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Nature Of Opinion 
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I am a solar power member of SSVEC. I am opposed to favorable consideration for the following reasons: 1. 
SSVEC stated that there is a cost-shift, with solar customers not paying their fair share of grid costs. Cost 
shifts are not unfair-SSVEC’s rates already include them due to rate design, where customers pay different 
rates. A few examples are customers who leave town for much of the year, customers with very low or very 
high-energy use, and urban versus rural customers. 2.lf solar solar power members are unfairly costing 
SSVEC, how is it that SSVEC showed an increase in profit year over year in the last annual report? SSVEC 
cannot justify a solar power customer caused loss of revenue. 3.All solar power members were required by 
SSVEC to surrender their “energy credits” to SSVEC in order to remain on the grid. 4. If SSVEC can 
demonstrate that a base rate is justified, it should be small and equally applied to all customers - not 
Denalize the small # of solar members.. 
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