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Public Utitities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus, OH 43215
To Whom it May Concern,

We are aware that there is a proposal to raise the “customer charge” from $6 to $22.77
per month which is almost 4 times the current charge. This is unacceptable and | urge you to
not approve this proposal.

As an Ohio residant, home owner and family of 8 this type of increase has a major effect
on our monthly budget. And as a family with 2 medically fragile children we are already cutting
back to the extreme to meet the health cost of our children’s medical attention and there is
absolutely no room for us to cut in our budget unless it directly affects the medical bills which
would include medication to controt seizures for our child or reduce the amount of money
available for our son’s special dietary needs due to an autoimmune disease.

Additionally, while we’d like to invest in the energy saving upgrades and have done so
over the years as funds permitted, our further efforts to invest in these types of upgrades will
be thwarted with rising costs of customer fees as it will inhibit our ability to save for future
energy upgrades.

Please do not approve this proposal to increase the customer charge as it will greatly
affect the budgets of people like our family who just do not have the wiggle room to cover this
type of increase.

Sincerely,

Colleen Parigen
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Public Utilities Gommission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Case #: 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission:

Raising the monthly customer charge by almost four times the current rate of $6.00 seems
excessive. To increase an average biil of $72.00 a year to $273.24 with no increase in services
or customer value seems like bad business.

Please consider the customers and deny Duke Energy this increase.

Thank you,

Tina Harris

5570 Bentted Oals Dr
Nason OB 4s5e~0



Attention Public Utilities Commission of Qhio:

As anenergy” user, it is imperative to focus our attention on
utilizing renewable energy instead of the continued usage of
fossil fuels.

Please consider such renewable energy like solar, wind,
geothermal etc. Using other renewable energy sources rather
than fossil fuels improves not only our environment but creates”
a healthier lifestyle.

Why not use what’s readily available — the sun or the wind.
How sensible to use what nature has placed directly in our
reach. No need to mine or disrupt the earth’s core.

As a parent and energy consumer, | want my children to
appreciate and honor the resources our beautiful plant
provides.

Thank you for your time,
W@ZJM &/fw‘?é,@&
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Date: August 28, 2017

To: Public Utilities Commission

From: Maura Cueto
7680 Athenia Drive

Cincinnati, OH 45244

Re: Duke Energy’s proposed Increase to the fixed “Customer Charge”

o H [Fo3d — -l

To whom it may concern;

Like so many other families, we have a budget that we must live within. The proposed increase
of nearly four times the current rate will totally handcuff our family by decreasing the amount of so
called disposable income we have at the end of each month. All while Duke Energy reported net profits
of over 2.12 billion doliars in 2016. While that number is down from 2015, executive salaries went up,
including a staggering $13.5 million for the CEO alone.

Any increase is unwarranted, but any increase authorized by the PUC should be earmarked for
expenditures toward renewable and sustainable alternative energy sources.

This request is unfair, unsubstantiated and will but put the onus of their bad business practices
squarely on the shouiders of Ohio families.

Sincerely,

Maura Cueto



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio Aug 28, 2017
180 £ast Broad Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

CASE NUMBER: 17-0032-EL-AIR

This is to protest against the decision to take away our option to vouch for clean and efficient
energy. It is unfair that Duke Energy would be billing us a customer charge four times bigger
because of their decision to depend on coal energy. Clean, renewable and efficient energy is
clearly the path for future and we don’t want to suffer for backward leaning directions made

without our consent.

A 4
)é s
ﬁilanja ﬁukh% ﬁéeéz 7/

7812 Meadowcreek Dr
Cincinnati, QH 45244



Case number: 17-0032-el-air
8/28/2017

| am writing this letter to offer my strongest objection on behalf of
my family of 7, against the proposed fixed rate increase.

Duke Energy seeks to raise electricity prices to pay for extending the
use of obsolete and dirty power plants that threaten the health of
people, the environment, and the economy. This is completely
unreasonable and unfair to your residential customers.

This proposed rate increase is not only excessive but its bad
business and completely sketchy. This is not the direction we should
be going and the negative financial impact on families like my own,
my neighbors and my community will be massive. Please have some
integrity and make the the right and responsible decision.

Regards,
Tony Elam_ 778G Mecdows Creek A
T ooy Geannen OH yg24iY



8/29/17

RE: Case 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission,

As my family lives on a budget every month, it is critical that we maintain a consistent and predictable
charge for all of our bills including utilities. If cur power bill were to increase we would surely have to
make difficult decisions about family activities, sports teams, educational clubs and other cultural
experiences for our entire family. We need to be able to save for energy saving upgrades in our home
but if our bills are to increase we’ll not have options to choose more efficient solutions because we’ll be
unable to save. Please hear our plea to maintain energy rates.

Sincerely,

Jessica Van De Berg

9292 Witherbone Court

Cincinnati, OH 45242



Frederic W. Neitzke
2963 Annwood Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45206

Pubiic Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 east Broad Street
Columbus, Chio 43215

Re: Case Number 17-0032-EL-Air
To Whom It May Concern:

| am retired and live on my Air Force Pension and Social Security. A huge increase in our
power bill does not seem fair given that our bill is already large. My property taxes are the
largest in our neighborhood and we yet | have continued to support our local schools and
levies that support our z00, social services, parks and local arts. The proposed hike in my
Duke Energy bill will impact on my ability to continue to maintain the support to other
contributions.

| do not support your efforts in case number 17-0032-EL-AIR to increase mandatory
residential fixed fees—the so-called ‘customer charge’ which is almost four times more
than the current charge. It will raise my bill and does not provide for me to monitor and
make decisions on increasing or decreasing use of energy that allows me to have
seasonal benefits of money saved.

