PUCO Case No. 12-2050-EL-ORD Nov. 8, 2017 Proposed Rules Related to Compensation for Net Metered
Customers

Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO),
Dear Chairman Haque and Commissioners,

My husband and | have a $43,000 solar panel array on our roof. This was a significant cost for us and we
live in a middle-class neighborhood in Huber Heights, OH. The proposed legislation rule changes will
ignore our investment, payback period, and regular maintenance costs that we incur by eliminating the
reimbursement for "generation charges" which is the infrastructure cost a utility would have to pay to
generate the equivalent amount of electricity. This isn't fair to us and ignores the investment we have
made. The rules also include a provision where utilities are not required to pay out the credits on
demand. This is also not fair and potentially limits our choice of which utility to choose. | recommend
that the rules be amended or reformed to leave in place the compensation structure to those who have
put their hard-earned money into clean energy generation.

My system and others across the state provide a capacity resource for the grid, therefore providing a
benefit to the distribution utility. While it may be true that distribution utilities, nor the PUCO, have
established a standardized monetary value for the capacity that distributed energy resources provide, it
is well-established that these systems provide some capacity value.

As an Ohio consumer and net metered utility customer, | appreciate the attention the Commission has
recently paid to modernizing our grid and recognizing the important role that distributed generation
systems are playing in our state. The number of distributed generation systems, and therefore the
number of net metered customers, is projected to continue to increase in Ohio, and | ask you to please
consider the importance of properly compensating owners of distributed generation systems for the
whole value our systems provide to the grid--both for the raw electrons sent back to the grid, and the
capacity value that our systems provide.

Christine Lash
4226 Forest Ridge Blvd
Dayton, OH 45424



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO),
Dear Chairman Haque and Commissioners,

As an individual/business invested in a net metered, distributed generation system, | write to ask you to
reconsider the November 8, 2017 decision on new, proposed net metering rules. The decision on these
rules made progress in several respects, but set a bad precedent on what is considered in net metering
credits which are earned by the self-generating customer when their system is producing more
electricity than what they are using. Specifically, the PUCO ordered that the net metering credit be
calculated for its energy value only, and prohibited the capacity value from being included in the credit.

My system and others across the state provide a capacity resource for the grid, therefore providing a
benefit to the distribution utility. While it may be true that distribution utilities, nor the PUCO, have
established a standardized monetary value for the capacity that distributed energy resources provide, it
is well-established that these systems provide some capacity value.

As an Ohio consumer and net metered utility customer, | appreciate the attention the Commission has
recently paid to modernizing our grid and recognizing the important role that distributed generation
systems are playing in our state. The number of distributed generation systems, and therefore the
number of net metered customers, is projected to continue to increase in Ohio, and | ask you to please
consider the importance of properly compensating owners of distributed generation systems for the
whole value our systems provide to the grid--both for the raw electrons sent back to the grid, and the
capacity value that our systems provide.

Michael Noles
14750 Headwater Lane
Huntsburg, OH 44046



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO),
Dear Chairman Haque and Commissioners,

As an individual invested in a net metered, distributed generation system, | write to ask you to
reconsider the November 8, 2017 decision on new, proposed net metering rules. The decision on these
rules made progress in several respects, but set a bad precedent on what is considered in net metering
credits which are earned by the self-generating customer when their system is producing more
electricity than what they are using. Specifically, the PUCO ordered that the net metering credit be
calculated for its energy value only, and prohibited the capacity value from being included in the credit.

My system and others across the state provide a capacity resource for the grid, therefore providing a
benefit to the distribution utility. While it may be true that distribution utilities, nor the PUCO, have
established a standardized monetary value for the capacity that distributed energy resources provide, it
is well-established that these systems provide some capacity value.

As an Ohio consumer and net metered utility customer, | appreciate the attention the Commission has
recently paid to modernizing our grid and recognizing the important role that distributed generation
systems are playing in our state. The number of distributed generation systems, and therefore the
number of net metered customers, is projected to continue to increase in Ohio, and | ask you to please
consider the importance of properly compensating owners of distributed generation systems for the
whole value our systems provide to the grid--both for the raw electrons sent back to the grid, and the
capacity value that our systems provide.

I would like to add that | do like what DP&L is doing for me. | am currently possibility the only household
in Fairborn that has solar panels and do enjoy getting credit for what | am generating. | hope you do not
generate more money for DP&L with your proposed rule and encourage others to go to solar
generation. The prices for the panels are coming down making it more affordable for other home
owners to go solar. Thank you for you consideration. Max Roadruck

max roadruck
330 chatham dr
fairborn, OH 45324



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO),
Dear Chairman Haque and Commissioners,

As an individual/business invested in a net metered, distributed generation system, | write to ask you to
reconsider the November 8, 2017 decision on new, proposed net metering rules. The decision on these
rules made progress in several respects, but set a bad precedent on what is considered in net metering
credits which are earned by the self-generating customer when their system is producing more
electricity than what they are using. Specifically, the PUCO ordered that the net metering credit be
calculated for its energy value only, and prohibited the capacity value from being included in the credit.

My system and others across the state provide a capacity resource for the grid, therefore providing a
benefit to the distribution utility. While it may be true that distribution utilities, nor the PUCO, have
established a standardized monetary value for the capacity that distributed energy resources provide, it
is well-established that these systems provide some capacity value.

