












































justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ru in the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make t heir voices heard about LG&E / 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Debra Graner 
110 Tulip Dr 
Frankfort, KY 40601-3936 



.3/7/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 
KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I am passionate about protecting humanity's r ight to harnessing the sun to power our lives. I 
am a farm worker of Kentucky, and every day I get to see how !he· power of the sun literally 

provides every single living organism, including YOU, food & nourishment to LIVE. Imagine 
harnessing that same energy to power our homes and businesses, and not bastardizing the hell 
out of it so that it suffocates in the grip of greedy industry. We all deserve the ability to not 
drown in our bills just to keep the lights on, and even more, deserve the ability to just simply 
know about these hearings/decisions ahead of time. Doesn't democracy mean even lowly folks 
like myself get to be aware of the opportunity for a say in our future? Now that I'm done with-

, the emotional argument ... see below for the facts: 

1) It's wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 
$11.74 / month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 
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3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 

value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin,the economic value of 

rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their ·voices heard about LG&E/ 

KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Mackenzie Houston 
123 Water Marq Path 
Georgetown, KY 40324-8331 



. 3/13/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 
KU) . 

Dear KY Public Service Commission 
I 

I am••. (add a few sentences here about who you are and why you oppose the rate increase) 

1) It's wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 
$11. 74 I month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the th ird 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy t hey use. For KU customers the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a'15% increase. For LG&E electricit; the 

new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23.72 per mon~h. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double ~hat KU customers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek t o manage t heir bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig t he rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justificat ion for th is change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by uti lit ies to re-write the rules 
so their customers can' t benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by' using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 
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4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 

KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance not ice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Cassandra Kinney 
115 Lois Ln 
Morehead, KY 40351-2033 



3/4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 

KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I oppose this increase in rate and my community is greatly concerned about how KU is running 
the Energy for this State. You will be replaced eventually with better energy and affordable 
rates! you can work with us now or you will be lost in the futUFe. w ·e are Kentucky and we are 

United! plus all this down below!! 

1) It's wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU' s 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month., and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 
$11.74 / month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 

rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23.72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers pa id nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. Th is approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person' s monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms iow-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 

· using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the · 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighbor~oods, 

which have fewer meters over a larger area. 
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3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ru in the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar pa.nels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal .ard replace it by using a fa ir 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so cust omers can make their voices heard about LG&E / 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Jacob Castle 
1740 Gleneagles Dr 
Lexington, KY 40505-2607 



3/11/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU 's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 
KU)_ 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

1) It's wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12:85 / month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 
$11.74 / month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last fou r years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what Kl) customers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bil_l to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who_ seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthie'r - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the cred it a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by ut ilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 

4) The KY Pu'blic Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely. and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

I 
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Sincerely, 

Andrew Van1t Land 

814 Oak Hill Dr 
Lexington, KY 40505-3608 



3/8/21 

!~~ject: I oppose LG&E and KU;s rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 

Dear KY Public Service Commission 
I 

~ah: y. ~~argare; Rihcketts, undue burden during pandemic. (add a few sentences here about 
are an w Y you oppose the rate increase) 

1) It's wron_g to .jack up rates and ~isconnect fees when so many people are hurtin . KU's 
proposa l will raise the average residential electric bill by $12 85 / th d . g . 
for disconnection by s9 00 LG&E' . . · mon , an . increase its fees 
$11:74 I month d th. . ~ p:opo~al will increase the average residential electric bill by 

, an e average residential gas bill by $6 17 I month LG&E' d' f 
_ · · s 1sconnect ees 

will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 

rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E / KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communit ies of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­

meter fee that customers pay regardl ess of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 

service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 

per-meter fees are more than double what KU cust omers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 

share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly liarms low-income customers, people of color, 

folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 

neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 

utility' s costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 

value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost sol~r panels. The Public Service 

Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 
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4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Margaret Ricketts 
412 Center St 
Berea, KY 40403-1737 



3/4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E / #2020-00349 for 
KU} 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I am Jason Worms, a 12 year Kentucky resident and a recent adopter of residential rooftop 
solar. I am a big proponent of energy conservation and decentralized electricity grids. 

1) It's wrong to increase rates and disconnect fees when so many people are, hurting. KU' s 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 
$11.74 I month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KL:' in-the last four years. 

2) LG&E / KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers paid nin.e years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills r ise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
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folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 

which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multip le hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E / 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Jason Worms 
433 Pickett Dr 
Covington, KY 41011-1842 



3/4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E / #2020-00349 for 

KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I am . .. disappointed in these companies wanting more money all the time. Why don't they 
help customers like t hey promise to and promote renewable energy instead? 