Sincerely,

) g/
Frederic{Eric) W. Neitzke



Haley Dang
1784 E McMillan St
Cincinnati OH 45206

August 31, 2017

case s 3-ou307¢L - e

Public Utilities Commission of Chio
To Whom It May Concern:

| oppose the increase in customer charge Duke Energy would like implement. First off, the
increase in charges wilt put a burden on our budget. That money can be better used for energy
saving home upgrades that not only improve our household, but is energy efficient and better
for the environment. Second, it is disappointing that this is a proposed solution to rising prices
of coal and poor decision made by our leaders. We should have been investing in clean and
efficient energy solutions.

Sincerely,

Haley Dang 7



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus, OH 43215

17-0032-EL-AIR

To Commuissioner,

As a student of the sciences and activist for conservation of resources. 1 understand the
hazards of continuing to use coal as an energy source and the damage it has done to families.
both within coal-mining communities as well as outside of them. [ support an increase in energy
efficiency and renewable energy programs in my home state of Ohio and would much rather my
money go toward that end, rather than the obviously unsustainable coal industry.

Sincerely,

@%/ S pue 2612

Aaron Reizner

| F37 £ Mcnikn s
cindi la&‘r A S0

Senior Engineer

Allergan Pharmaceuticals



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus, OH 43215

17-0032-EL-AIR

To Commissioner,

As a professor of geology and environmental science at Northern Kentucky University,
understand the hazards of continuing to use coal as an energy source and the damage it has done
to families, both within coal-mining communities as well as outside of them. 1 support an
increase in energy efficiency and renewable energy programs in my home state of Ohio and
would much rather my money go toward that end, rather than the obviously unsustainable coal
industry.

Sincerely,
- 2N
- y X ’D K .
[ - e ——
ij;‘l

Professor Julie Ann Reizner

1739 £ Mcillen B
Department of Physics and Geology Cwney Ol 48Tk
¢

Northern Kentucky University
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August 31, 2017

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) (4% 9 -008> AR
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Dear PUCO members:

Please do not allow the proposed huge increase of the mandatory “customer charge”
on my utility bill. I pay for gas and electric energy used and expect that there would be
an additional charge for distribution setvice, but the huge increase proposed does not
appear to relate to service provided. The proposed increase may be for company
profit only, and this would be an unfair action on the part of a utility company such as
Duke Enetgy.

Also, it is not in the interest of the citizens of Ohio or our environment to pay for
increased charges that seem to have nothing to do with supporting renewable and
clean energy efforts.

Thank you considering my views on this.
Sincerely,
oo« (e rns
Barbara jenkins

426 Heatherhill Lane
Cincinnati, OH 45206



Dear Sir/ Madam,
This letter is regarding Case number 17-0032-EL-AIR

I want to voice my opposition to any proposal that works against smart usage of power where
energy efficiency is not rewarded.

This proposal for a massive increase of the fixed utility rate goes against any advancement towards
changing people’s behavior, in order to move toward more efficient and renewable energy options
in Ohio.

This proposal is not a positive move for the people of Ohio, the world, or the planet -~ which should
always be the end goal!

Thanks,
Markku Koistila

s Geopr L0
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Pubtic Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom i may concein:

I do not agree with blanket changes to mandatory fixed fees. Energy usage is variable and thus
the fees should be variable as well. Unexpected increases affect each member of my family,
and force us to make tough cholices about how to stretch our budget each month.

We try to be energy efficient, and have made changes such as installing LED lightbulbs and a
smart thermostat. | know many Chioans have made similar changes, and Duke Energy has
ancouraged these changes. That makes it all the more surprising that Duke would be driving flat
increases across the board, for every customer.

1 believe there are other soiutions, such as exploring alternative energy usage and continuing to
find energy efficiencies in both private and public organizations across Ohio. Making blanket
increases should be the last resort.

Sincerely,
Tim O'Dwyer

U9z Beades Wiy
CInCy O X500

/



Pubtic; Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern:

1 do not agree with blanket changes to mandatory fixed fees. Energy usage is variable and thus
the fees should be variable as well. Unexpected increases affect each member of my family,
and force us to make tough choices about how to stretch our budget each month.

We try to be energy efficient, and have made changes such as installing LED lightbulbs and a
smart thermostat. | know many Ohioans have made similar changes, and Duke Energy has
encouraged these changes. That makes it all the more sutprising that Duke wouid be driving flat
increases across the board, for every customer.

I believe there are other solutions, such as exploring alternative energy usage and continuing to
find energy efficiencies in both private and public organizations across Ohio. Making blanket
increases should be the last resort.

Sincerely,
Gabe O'Dwyer

993 Yeadder BV
O(\’KJA{ O 45206



August 31, 2017

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) CASE B (F-0030 €L -FmR
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Dear PUCO members:

Please do not allow the proposed huge increase of the mandatory “customer charge”
on my utility bill. I pay for gas and electric energy used and expect that there would be
an additional charge for distribution service, but the huge increase proposed does not
appear to relate to service provided. The proposed increase may be for company
profit only, and this would be an unfair action on the part of a uiility company such as
Duke Energy.