As an Ohio consumer and net metered utility customer, | appreciate the attention the Commission has
recently paid to modernizing our grid and recognizing the important role that distributed generation
systems are playing in our state. The number of distributed generation systems, and therefore the
number of net metered customers, is projected to continue to increase in Ohio, and | ask you to please
consider the importance of properly compensating owners of distributed generation systems for the
whole value our systems provide to the grid--both for the raw electrons sent back to the grid, and the
capacity value that our systems provide.

| feel we need to be doing more to promote solar power. The more solar power we have, the better the
world will be.

Thanks for reading this.
Aaron
Aaron Hohenbrink

1138 McKay Road
Wilmington, OH 45177



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO),
Dear Chairman Haque and Commissioners,

As an individual/business invested in a net metered, distributed generation system, | write to ask you to
reconsider the November 8, 2017 decision on new, proposed net metering rules. The decision on these
rules made progress in several respects, but set a bad precedent on what is considered in net metering
credits which are earned by the self-generating customer when their system is producing more
electricity than what they are using. Specifically, the PUCO ordered that the net metering credit be
calculated for its energy value only, and prohibited the capacity value from being included in the credit.

My system and others across the state provide a capacity resource for the grid, therefore providing a
benefit to the distribution utility. While it may be true that distribution utilities, nor the PUCO, have
established a standardized monetary value for the capacity that distributed energy resources provide, it
is well-established that these systems provide some capacity value.

As an Ohio consumer and net metered utility customer, | appreciate the attention the Commission has
recently paid to modernizing our grid and recognizing the important role that distributed generation
systems are playing in our state. The number of distributed generation systems, and therefore the
number of net metered customers, is projected to continue to increase in Ohio, and | ask you to please
consider the importance of properly compensating owners of distributed generation systems for the
whole value our systems provide to the grid--both for the raw electrons sent back to the grid, and the
capacity value that our systems provide.

Joe Kalt
31435 Lincoln Rd
Westlake, OH 44145



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO),
Dear Chairman Haque and Commissioners,

My solar system provides infrastructure to generate electricity that | had to pay for and which gives
relief and excess capacity to utilities. Routinely | have to pay for maintenance costs on my solar array,
especially micro-inverter failures. As is currently done before the proposed rule change, | should be
compensated for my generation capacity being provided to the grid in addition to the energy credits for
excess power | provide. Also, the rules should not put 'golden handcuffs' on people providing energy to
the grid by allowing utilities to only roll-over credits and not refund them to customers if they should
want to switch to a different utility. Under the proposed rules, if | wanted to switch, utilities would have
me FORFEIT any credits | will have built up if | switch utilities! That is unfair.

As an individual/business invested in a net metered, distributed generation system, | write to ask you to
reconsider the November 8, 2017 decision on new, proposed net metering rules. The decision on these
rules made progress in several respects, but set a bad precedent on what is considered in net metering
credits which are earned by the self-generating customer when their system is producing more
electricity than what they are using. Specifically, the PUCO ordered that the net metering credit be
calculated for its energy value only, and prohibited the capacity value from being included in the credit.

My system and others across the state provide a capacity resource for the grid, therefore providing a
benefit to the distribution utility. While it may be true that distribution utilities, nor the PUCO, have
established a standardized monetary value for the capacity that distributed energy resources provide, it
is well-established that these systems provide some capacity value.

As an Ohio consumer and net metered utility customer, | appreciate the attention the Commission has
recently paid to modernizing our grid and recognizing the important role that distributed generation
systems are playing in our state. The number of distributed generation systems, and therefore the
number of net metered customers, is projected to continue to increase in Ohio, and | ask you to please
consider the importance of properly compensating owners of distributed generation systems for the
whole value our systems provide to the grid--both for the raw electrons sent back to the grid, and the
capacity value that our systems provide.

Paul Lash
4226 Forest Ridge Blvd
Dayton, OH 45424



Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO),
Dear Chairman Haque and Commissioners,

As an individual/business invested in a net metered, distributed generation system, | write to ask you to
reconsider the November 8, 2017 decision on new, proposed net metering rules. The decision on these
rules made progress in several respects, but set a bad precedent on what is considered in net metering
credits which are earned by the self-generating customer when their system is producing more
electricity than what they are using. Specifically, the PUCO ordered that the net metering credit be
calculated for its energy value only, and prohibited the capacity value from being included in the credit.

My system and others across the state provide a capacity resource for the grid, therefore providing a
benefit to the distribution utility. While it may be true that distribution utilities, nor the PUCO, have
established a standardized monetary value for the capacity that distributed energy resources provide, it
is well-established that these systems provide some capacity value.

As an Ohio consumer and net metered utility customer, | appreciate the attention the Commission has
recently paid to modernizing our grid and recognizing the important role that distributed generation
systems are playing in our state. The number of distributed generation systems, and therefore the
number of net metered customers, is projected to continue to increase in Ohio, and | ask you to please
consider the importance of properly compensating owners of distributed generation systems for the
whole value our systems provide to the grid--both for the raw electrons sent back to the grid, and the
capacity value that our systems provide.

jeff paynowski
5860 boneta rd
medina, OH 44256
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