1) It' s wrong to jack up r-ates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E' s proposal wil l increase the average residential' electric bill by 

$11.74 I month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to.increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers _pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design -,sh ifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who-live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher· density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 

utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
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Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 
KU's proposa ls. The dates and times for these events should be. publicized w idely and t he publ ic 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Bonnie MACK 
1818 Fa llen Timber Rd 
New Castle, KY 40050-6721 



. 3/4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's_ rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-0034~ for 

KU) 

Dear KY Pu61ic Service Commission, 

As a Kentuckian, especially during a global pandemic and severe economic slump: 

1) I believe it is wrong to increase rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. 
KU's proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its 
fees for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will incre.ase the average residential electric 
bill by $11.74 / month, and the average residential gas bill·by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect · 
fees will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the 
3rd rat e increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last 4 years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal. is severely unfair to low-income folks and commu·nities of color. The 
companies propose to increas~ people' s bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, 
a flat per-meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy t hey use. For KU 
customers, the service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase._For LG&E 
electricity the new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23.72 per month. 
These proposed per-meter fees are more t han double what KU customers paid nine years ago, 
and nearly DOUBLE what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design (shifting a . 
larger share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge) means bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy a family uses. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apqrtments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to r ig the .rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, _and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by ut ilities to re-wr~te the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the cost s and benefits of distributed energy. 
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4) The KY Public Ser.vice Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 

schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers c·an make their voices heard about LG&E / 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at leasf three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

?incerely, 
Rachel Newton 

7208 Sherbrook Ct 
Florence, KY 41042-8068 



3}4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 

KU} 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I am a concerned homeowner t ired of unopposed rate increases year after year and t he unfair 
practice of removing credits from solar comsumers who have helped built the network and now 
t rying t o be cut out and funneling the profits to the cmpany without credit on their bills. 

1) It's wrong to jack•up ra\es and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting! When you 
are on a fixed income their is no way t o increase your income but to declde, if you eat less, or go 
without medicine. KU's proposal w ill raise the average residentia l electric bill by $12.85 / 
month, and increase its fees for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the 
average resident ial electric bill by $11.74 / month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 
/ month. LG&E's disconnect f ees will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for 
electric service. This is the third rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy t hey use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more t han double what KU cust omers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bi lls rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' pla11 threatens the f~ture of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for th is change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It 's part of a larger trend by ut ilities t o re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should rej ect the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a·fair 

methodology and~ full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. REC E!VED 
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4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The P,:SC should 

schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized w idely and the public 
s'hould be given at least three 11Veeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

DM Honeycutt 

1207 lsleworth Dr 

Louisville, KY 40245-5221 



3/15/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 
KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I am a Kentucky citizen and a Kentucky Utilities customer. I am concerned about Climate 
Change and bel ieve that both energy efficiency measures and the incorporation of renewable 
energy are essential measures for our citizens to take in order to avoid harm to our 
environment and our health. The rate changes proposed.by Kl:.J and LG&E in their current case 
will decrease financial incentives for energy efficiency, and aiso decrease the return on .· 
investment for rooftop solar. For these and the reasons listed below, I strongly object to the 
proposed request. 

1) It's wrong to incresae rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 
$11.74 / month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23.72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers paid nine y~ars ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, pe~ple of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 
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3) LG&E and KU also seek to structure the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. 

The utilities' plan threatens the futufe of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% 
the value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is .not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of_ 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E / 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Judith Humble 
144 Lincoln Ave 
Lexin on, KY 40502-1514 



3/4121 

!~~ject: I oppose LG&E and KU 's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E; #2020-00349 for · 

!7 e. ~Q., k-e. " L (7 PA 1,c ~ ,--,,., ce__ C, ..;._..,_ ,' ,;,s,'""' 

I am writing to oppose this rate increase at this significant time in history. It is punitive to 
include disconnection fees, when the action is often due to inc.ome loss. Fees should be tied to 
usage, rather than a blanket service fee. With the advent of solar energy, the costs should be 
going down instead of up. This drive to feed investors simply lines the pockets of the top 
echelon at the utility companies and their politicians. Just say no to these rate increases. 

1) It's wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 /. month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 
$11.74 / month, and the average residentia l gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms lo\f\(- income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benef~t from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 
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4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC sho~ld 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E / 

KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at,least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Susan Bell . 
2895 Paris Pike 
Lexington, KY 40511-9559 



3/8/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU 's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 

KU ) 

Dear KY Public,Service Commission, 

I am specifically concerned about how the proposed rate increase_s _will affect the people in your 

service areas who are on the edge of poverty. People of all r~c~s, people who work. hard to pay 

their bills on -time-these are t he ones you need most to consider. As a retired teacher and 

school nurse, more than 50% of the kids at my school in Bracken County were at poverty level. 

