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AES Ohio

AES Ohio Files Annual Update to Infrastructure Investment Rider (Rider IIR)
(Case No. 22-0477-EL-RDR)

Summary: AES Ohio filed its annual update for its Rider IIR. AES Ohio’s proposed calculations
would result in an increase of 3.7710% of base distribution charges on customers’ monthly bills.

AEP
AEP Seeks to Update Generation Riders (Case No. 22-486-EL-RDR)

Summary: Due to recent increases in energy costs and the results of its Standard Service
Offer (SSO) auction, AEP seeks to update its Generation Energy (GENE) and Generation
Capacity Riders (GENC). Riders GENE and GENC are per kWh charges which apply to
customers who do not take generation service from a competitive supplier. Customers should
check their competitive supplier contracts before choosing not to shop and switching to the
SSO.

Duke

Standard Choice Offer (SCO) for Natural Gas Pricing Increases

Summary: The PUCO approved the auction results for Duke’s natural gas SCO pricing, which
will increase prices due to recent increases in energy costs. SCO pricing is the price for default
service for customers who do not shop and receive the natural gas commodity from a
competitive retail natural gas supplier. Customers should check their competitive supplier
contracts before switching to the SCO.

FirstEnergy

PUCO Selects Auditor for Review of FirstEnergy Utilities Political Spending Information
related to H.B. 6 Scandal (Case No. 20-1502-EL-UNC)

Summary: The PUCO selected Marcum LLP to assist Staff in reviewing information provided
by the FirstEnergy Ohio Utilities related to political and charitable spending and the H.B. 6
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scandal. Previously, the PUCO had directed FirstEnergy to demonstrate that the costs of any
political or charitable spending in support of H.B. 6, or the subsequent referendum effort, were
not recovered from Ohio ratepayers.
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