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Dear Secretary:
t am submitting additional comments to Docket No. M-2012-2289411. | submltted lnatlal

comments on June 22.

In my previous submission, | disagreed with the Commission’s rationale to justify its refusal to
impose further demand response targets until the results of a cost analysis could be reviewed.
After examining recently received information on the performance of rural demand response
programs, it is evident the programs DO save consumers and utilities money.

Although participation rates vary, rural utilities save themselves and their customers an
average of $5 million annually. A combined savings of nearly $10 miilion provide capital for
infrastructure maintenance and improvements, the costs of which need not be borne by

consumers.

Although demand response programs conflict with business models focused solely on selling

electricity, displacing system load reduces congestion and increases reliability. When
comparing the relatively small customer base of rural markets to that of larger Investor Owned

Utilities, it is eminently logical to assume consumer savings would be proportionately greater

Demand response programs resuit in proven savings — not increased costs -- for consumers, a
goal of Act 129. Failure to implement further reductions will reduce consumer savings.

Furthermore, the unrealized savings of inaction should be tallied and accounted for when
estimat_ing costs of implementing increased target reductions.

o amille “Bud” George
- STATE REPRESENTATIVE
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