU desires, a family can
be fed for another day or gas can be purchased to get to work or to the doctor.

Our economy needs to improve greatly before any kind of increase. Please

do not apynve this incresse and place the burden on the backs of those who can
least afford it

Thank yeu,
Yours truly,
Name: LS (e
Address: 9A-Lriedlerd Jevnn < nii

pnwille Ky 40e )7




Date: _7/'4/ /S - [ 2=

Public Service Conumission

P.O. Box 615 RECEIVED

Frankfort, Kentuck 40602
NOV 21 2012

PUBLIC SERVICE

Re: Kentucky Utilties Company COMMISSION

Case No. 20312-00221

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am a customer of the Kentucky Utilities Company (“KU™), and I oppose
the proposed 8.03% rate increase requiested by the IKU.

PSC Director of Communications Andrew Melnkovych says that if the
Commission went strictly by public comments then every time we’d have a
proposed rate increase and people said they didn’t want a rate increase then the
utilities wendd go bankrupt, We ars saying to the PSC that residential customers
are bankrupt with utility increases and high food and gas costs. With mining
companies cioging and unemployment in our area at a recorded 13.1%, we cannot
afford another increase of any kind.  (Cirganizations that help with utility bills have
more requests than they can meet, With the increase the KU desires, a family can
be fed for anrothzr day or gas can be purchased to get to work or to the doctor.

Our economy needs to improve greatly before any kind of increase. Please

do not aprenve thic increase and place the burden on the backs of those who can
least afford ic.

Thank ycu,
Yours truly,
Name: \ﬁ__SZOZ{,{ég_ f—"?)&"’“/
Address: 12 Araddaed Townl  Sfus

7@, Newville Kn;/ Y727




Date: 11-19-12

Public Service Commission

P.O. Box 615
Frankfort, Kentucky 40602 RECEIVED
NOV 21 2012
Re: Kentucky Utilties Company PUBLIC SERVICE
Case No. 2012-00221 COMMISSION

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am a customer of the Kentucky Utilities Company (“KU”), and I oppose
the proposed 8.03% rate increase requested by the KU.

PSC Director of Communications Andrew Melnkovych says that if the
Commission went strictly by public comments then every time we’d have a
proposed rate increase and people said they didn’t want a rate increase then the
utilities would go bankrupt. We are saying to the PSC that residential customers
are bankrupt with utility increases and high food and gas costs. With mining
companies closing and unemployment in our area at a recorded 13.1%, we cannot
afford another increase of any kind. Organizations that help with utility bills have
more requests than they can meet. With the increase the KU desires, a family can
be fed for another day or gas can be purchased to get to work or to the doctor.

Our economy needs to improve greatly before any kind of increase. Please
do not approve this increase and place the burden on the backs of those who can
least afford it.

Thank you.

Yours truly,

IV AT,

PO.BOX 888
LYNCH, KY 40855



Date: J[ - (b — [ 2

Public Service Conumission
P.O. Box 615
Frankfort, Kentucicr 40602

RE@ENED

Re: Kentucky'mfnﬁﬂties Company NOV 21 2012
Case No, 2012-00221 £
PUBLIC SERVIC
COMMISSION

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am a customer of the Kentucky Utilities Company (“KU”), and 1 oppose
the proposed 8.03% rate increase requested by the IU.

PSC Directar of Communications Andrew Melnkovych says that if the
Commission went strictly by public comments then every time we’d have a
proposed rate increase and people said they dirdn’t want a rate increase then the
utilities wonld go bankrupt. We are saying to the PSC that residential customers
are bankrupt with utility increases and high food and gas costs. With mining
companies ciosing and unemployment in our area at a recorded 13.1%, we cannot
afford another increese of any kind. Cirganizations that help with utility bills have
more requests than they can meet. With the increase the KU desires, a family can
be fed for another day or gas can be purchased to get to work or to the doctor.

Our economy needs to improve greatly before any kind of increase. Please

do not apynve this increase and plzce the burden on the backs of those who can
least afford ic.

Thank you,
Yours truly, _
Name: n( /4 /ﬁ;c_ _% / L/Jt//[{/[\
Address: L0 LAnadisxd Toiten S

7@//}{’4//"//6 7‘»<; Y8277




Date: [| =[5~ 172,

Public Service Cominission
P.O. Box 615
Frankfort, Kentuciky 40602

RECEIVED

Re: Kentucky Utilties Company NOV 21 2012
Case No. 2012-00221 BLIC SERVICE
P MMISSION

Dear Sir or Madam:

I am a customer of the Kentucky Utilities Company (“KU”), and I oppose
the proposed 8.03% rate increase requested by the KU.

PSC Director of Communications Andrew Melnkovych says that if the
Commission went strictly by public comments then every time we’d have a
proposed rate increase and people said they didn’t want a rate increase then the
utilities wrnnld go bankrupt. We are saying to the PSC that residential customers
are bankrupt with utility increases and high food and gas costs. With mining
companies ciosing and unemployment in our area at a recorded 13.1%, we cannot
afford another increese of any kind  Cirganizations that help with utility bills have
more requests than they can meet. With the increase the KU desires, a family can
be fed for another day or gas can be purchased to get to work or to the doctor.

Our economy needs to improve greatly before any kind of increase. Please

do not aprnve thic increase and place the burden on the backs of those who can
least afford ic.

Thank you,
Yours truly,
Name: :]_/\ﬁ/ A g‘t)e O O € —
Address: 730 BhadFecd Foon o e




Nov 21 2012 12:18PM HP LASERJET FAX

RECEIVED

TO: Commissiohers

Kentucky Public Service Commission NOV 21 2012

211 Sower Bivd. } PUBLIC SERVICE
kfort, KY 40601

Frankfort, K COMMISSION

Fax 602-564-3460

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

Dear Commissioners:

| am a residential customer of KU. | 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, | 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 kVWWh
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 monopaly 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. | pray the
Commission will not allow it, either after hearing or in any proposed settiement.

Very truly yours,

Signature C’:J’QW" D Klj-gj

(Please print clearly) Name 7}fomﬁ~§ N, /fF'iZ,Y
Address 3”&‘}' Cliwdm Rd

f\%;'agqv‘w/i[ Ziy YoSez