They are w hom I ask you to consider. 

1) It's wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 

proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 

$11.74 / month, and the average residential gas· bill by $6. 17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 

will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the t hird 

rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E / KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 

propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a f lat per-

meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 

new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double w hat KU customers paid nine years ago, and nearly 

double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 

folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 

using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 

utility's cost s for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 

which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 

value of the cred it a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin t he economic value of 

rooftop solar for new ·solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by ut ilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public ServicE,..,_ r- c 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair KE Ct:. IV C. D 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of dist ributed energy. 
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4) The KV Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 

schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 

should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Barbara Morgan 
23 Licking Est 
Brooksville, KY 41004-7959 



,. 3/4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU':S rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 

KU) 

Dear KY Pub.lie Service Commission, 

I am a homeowner in Louisville, which suffers from an extreme urban heat island effect as well 
as smog, and an affordable housing crisis. And that was all before the pandemic. For these and 
the following reasons I urge you to reject LG&E/KU's rate increase. 

1) It's wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurtin~. KU's 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its f ees 
for discqnnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal Will increase the average resident ial electric bill by 
$11.74 / month, and t he average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For'LG&E electricity the 

new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers paid nine. years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 

using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters ov~r a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of loca lly-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly-SO% the 
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value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the ·grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The. Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of di~tributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, . 
Avery Kolers 
1921 Deerwood Ave 
Louisville, KY 40205-1203 



3/4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E / #2020-00349 for 

KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I appreciate the work that you do, and I also understand that occasional utilities rate increases 
are a part of life. But I would encourage you not to move forward with increasing utility rates at 
a time when so many individuals have lost their jobs and incomes due to the COVID crisis. While 
the rates may seem modest for individuals with relatively high incomes, when people are out of 
work, this kind of increase could mean the difference between buying groceries and keeping 
the lights on. It will disproportionally affect the most vulnerable members of our community. 
This is also the third increase proposed in the past fou r years. This approach to rate design is 
problematic in itself. Shifting a larger share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge does 
not give a benefit to those who conserve energy and t ry to keep bills low in that way. Putting 
most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that neighborhoods with a 
higher density of apartments and houses (which are often lower income areas) are essentially 
subsidizing the costs for providing service in wealthier suburbal} neighborhoods, which have 
fewer'meters over a larger a'rea. The utilit ies' plan also threatens the fu ture of locally-owned 
rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of 
solar energy provided to the grid. The justification for this change is not supported by evidence, 
and would ruin the economic value of rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger 
trend by utilities to re-write the rules so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low­
cost solar panels. The Public Service Commission should reject the utility's net-metering 
proposal and replace it by using a fair methodology and a full accounting of the costs and 
benefits of distributed energy. Finally, the PSC should schedule and hold multiple hearings so 
customers can make their voices heard about these proposals. The dates and times for these 
events should be publicized widely and the public should be given at least three weeks of 
advance notice. Our community is experiencing a very difficult and unprecedented heal~h crisis 
at this time, and it is not over yet. The adverse impact of this crisis will be felt for many months, 
if not years, to come. Now is not the time for the uti lities to exploit customers who are trying to 
be good custodians of their financial resources and the environment by imposing flat increases 
and slashing the value of solar. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

~incerely, 
Nicole Gaines 
1137 Julia Ave 
Louisville, KY 40204-1619 
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3/4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KUis rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E / #2020-00349 for 

KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 
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I am writing to ask you not to raise rates on Kentuckians at this time. It has been such a 
challenging year, w ith so many losing jobs, losing home, and losing fam ily member. Please do ....., 
not place an unnecessary burden on people at this t ime. 

1) It's wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 
· proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its fees 

for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase t he average residential electric bill by 
$11.74 / month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge wilt_become $18.60 per month, around a' 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23.72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill t o the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significant ly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often w hiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 

~ . 

Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposa l and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 



4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and t he public 
should be given at least t hree weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Anne Blakeney 
1221 Dee Dee Dr 
Richmond, KY 40475-3015 



3/4/21 

Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU 's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 
KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I am Teena Halbig, 6505 Echo Trail, Louisville, KY 40299. Both my h~sband and I oppose more 
LGE increases. Our current heating bill was received today and was EXTREMEL y HIGH. More 
transparency and informat ion is needed to be given to the public. 