Also, it is not in the interest of the citizens of Ohio or our environment to pay for
increased charges that seem to have nothing to do with supporting renewable and
clean energy efforts.

Thank you considering my views on this.

Sincerely,

Tt /o ppwr

Robert Beemon
426 Heatherhill Lane
Cincinnati, OH 45206
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Mark Baker

1830 w. H. Taft Rd
Cincinnati, OH 45206
8/31/17

Pubtic Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215
Case# 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission of Ohio:

As a Consumer and Customer, it is concerning that increases to our bili is something that we cannot
control, An increase to most citizens, like myself, will cause undue hardship. Any extra amount will not
allow me to invest in more efficient energy choices. Increases without justification are far too enforced
by big companies that we rely on for everyday needs. Stop the nonsense please — No price hikes!

—
Sincerely, M (

Mark Baker



Re: Case #17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern,

Duke Energy's proposed increase in the "customer charge” is outrageous and egregious.
This will hurt working families who are already struggling to make ends meet.
Additionally, this will divert consumer dollars that could be spent on more energy
efficient appliances and upgrades, assuring that Duke will keep using the same amount of
fossil fuels while pouring the same amount of pollution into our environment,

Please, stop this terrible idea from becoming a reality.
Thank you,
Lauren Woodiwiss

1746 E.McMillan St.
Cincinnati, OH 45206



C Johnsonh-Baker
1830 W. H. Taft Rd
Cincinnati, OH 45206
8/31/17

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215
Case# 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission of Ohio:

As a Consumer and Customer, it is concerning that increases to our bili is something that we cannot
control. An increase to most citizens, like myself, will cause undue hardship. Any extra amount will not
allow me to invest in more efficient energy choices. Increases without justification are far too enforced
and passed on to normal hard working households like mine. Stop the nonsense please — No price hikes!

C. Johnson- Baker



August 31, 2017

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Si.
Columbus, OH 43215

Subject: Number 17-0032-EL-AIR

To Whom It May Concern:

'm writing to let you know that for those of us in the Cincinnati area living on a fixed
budget, the prospective significant increase in our power bill is of great concern.

Please review your business model, and keep in mind that the choice you make will
make our lives either easier or more difficult.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mezslos Ry

N
Nelson Lees 1 u&
Homeowner - 1771 E. McMillan St., Cincinnati, Chio 45206




Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern:

| do not agree with blanket changes to mandatory fixed fees. Energy usage is variable and thus
the fees should be variabie as weil. Unexpected increases affect each member of my family,
and force us to make tough choices about how to stretch our budget each month.

We try to be energy efficient, and have made changes such as installing LED lightbulbs and a
smart thermostat. 1 know many Ohiocans have made similar changes, and Duke Energy has
encouraged these changes. That makes it all the more surprising that Duke would be driving flat
increases across the board, for every customer.

| believe there are other solutions, such as exploring alternative energy usage and continuing to
find energy efficiencies in both private and public organizations across Ohio. Making blanket
increasas should be the last resort.

Sincerely,
Valerie Grant

49D \eavbhe Wil
Gine. ( OW uSoot,



Re: Case #17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern,

Duke Energy's proposed increase in the "customer charge” is outrageous and egregious.
This will hurt working families who are already struggling to make ends meet.
Additionally, this will divert consumer dollars that could be spent on more energy
efficient appliances and upgrades, assuring that Duke will keep using the same amount of
fossil fuels while pouring the same amount of pollution into our environment.

Please, stop this terrible idea from becoming a reality.
Thank you,
Robert Woodiwiss

1746 E.McMillan St.
Cincinnati, OH 45206



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern:

| do not agree with blanket changes to mandatory fixed fees. Energy usage is variable and thus
the fees should be variable as well. Unexpecied increases affect each member of my family,
and force us to make tough choices about how to stretch our budget each month.

We try to be energy efficient, and have made changes such as instailing LED lightbulbs and a
smart thermostat. | know many Ohicans have made similar changes, and Duke Energy has
encouraged these changes. That makes it all the more surprising that Duke would be driving fiat
increases across the board, for every customer.

i believe there are other solutions, such as exploting alternative energy usage and continuing to
find energy efficiencles in both private and public organizations across Chio. Making bianket
increases shoulid be the last resort.

Sincerely,
Abigail O'Dwyer
493 teather B

Cinch | 68 Y5306



August 31, 2017

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 E. Broad Street

Columbus, OH 43215

Case # 17-0032-FL-AIR

To Whom It Concerns:

The last thing that people need is an increase in energy bills!

Climate change is real. The world is getting hotter, which means that in order to cool homes and business, we
can no longer rely on simply opening a window. ..

This means running air conditioning, which means using more electricity. This is driving up use of power, and
can costs consumers more in the long run.

Paying more for utilities will decrease the ability of those of us who live in older homes to upgrade things such
as energy efficient windows, insulation, etc.

Please consider the effect that increased costs have on consumers.
Thanks.
Helen Smith

1744 E. McMillan St.
Cincinnati, OH 45206



Maika Dang
1784 E McMitlan St
Cincinnati OH 45206

August 31, 2017

(0l & B —063d - ¢4~

Public Utitities Commission of Ohio
To Whom It May Concern:

| oppose the increase in customer charge Duke Energy would like implement. First off, the
increase in charges will put a burden on our budget. That money can be better used for energy
saving home upgrades that not only improve our household, but is energy efficient and better
for the environment. Second, it is disappointing that this is a proposed solution to rising prices
of coal and poor decision made by our leaders. We should have been investing in clean and
efficient energy solutions.

