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OBJECTIONS 
OF 

OHIO PARTNERS FOR AFFORDABLE ENERGY 
 
 

Ohio Partners for Affordable Energy (“OPAE”), an intervenor in this case, 

herein submits these objections to the application of Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. 

(“Duke”).  OPAE files these objections in accordance with the attorney 

examiner’s June 13, 2013 entry.  OPAE objects to the application in the following 

respects. 

  

OPAE Objection 1 

Duke seeks PUCO approval to collect from customers charges related to 

its energy efficiency and demand response program.  For residential customers, 

the amount Duke would collect under Rider EE-PDRR would increase 49.97%, 

from the present charge of $0.002317 per kwh to $0.003475 per kwh.  Duke’s 

proposal would increase the bill for a residential customer using 1,000 kWh per 

month by $1.16.  This is an excessive increase in Rider EE-PDRR. 



OPAE Objection 2 

Duke did not properly net the measurement and verification (“M&V”) cost 

of its energy efficiency/peak demand reduction programs against the programs’ 

avoided costs.  The total amount of shared savings used to calculate Duke’s 

shared savings incentive should have been reduced by the M&V costs.  Energy 

efficiency and peak demand program M&V costs are legitimate program costs 

that should be netted against the total avoided costs.  Duke did not net the 

energy efficiency/peak demand reduction residential and non-residential program 

M&V costs from the programs’ avoided costs.  This netting should yield the 

shared savings pool of dollars that is divided by consumers and Duke. 

In its objections filed previously, the Office of the Ohio Consumers’ 

Counsel (“OCC”) stated that Duke’s energy efficiency /peak demand reduction 

program M&V costs totaled $1,168,516 in 2012 and are projected to be 

$1,701,812 in 2013.  This amount should be subtracted from the avoided cost 

benefits of the energy efficiency/peak demand programs each year to arrive at a 

new and lower net shared savings figure.  The total amount of shared savings 

used to calculate Duke’s shared savings pool of dollars should be reduced over 

2012 and 2013 by the M&V cost of the energy efficiency programs, i.e., 

$2,870,328.   

OCC’s recommendation would reduce Duke’s shared savings revenues 

for 2012 by about 1.9% from $12,527,590 to approximately $12,289,563.  For 

2012, OCC’s recommendation would reduce Duke’s shared savings revenue by 
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about 3.4% from $5,903,534 million to approximately $5,703,571.  The total 

savings to customers would be $437,990 over both years.  Objections of OCC at 

3.    

OPAE supports the objections previously filed by OCC in this case.  The 

rider amount should be reduced as recommended by OCC. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

/s/Colleen Mooney 
Colleen L. Mooney  
Ohio Partners for Affordable Energy 
231 West Lima Street 
Findlay, OH 45840 
Telephone: (419) 425-8860 
FAX: (419) 425-8862 
cmooney@ohiopartners.org 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that a copy of these Objections of Ohio Partners for 

Affordable Energy was served on the persons stated below via electronic service 

this 1st day of July 2013. 

 
/s/ Colleen Mooney                           

 Colleen L. Mooney 
  
 

SERVICE LIST 
 
William Wright 
Chief, Public Utilities Section 
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 
180 East Broad Street, 6th Floor 
Columbus, Ohio  43215 
William.wright@puc.state.oh.us 
Devin.parram@puc.state.oh.us 
Ryan.orourke@puc.state.oh.us 
 

Amy B. Spiller 
Elizabeth H. Watts 
Duke Energy Ohio 
139 E. Fourth Street, 1303-Main 
P.O. Box 960 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45201-0960 
Amy.Spiller@duke-energy.com 
Elizabeth.Watts@duke-energy.com 
 

Terry L. Etter 
Assistant Consumers’ Counsel 
Office of Ohio Consumers’ Counsel 
10 West Broad Street, Suite 1800 
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3485 
etter@occ.state.oh.us 
 

 

 
 
 

mailto:Amy.Spiller@duke-energy.com
mailto:Elizabeth.Watts@duke-energy.com
mailto:etter@occ.state.oh.us
mailto:William.wright@puc.state.oh.us
mailto:Devin.parram@puc.state.oh.us
mailto:Ryan.orourke@puc.state.oh.us


This foregoing document was electronically filed with the Public Utilities 

Commission of Ohio Docketing Information System on 

7/1/2013 11:32:21 AM

in

Case No(s). 13-0753-EL-RDR

Summary: Text Objections electronically filed by Colleen L Mooney on behalf of Ohio Partners
for Affordable Energy


