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Dear Commission Members:

We, the entire Kaiser family, are writing to you about your upcoming D.P.&L Case
number 16-395-EL-SSO.

Any time a Monopoly is de-regulated, issues like these are always going to come up
as a means for said Monopoly to increase its “bottom line”. We ask that you hold
the line on DP&L’s increase request and deny it.

As far as Mr. Tom Raga’s assessment of the resuits of an approved “security charge”
generating more revenue than expected, you can bet that is exactly what they expect.
A recent example where consumer credit was given to DP&L to do “so called”
consumer advertising and education, makes one wonder where those worthiess ads
provide any benefit to the consumer; the money spent on those ads surely would
have been more beneficial to consumers in a lower electric bill.

Hence, in this present case, we urge the Commission to not count on DP&L returning
any excess they would get by this “security charge”, and deny their request for
increased revenue in the form of a rate increase. Thank you.

Rz(s‘jectlel yours,
Walt Kaiser g Family
9700 Ariadne Trail
Dayton, Ohio 45458
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