Sincerely,

Maika Dang
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8/29/17

RE: Case 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission,

As my family lives on a budget every month, it is critical that we maintain a consistent and predictable
charge for all of our bills including utilities. If our power bill were to increase we would surely have to
make difficult decisions about family activities, sports teams, educational clubs and other cultural
experiences for our entire family. We need to be able to save for energy saving upgrades in our home
but if our bills are to increase we’ll not have options to choose more efficient solutions because we’ll be
unable to save. Please hear our plea to maintain energy rates.

Sincerely,
Amanda Costanzi

9292 Witherhone Court

Cincinnati, OH 45242



August 31, 2017

Public Utilities Commission of Qhio
180 E. Broad Street

Columbus, OH 43215

Case # 17-0032-EL-AIR

To Whom It Concerns:

The last thing that people need is an increase in energy bills!

Climate change is real. The world is getting hotter, which means that in order to cool homes and business, we
can no longer rely on simply opening a window. ..

This means running air conditioning, which means using more electricity. This is driving up use of power, and
can costs consumers more in the long run.

Paying more for utilities will decrease the ability of those of us who live in older homes to upgrade things such
as energy efficient windows, insulation, etc.

Please consider the effect that increased costs have on consutners.
Thanks.
J. Smith

1744 E. McMillan St.
Cincinnati, OH 45206



lames Pooley

9275 ichnston Lane
Cincinnati

Ohio 45242

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus

Ohio 43215

Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern,
¥'m writing to express my objection to the proposed increase in customer charge from Duke

Energy.

This flat rate increase in a fixed fee is unfair, as it provides no incentive for those who
economize by reducing energy use, or to invest our money in renewable energy solutions.

Please reconsider the increase in this charge.

Yours sincerely,

James Pooley



8/29/17

RE: Case 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission,

As my family lives on a budget every month, it is critical that we maintain a consistent and predictable
charge for all of our bills including utilities. If our power bill were to increase we would surely have to
make difficult decisions about family activities, sports teams, educational clubs and other culturat
experiences for our entire family. We need to be able to save for energy saving upgrades in our home
but if our biils are to increase we'll not have options to choose more efficient solutions because we'll be
unable to save. Please hear our plea to maintain energy rates.

Sincerely,

Dominic Pintur

9292 witherbone Court

Cincinnati, OH 45242
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Case number: 17-0032-el-air
8/28/2017

| am writing this letter to offer my strongest objection on behalf of
my family of 7, against the proposed fixed rate increase.

Duke Energy seeks to raise electricity prices to pay for extending the
use of obsolete and dirty power plants that threaten the health of
people, the environment, and the economy. This is completely
unreasonable and unfair to your residential customers.

This proposed rate increase is not only excessive but its bad
business and completely sketchy. This is not the direction we should
be going and the negative financial impact on families like my own,
my neighbors and my community will be massive. Please have some
integrity and make the the right and responsible decision.

Regards, T Meodows (reel av
T, Cincinnech OH 4159244
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Lauren Pooley
9275 johnston Lane
Cincinnati

Ohio 45242

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus

Ohio 43215

Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern,
I'm writing to express my objection to the proposed increase in customer charge from Duke

Energy.

This flat rate increase in a fixed fee is unfair, as it provides no incentive for those who
economize by reducing energy use, or to invest our money in renewable energy solutions.

Please reconsider the increase in this charge.

Yours sincerely,

Lauren Pooley



Date: August 28, 2017
To: Public Utilities Commission

From: Mark Cueto
7680 Athenia Drive

Cincinnati, OH 45244

Re: Duke Energy’s proposed Increase to the fixed “Customer Charge”
(asR p \F-(poa - £L- Q‘Eé

To whom it may concern;

Like so many other families, we have a budget that we may live within. The proposed increase of
nearly four times the current rate will totally handcuff our family by decreasing the amount of so called
disposable income we have at the end of each month. All while Duke Energy reported net profits of over
2.12 billion dollars in 2016. While that number is down from 2015, executive salaries went up, including
a staggering $13.5 million for the CEO alone.

Any increase is unwarranted, but any increase authorized by the PUC should be earmarked for
expenditures toward renewable and sustainable alternative energy sources.

This request is unfair, unsubstantiated and will but put the onus of their bad business practices
squarely on the shoulders of Ohio families.

Sincerely,

Mark Cueto



Public Utilities Commission of Chio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Case #: 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission:

Raising the monthly customer charge by aimost four times the current rate of $6.00 seems
excessive. To increase an average bill of $72.00 a year to $273.24 with no increase in services
or customer value seems like bad business.

Piease consider the customers and deny Duke Energy this increase.

Thank you,

Lucy Harris

970 Renrtey Sales B
Neso, WSS



Jemma Pooley
9275 Johnston Lane
Cincinnati

Chio 45242

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus

Ohio 43215

Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern,
I'm writing to express my objection to the proposed increase in customer charge from Duke

Energy.

This flat rate increase in a fixed fee is unfair, as it provides no incentive for those who
economize by reducing energy use, or to invest our money in renewable energy solutions.

