
PUBLIC SERVICE 
COrviMlSSlON 

Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd 
FrWort  KY 40601 

November 20,2012 

Re: Case No. 2012-00221 and 2012-00222 

I am writing in opposition to the proposed increase in monthly service charge for each customer. 
I understand the proposed increase is from $8.50 to $13.00 per month. Such a flat rate increase does ' 

nothing to encourage energy conservation. 

I personally have spent many thousands of dollars at my home, to increase insulation and replace drafty 
windows , door and refiigerator. I even recently replaced my entire W A C  system, to boost energy 
efficiency at my home. Many other ratepayers have taken similar measures. The fair way to charge for 
energy volumetric pricing, that is, charging for the energy used. Your proposed increase in monthly service 
charge constitutes a flat tax that falls the same on the energy misers as well as on the energy guzzlers. 

Please include my comments in the record for the above cases. I am an LG&E customer, as you can tell 
from my address below. Thank you for your consideration. 

Kate Cunningham 
8606 Whipps Bend Rd 
Louisville KY 40222 



TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
Fax 502-564-3460 

PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION 

RE: Case No. 2012-00222 - Opposition to LG & E’s Proposed Rate Increases and 
Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

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

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charge. LG&E 
wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $1 3.00) and 
the kWh price by only 3.7% (from 7.242 cents to 7.513 cents). 

It wants to raise the monthly gas service charge by 24% (from $12.50 to $1 5.50) 
and lower the CCF (hundred cubic feet) price by 6.4% (from $.62023 to $58025). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. LG&E already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly base charge 
instead of the kWh or CCF price: 

- 
- 
- 
- 
- 

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, LG&E’s proposed structure is bad public policy. It’s also unnecessary - a 
utility with grant of monopoly and guaranteed profit need not employ such a structure. I 
ask the Commission to deny it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

Very truly yours, 



1 

1' 

I 
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TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Cornmission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
Fax 502-564-3460 

PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION 

RE: Case No. 2012-00222 - Opposition to LG & E’s Proposed Rate Increases and 
Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

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

I 
L 

If any increase is due, 1 oppose increasing the monthly service charge. LG&E 
wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) and 
the kWh price by only 3.7% (from 7.242 cents to 7.51 3 cents). 

It wants to raise the monthly gas service charge by 24% (from $12.50 to $15.50) 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 

and lower the CCF (hundred cubic feet) price by 6.4% (from $.62023 to $.58025). 

monthly service charge. LG&E afready enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly base charge 
instead of the kWh or CCF price: 

- I  - - 
- 

- unreasonably impairs deployment of renewables and distributed generation. ’ 

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; 

In short, LG&Es proposed structure is bad public policy. It’s also unnecessary - a 
utility with grant of monopoly and guaranteed profit need not employ such  a structure. I 

I 
, 

7 ’  . ask the Commission to deny it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. I .  

I 

Very truly yours, I 



N O V ,  26, 2 0 1 2  1 2 : 3 3 P N 1  

Louisville Metro Council 
Tina Ward-Rrgh Kyle Ethridge 

Legislative Agsistant District 9 Councilwoman 

TO: Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, Kentucky 40601 
Pax 502-564-3460 

RE: Case No. 2012-00222 - Opposition to LG & E's Proposed Rate Increases and Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

who are LG&E customers. I write to oppose LG&E's across the board rate increases on electric service. 
The current rates are fair and reasonable, In these difficult times, LG&E already enjoys a secure and 
generous rate of return on its capital. 

flat rate. Yet the flat rate only comprises 10.4% of the present average bill. 

I am a residential customer of LGRtE and 1 represent thousands of constituents in the 9' District 

The proposed settlement raises overall rates 5.2%. However, 53% of the overall increase is on the 

The proposed settlement still disproportionately increases the flat monthly charge that is not based 
on actual usage. 

service charge. LG&E already is guaranteed a profit. It doesn't need a higher monthly service charge. 
Increasing the monthly base charge instead of  the kwh or CCF price: 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy ("volumetric pricing"), not the monthly 

- 
- - 
- 
- 

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 deploymcnt of renewables and distributed generation, 

h short, LGGtE's proposed structure is bad public policy. It's also unnecessary - a utility with 
.grant of monopoly and guaranteed profit need not employ such a structure. I ask the Commission to deny 
it, either after hearing or in any proposed settlement. 

n 
(customer addresa: 150 N. Galt Ave. LouKy 40206) 

Respectfully, 

- [  

IW 
Tina Wad-Pu& 
9' DistTict Councilworn 

TW-P:yt 

601 West Jefferson Street (502) 574.1109 Louisville, Kentucky 40202 wJouisvilleky.gov 

c 

http://wJouisvilleky.gov


TO: 

RE: 

Commissioners 
Kentucky Public Service Commission 
21 1 Sower Blvd. 
Frankfort, KY 40601 
Fax 502-564-3460 

PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION 

Case No. 2012-00222 - Opposition to LG & E’s Proposed Rate Increases and 
Improper Structure 

Dear Commissioners: 

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

If any increase is due, I oppose increasing the monthly service charge. LG&E 
wants to raise the monthly electric service charge by 53% (from $8.50 to $13.00) and 
the kWh price by only 3.7% (from 7.242 cents to 7.513 cents). 

It wants to raise the monthly gas service charge by 24% (from $1 2.50 to $1 5.50) 
and lower the CCF (hundred cubic feet) price by 6.4% (from $.62023 to $58025). 

Any rate increase should be put on the unit of energy (“volumetric pricing”), not the 
monthly service charge. LG&E already enjoys a monopoly and guaranteed profit. It 
doesn’t need a higher monthly service charge. Increasing the monthly base charge 
instead of the kWh or CCF price: 

- 
- 
- 
- 
- 

Unfairly and unjustly lowers the returns of prior private investors in efficiency; 
Unreasonably discourages future private investments in efficiency; 
Unreasonably rewards wasreful 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, LG&E’s proposed structure is bad public policy. It’s also unnecessary - a 
utility with grant of monopoly and guaranteed profit need not employ such a structure. I 
ask the Commission to deny it, either after hearing or in any proposed I .  settlement. 

Very truly yours, 

Signature Ffl@L” 