1) It's wrong to raise rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting during COVID. 
KU's proposal w ill raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its 
fees for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase th.e average residential electric 
bill by $11.74 / month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect 
fees wil_l increase by $;4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the 
third rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks, retirees and comm unities of color. The 
companies propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, 
a flat per-meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU 
customers, the service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E 
electricity the new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23.72 per month. 
These proposed per-meter fees are more than double what KU customers paid nine years ago, 
and nearly double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a 
larger share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly 
no matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks and retirees who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage 
their bills by using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also 
means that neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially 
subsidizing the utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter -
neighborhoods, which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to make rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slash ing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin the economic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the ru les 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 
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4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. Please do hold 
public hearings. The PSC should schedule and hold multiple hearings so custom~rs can make 
their voices he~rd about LG&E/ KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be 
publicized widely and the public should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Teena Halbig 
6505 Echo Tri 
Louisville, KY 40299-5103 



Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 
KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

I am Kentucky Ut ilit ies customer in Lexington, and I am interested in put ting solar panels on my 
house. I oppose t his rate increase for t he following reasons. 

1) lt1 s wrong to jack up rates and disconnect fees when so many p~ople are hurting. KU 1s 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bi ll by $i2'.85 / month, and increase i_ts fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E

1
s proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 

$11.74 /month~ and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disconnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ Kl.l's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies· 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee wil_l be $15.~0 per month, and for gas it wi ll b·e $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are more t han double what KU cust omers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shift ing a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to t he flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfa irly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-met er charge also means that 

neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often w hiter - neighborhoods, 
Which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so on ly t hey can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens t he future of locally-owned rooftop solar by sl_ashing by ne~rly 80% the 
value of the credit a customer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not supported by evidence, and would ruin t he econo_mic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utiliti.es to re-~nte t ~e rules 

50 their customers can' t benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of -distributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Servic~ Commission should hold accessible publ.ic h~arings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make t heir voices heard about LG&E/ . 
KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and t he public .-

should be given at least three weeks of advance notice. RECElVt::.D 

Thank you for your con~ideration. 

Sincerely, 
Erik Hungerbuhler 
981 Maywick Dr 
Lexington, KY 40504-3138 
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Subject: I oppose LG&E and KU's rate increase (Case #2020-00350 for LG&E/ #2020-00349 for 
KU) 

Dear KY Public Service Commission, 

·1 am a long time resident of eastern Kentucky. Unfair to jack up flat rates during a pandemic. 
( 

Don't penalize solar!!! 

1) It's wrong to j ack up rates and disconnect fees when so many people are hurting. KU's 
proposal will raise the average residential electric bill by $12.85 / month, and increase its fees 
for disconnection by $9.00. LG&E's proposal will increase the average residential electric bill by 
$11.74 I month, and the average residential gas bill by $6.17 / month. LG&E's disc?nnect fees 
will increase by $4.00 for gas customers and another $4.00 for electric service. This is the third 
rate increase-sought by LG&E/KU in the last four years. 

2) LG&E/ KU's proposal is unfair to low-income folks and communities of color. The companies 
propose to increase people's bills mostly by raising the basic monthly service charge, a flat per­
meter fee that customers pay regardless of how much energy they use. For KU customers, the 
service charge will become $18.60 per month, around a 15% increase. For LG&E electricity the 
new flat fee will be $15.80 per month, and for gas it will be $23. 72 per month. These proposed 
per-meter fees are r:nore than double what KU customers paid nine years ago, and nearly 
double what LG&E customers paid in 2012. This approach to rate design - shifting a larger 
share of each person's monthly bill to the flat charge - means folks' bills rise significantly no 
matter how little energy they use. It unfairly harms low-income customers, people of color, 
folks-who live in smaller apartments and homes, and others who seek_ to manage their bills by 
using less energy. Putting most of the rate increase on a flat per-meter charge also means that 
neighborhoods with a higher density of apartments and houses are essentially subsidizing the 
utility's costs for providing service in suburban or wealthier - and often whiter - neighborhoods, 
which have fewer meters over a larger area. 

3) LG&E and KU also seek to rig the rules so only they can benefit from low-cost solar. The 
utilities' plan threatens the future of locally-owned rooftop solar by slashing by nearly 80% the 
value of the credit a Cl!Stomer gets for each kWh of solar energy provided to the grid. The 
justification for this change is not s~pported by evidence, and would ruin the econo,mic value of 
rooftop solar for new solar customers. It's part of a larger trend by utilities to re-write the rules 
so their customers can't benefit from increasingly low-cost solar panels. The Public Service 
Commission should reject the utility's net-metering proposal and replace it by using a fair 
methodology and a full accounting of the costs and benefits of distributed energy. 

4) The KY Public Service Commission should hold accessible public hearings. The PSC should 
schedule and hold multiple hearings so customers can make their voices heard about LG&E/ 



KU's proposals. The dates and times for these events should be publicized widely and the public 
should be given at least three weeks of a~vance not ice. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
Randall Wilson 
PO Box 33 
Hindman, KY 41822-0033 