Please reconsider the increase in this charge.

Yours sincerely,

Jemma Pooley



Case number: 17—0032-ei—air
8/28/2017

| am writing this letter to offer my strongest objection on behalf of
my family of 7, against the proposed fixed rate increase.

Duke Energy seeks to raise electricity prices to pay for extending the
use of obsolete and dirty power plants that threaten the health of
people, the environment, and the economy. This is completely
unreasonable and unfair to your residential customers.

This proposed rate increase is not only excessive but its bad
business and completely sketchy. This is not the direction we should
be going and the negative financial impact on families like my own,
my neighbors and my community will be massive. Please have some
integrity and make the the right and responsible decision.

Regards, 1794 Meadous Creeic o
oy Cin Cinnodl Ol 1S 24
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8/29/17

RE: Case 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission,

As my family lives on a budget every month, it is critical that we maintain a consistent and predictable
charge for all of our bills including utilities. If our power bill were to increase we would surely have to
make difficult decisions about family activities, sports teams, educational clubs and other cuitural
experiences for our entire family. We need to be able to save for energy saving upgrades in our home
but if our bills are to increase we’ll not have options to choose more efficient solutions because we’ll be
unable to save. Please hear our plea to maintain energy rates.

Sincerely,

Robert Pintur

9292 Witherbone Court

Cincinnati, OH 45242



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio August 30, 2017
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Case number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To Whom It May Concern,

| was recently made aware of a proposal increase by Duke Energy to raise the ‘customer charge’ from $6
to $22.77/month, regardless of the amount of electricity used per month to make the consumer pay for
their failure to transition to cleaner and more efficient energy use. This rate increase may hinder peaple
from investing the additional $200 they would have to pay per year to buy more energy efficient
appliances. In addition, those on a fixed and/or low income would be put in a situation where they
would have to limit funds spent on other necessities to cover this cost.

| strongly feel that this increase is unfair and unwarranted, especially if this increase is not helping our
state move towards cleaner and more efficient electricity production. | oppose this increase and hope
that the proposal for Duke Energy to raise the ‘customer charge’ per month is declined.

Sincerely,

Podey che ")

Yl e

e 27 Heouwtoowod Lin.
Mogon Ok Ho0HO



Case number: 17-0032-¢el-air
8/28/2017

| am writing this letter to offer my strongest objection on behalf of
my family of 7, against the proposed fixed rate increase.

Duke Energy seeks to raise electricity prices to pay for extending the
use of obsolete and dirty power plants that threaten the health of
people, the environment, and the economy. This is completely
uhreasonable and unfair to your residential customers.

This proposed rate increase is not only excessive but its bad
business and completely sketchy. This is not the direction we should
be going and the negative financial impact on families like my own,
my neighbors and my community will be massive. Please have some
integrity and make the the right and responsible decision.

Regards, T194 Meodows Creeic o,
T e Cincinngeh OH “824{4
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Attention Public Utilities Commission of Chio:

As g “energy” user, it is imperative to focus our attention on
utilizing renewable energy instead of the continued usage of
fossil fuels.

Please consider such renewable energy like solar, wind,
geothermal etc. Using other renewable energy sources rather
than fossil fuels improves not only our environment but creates
a healthier lifestyle.

Why not use what’s readily available — the sun or the wind.
How sensible to use what nature has placed directly in our
reach. No need to mine or disrupt the earth’s core.

As a parent and energy consumer, | want my children to
appreciate and honor the resources our beautiful plant
provides.

Thank you for your time,

J
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8/29/17

RE: Case 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission,

As my family lives on a budget every manth, it is critical that we maintain a consistent and predictable
charge for all of our bills including utilities. If our power bill were to increase we would surely have to
make difficult decisions about family activities, sports teams, educational clubs and other culturat
experiences for our entire family. We need to be able to save for energy saving upgrades in our home
but if our bills are to increase we’ll not have options to choose more efficient solutions because we’ll be
unable to save. Please hear our plea to maintain energy rates.

Sincerely,

Vincent Pintur

9292 Witherbone Court

Cincinnati, OH 45242



Alexandra Pooley
9275 Johnston Lane
Cincinnati

Ohio 45242

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus

Ohio 43215

Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To whom it may concern,
I’'m writing to express my objection to the proposed increase in customer charge from Duke

Energy.

This flat rate increase in a fixed fee is unfair, as it provides no incentive for those who
economize by reducing energy use, or to invest our money in renewable energy solutions.

Please reconsider the increase in this charge.

Yours sincerely,

Alexandra Pooley



Aidan Parigen
3646 Springside Dr
Mason, OH 45040

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

To Whom it May Concern,

We are aware that there is a proposal to raise the “customer charge” from 56 to $22.77
per month which is almost 4 times the current charge. This is unacceptable and | urge you to
not approve this proposal.

As an Ohio resident, home owner and family of 8 this type of increase has a major effect
on our monthly budget. And as a family with 2 medically fragile children we are already cutting
back to the extreme to meet the health cost of our children’s medical attention and there is
absolutely no room for us to cut in our budget unless it directly affects the medical bills which
would include medication to control seizures for our child or reduce the amount of money
available for our son’s special dietary needs due to an autoimmune disease.

Additionally, while we'd like to invest in the energy saving upgrades and have done so
over the years as funds permitted, our further efforts to invest in these types of upgrades will
be thwarted with rising costs of customer fees as it will inhibit our abiiity to save for future
energy upgrades.

Please do not approve this proposal to increase the customer charge as it will greatly

affect the budgets of people like our family who just do not have the wiggle room to cover this
type of increase.

Sincerely,

Aidan Parigen

cose T T-o0%L- EL-AIR



Case number: 17-0032-el-air
8/28/2017

[ am writing this letter to offer my strongest objection on behalf of
my family of 7, against the proposed fixed rate increase.

Duke Energy seeks to raise electricity prices to pay for extending the
use of obsolete and dirty power plants that threaten the health of
people, the environment, and the economy. This is completely
unreasonable and unfair to your residential customers.

This proposed rate increase is not only excessive but its bad
business and completely sketchy. This is not the direction we should
be going and the negative financial impact on families like my own,
my neighbors and my community will be massive. Piease have some
integrity and make the the right and responsible decision.

Regards
_ 9 ' T 794 Meactegw (Peeic A
RS Cintinpaotn  Of as244
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Justin Parigen
3646 Springside Dr
Mason, OH 45040

Public Utilities Commission of Qhio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

To wWhom it May Concern,

We are aware that there is a proposal to raise the “customer charge” from 56 to $22.77
per month which is almost 4 times the current charge. This is unacceptable and | urge you to
not approve this proposal.

As an Ohio resident, home owner and family of 8 this type of increase has a major effect
on our monthly budget. And as a family with 2 medically fragile children we are already cutting
back to the extreme to meet the health cost of our children’s medical attention and there is
absolutely no room for us to cut in our budget uniess it directly affects the medical bills which
would include medication to control seizures for our child or reduce the amount of money
available for our son’s special dietary needs due to an autoimmune disease.

Additionally, while we’d like to invest in the energy saving upgrades and have done so
over the years as funds permitted, our further efforts to invest in these types of upgrades wiil
be thwarted with rising costs of customer fees as it will inhibit our ability to save for future
energy upgrades.

Please do not approve this proposal to increase the customer charge as it will greatly
affect the budgets of people like our family who just do not have the wiggle room to cover this
type of increase.

Sincerely,

Justin Parigen
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Alice Pooley

9275 Johnston Lane
Cincinnati

Ohio 45242

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street

Columbus

Ohio 43215

Case Number 17-0032-EL-AIR

To whom it may concern,

I'm writing to express my objection to the proposed increase in customer charge from Duke

Energy.

This flat rate increase in a fixed fee is unfair, as it provides no incentive for those who
economize by reducing energy use, or to invest our money in renewable energy solutions.

Please reconsider the increase in this charge.

Yours sincerely,

Alice Pooley



Case number: 17-0032-el-air
8/28/2017

{ am writing this letter to offer my strongest objection on behalf of
my family of 7, against the proposed fixed rate increase.

Duke Energy seeks to raise electricity prices to pay for extending the
use of obsolete and dirty power plants that threaten the health of
people, the environment, and the economy. This is completely
unreasonable and unfair to your residential customers.

This proposed rate increase is not only excessive but its bad
business and completely sketchy. This is not the direction we should
be going and the negative financial impact on families like my own,
my neighbors and my community will be massive. Please have some
integrity and make the the right and responsible decision.

Regards,
- - 174 headows \preek e
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Jason Parigen
3646 Springside Dr
Mason, OH 45040

Public Utilities Commission of Ghio
180 £ast Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

To wWhom it May Concern,

We are aware that there is a proposal to raise the “customer charge” from $6 to $22.77
per month which is almost 4 times the current charge. This is unacceptable and | urge you to
not approve this progosal.

As an Ohio resident, home owner and family of 8 this type of increase has a major effect
on our monthly budget. And as a family with 2 medically fragile children we are already cutting
back to the extreme to meet the health cost of our children’s medical attention and there is
absolutely no room for us to cut in our budget unless it directly affects the medical bills which
would include medication to control seizures for our child or reduce the amount of money
available for our son’s special dietary needs due to an autcimmune disease.

Additionally, while we’d like to invest in the energy saving upgrades and have done so
over the years as funds permitted, our further efforts to invest in these types of upgrades will
be thwarted with rising costs of customer fees as it will inhibit our ability to save for future
energy upgrades.

Please do not approve this proposal to increase the customer charge as it will greatly
affect the budgets of people like our family who just do not have the wiggle room to cover this
type of increase.

Sincerely,

Jason Parigen
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Owen Parigen
3646 Springside Dr
Mason, OH 45040

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

To Whom it iviay Concern,

We are aware that there is a proposal to raise the “customer charge” from $6 to $22.77
per month which is almost 4 times the current charge. This is unacceptable and | urge you to
not approve this proposal.

As an Ohio resident, home owner and family of 8 this type of increase has a major effect
on our monthly budget. And as a family with 2 medically fragile children we are aiready cutting
back to the extreme to meet the health cost of our children’s medical attention and there is
absolutely no room for us to cut in our budget unless it directly affects the medical bills which
would include medication to control seizures for our child or reduce the amount of money
avaitable for our son’s special dietary needs due to an autoimmune disease.

Additionally, while we’d like to invest in the energy saving upgrades and have done so
over the years as funds permitted, our further efforts to invest in these types of upgrades will
be thwarted with rising costs of customer fees as it will inhibit our ability to save for future
energy upgrades.

Please do not approve this proposal to increase the customer charge as it will greatly
affect the budgets of people like our family who just do not have the wiggle room to cover this
type of increase.

Sincerely,

Owen Parigen

cost #: 11-008LELAR



Case number: 17-0032-el-air
8/28/2017

| am writing this letter to offer my strongest objection on behalf of
my family of 7, against the proposed fixed rate increase.

Duke Energy seeks to raise electricity prices to pay for extending the
use of obsolete and dirty power plants that threaten the health of
people, the environment, and the economy. This is completely
unreasonable and unfair to your residential customers.

This proposed rate increase is not only excessive but its bad
business and compietely sketchy. This is not the direction we should
be going and the negative financial impact on families like my own,
my neighbors and my community will be massive. Please have some
integrity and make the the right and responsible decision.

Regards' 'T.]qL{ }\}\fmbﬁa ;:-‘-\.’”ﬁ{i/i i
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Public Utilities Cormnmission of Ghio Aug 28, 2017
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215

CASE NUMBER: 17-0032-EL-AIR

| would protest against Duke Energy bilfing us a customer charge four times bigger because of
their decision to depend on coal energy. Clean, renewable energy should be the goal for future
and we want to only invest in that.

Veelohhs My ke

Neelabho Mukherjee

7812 Meadowcreek Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45244



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio August 30, 2017
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Case humber 17-0032-EL-AIR
To Whom It May Concern,

| was recently made aware of a proposal increase by Duke Energy to raise the ‘customer charge’ from 56
to $22.77/month, regardless of the amount of electricity used per month to make the consumer pay for
their failure to transition to cleaner and more efficient energy use. This rate increase may hinder people
from investing the additional 5200 they would have to pay per year to buy more energy efficient
appliances. In addition, those on a fixed and/or low income would be put in a situation where they
would have to limit funds spent on other necessities to cover this cost.

Lstrangly feel that this increase is unfair and unwarranted, especially if this increase is not helping our
state move towards cleaner and more efficient electricity production. {oppose this increase and hope
that the proposal for Duke Energy to raise the ‘customer charge’ per month is declined.

Sincerely,

Mefisse, Gainey
N
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Attention Public Utilities Commission of Chio:

As ah“energy” user, it is imperative to focus our attention on
utilizing renewable energy instead of the continued usage of
fossil fuels.

Please consider such renewable energy like solar, wind,
geothermal etc. Using other renewable energy sources rather
than fossil fuels improves not only our environment but creates
a healthier lifestyle.

Why not use what’s readily available — the sun or the wind.
How sensible to use what nature has placed directly in our
reach. No need to mine or disrupt the earth’s core.

As a parent and energy consumer, | want my children to
appreciate and honor the resources our beautiful plant
provides.

Thank you for your time,

Froall. hustose
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Liam Parigen
3646 Springside Dr
Mason, OH 45040

Public Utilities Commission of Chio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

To Whom it May Concern,

We are aware that there is a proposal to raise the “customer charge” from $6 to $22.77
per month which is almost 4 times the current charge. This is unacceptable and | urge you to
not approve this proposal.

As an Ohio resident, home owner and family of 8 this type of increase has a major effect
on our monthly budget. And as a family with 2 medically fragile children we are already cutting
back to the extreme to meet the health cost of our children’s medical attention and there is
absolutely no room for us to cut in our budget uniess it directly affects the medical bills which
would include medication to control seizures for our chiid or reduce the amount of money
available for our son’s special dietary needs due to an autoimmune disease.

Additionally, while we’d like to invest in the energy saving upgrades and have done so
over the years as funds permitted, our further efforts to invest in these types of upgrades will
be thwarted with rising costs of customer fees as it will inhibit our ability to save for future
energy upgrades.

Please do not approve this proposal to increase the customer charge as it will greatly

affect the budgets of people like our family who just do not have the wiggle room to cover this
type of increase.

Sincerely,

Liam Parigen

o ase 3 [T-O08L ELAIR
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Caitlin Parigen
3646 Springside Dr
Mason, OH 45040

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, QH 43215

To Whom it May Concern,

We are aware that there is a proposal to raise the “customer charge” from $6 to $22.77
per month which is almost 4 times the current charge. This is unacceptable and | urge you to
not approve this proposal.

As an Ohio resident, home owner and family of 8 this type of increase has a major effect
on our monthly budget. And as a family with 2 medically fragile children we are already cutting
back to the extreme to meet the health cost of our children’s medical attention and there is
absolutely no room for us to cut in our budget unless it directly affects the medical bills which
would include medication to control seizures for our child or reduce the amount of money
available for our son’s special dietary needs due to an autoimmune disease.

Additionally, while we’d like to invest in the energy saving upgrades and have done so
over the years as funds permitted, our further efforts to invest in these types of upgrades will
be thwarted with rising costs of customer fees as it will inhibit our ability to save for future
energy upgrades.

Please do not approve this proposal to increase the customer charge as it will greatly
affect the budgets of people like our family who just do not have the wiggle room to cover this
type of increase.

Sincerely,
Caitlin Parigen
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Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Case #: 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission:

Raising the monthly customer charge by almost four times the current rate of $6.00 seems
excessive. To increase an average bill of $72.00 a year to $273.24 with no increase in services
or customer value seems like bad business.

Please consider the customers and deny Duke Energy this increase.

Thank you,

Jim Harris

S270 Bepi
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Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Case #: 17-0032-EL-AIR

Dear Public Utilities Commission:

Raising the monthly customer charge by almost four times the current rate of $6.00 seems
excessive. To increase an average bill of $72.00 a year to $273.24 with no increase in services
or customer value seems like bad business.

Please consider the customers and deny Duke Energy this increase.

Thank you,

Anna Harris

5070 ertley Gales D
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Ava Parigen
3646 Springside Dr
Mason, OH 45040

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

To Whom it May Concern,

We are aware that there is a proposal to raise the “customer charge” from $6 to $22.77
per month which is almost 4 times the current charge. This is unacceptable and | urge you to
not approve this proposal.

As an Chio resident, home owner and family of 8 this type of increase has a major effect
on our monthly budget. And as a family with 2 medically fragile children we are already cutting
back to the extreme to meet the health cost of our children’s medical attention and there is
absolutely no room for us to cut in our budget unless it directly affects the medical bills which

" would include medication to control seizures for our child or reduce the amount of money
available for our son’s special dietary needs due to an autoimmune disease.

Additionally, while we’d like to invest in the energy saving upgrades and have done so
over the years as funds permitted, our further efforts to invest in these types of upgrades will
be thwarted with rising costs of customer fees as it will inhibit our ability to save for future
energy upgrades.

Please do not approve this proposal to increase the customer charge as it will greatly
affect the budgets of people like our family who just do not have the wiggle room to cover this
type of increase.

Sincerely,

Ava Parigen
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Date: August 28, 2017

To: Public Utilities Commission

From: Kathleen Cueto
7680 Athenia Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45244

Re: Duke Energy’s proposed Increase to the fixed “Customer Charge”

coSe. Y |F-oute- Fe-1 R

To whom it may concetn;

Like so many other families, we have a budget that we must live within. The proposed increase
of nearly four times the current rate will totally handcuff our family by decreasing the amount of so
called disposable income we have at the end of each month. All while Duke Energy reported net profits
of over 2.12 billion dollars in 2016. While that number is down from 2015, executive salaries went up,
including a staggering $13.5 million for the CEO alone.

Any increase is unwarranted, but any increase authorized by the PUC should be earmarked for
expenditures toward renewable and sustainabie alternative energy sources.

This request is unfair, unsubstantiated and will but put the onus of their bad business practices
sauarely on the shoulders of Ohio families.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Cueto
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Public Utilities Commission of Ohio

August 28, 2017

As a Duke energy customer | oppose the increase in the distribution customer charge. For people on
fixed incomes this will create choices between utilities and food. | also fully support renewable

energy sources.
W
William Morrison

7644 Athenia Dr

Cincinnati Oh 45244



Date:  August 28, 2017
To: Public Utilities Commission

From: Katie Cueto
7680 Athenia Drive

Cincinnati, OH 45244

Re: Duke Energy’s proposed Increase to the fixed “Customer Charge”

Cage & [F0038 EL-AER

To whom it may concern;

Like so many other families, we have a budget that we must live within. The proposed increase
of nearly four times the current rate will totally handcuff our family by decreasing the amount of so
called disposable income we have at the end of each month. All while Duke Energy reported net profits
of over 2.12 billion dollars in 2016. While that number is down from 2015, executive salaries went up,
including a staggering $13.5 milfion for the CEO alone.

Any increase is unwarranted, but any increase authorized by the PUC should be earmarked for
expenditures toward renewable and sustainabie alternative energy sources.

This request is unfair, unsubstantiated and will but put the onus of their bad business practices
squarely on the shoulders of Ohio families.

Sincerely,

Katie Cueto



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio August 30, 2017
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, QH 43215

Case number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To Whom It May Concern,

| was recently made aware of & proposal increase by Duke Energy to raise the ‘customer charge’ from $6
to $22.77/month, regardless of the amount of electricity used per month to make the consumer pay for
their failure to transition to cleaner and more efficient energy use. This rate increase may hinder people
from investing the additional $200 they would have to pay per year to buy more energy efficient
appliances. in addition, those on a fixed and/or low income would be put in a situation where they
would have to limit funds spent on other necessities to cover this cost.

I strongly feel that this increase is unfair and unwarranted, especially if this increase is not helping our
state move towards cleaner and more efficient electricity production. | oppose this increase and hope
that the proposal for Duke Energy to raise the ‘customer charge’ per month is declined.

Sincerely,

Plen d/\cwg



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio August 30, 2017
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

Case number 17-0032-EL-AIR
To Whom It May Concern,

I was recently made aware of a proposal increase by Duke Energy to raise the ‘customer charge’ from $6
to $22.77/month, regardless of the amount of electricity used per month to make the consumer pay for
their failure to transition to cleaner and more efficient energy use. This rate increase may hinder people
from investing the additional $200 they would have to pay per year to buy more energy efficient
appliances. In addition, those on a fixed and/or low income would be put in a situation where they
would have to limit funds spent on other necessities to cover this cost.

I strongly feel that this increase is unfair and unwarranted, especially if this increase is not helping our
state move towards cleaner and more efficient electricity production. 1 oppose this increase and hope
that the proposal for Duke Energy to raise the ‘customer charge’ per month is declined.

Sincerely,
63&% 0"‘“’9
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