BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
Re:  Application Of PPL Electric Utilities
:

Corporation Filed Pursuant To 52 Pa. Code
:

Chapter 57, Subchapter G, With Respect To 
:

The Proposed Bainbridge-Maytown 500 Kv
:

A-110500  F0327
Transmission Line To Be Constructed In 
:

East Donegal And Conoy Townships, 
:

Lancaster County, Pennsylvania

:
INITIAL DECISION

Before

Michael C. Schnierle

Administrative Law Judge

History of the Proceedings


On October 2, 2002, PPL filed this Application pursuant to 52 Pa. Code § 57.71 for the approval of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission to construct, operate and maintain a 500 kV Transmission Line in the Townships of East Donegal and Conoy, Lancaster County (the "Bainbridge-Maytown Line").  The Bainbridge-Maytown Line was proposed to connect Conectiv Mid-Merit Inc.’s then-proposed 1,100 Megawatt (“MW”) generating station, to be located in East Donegal Township (the “East Donegal Project”), to the existing 500 kV bulk power transmission system operated by PJM Interconnection, LLC (“PJM”).  Under the terms of the PJM Transmission Owners Agreement and PJM’s Open Access Transmission Tariff, PPL was responsible for the construction and ownership of the transmission facilities needed to interconnect the East Donegal Project and the regional transmission system.



Landowners and government entities were given notice of the filing of the Application, as required by 52 Pa. Code § 57.74(b) and (c).  In addition, as required by 52 Pa. Code § 57.75, notice was served of the initial prehearing conference, scheduled for March 18, 2003, and notices thereof were published 45 days in advance in newspapers of general circulation in the project area.



The initial prehearing conference was held, as scheduled, on March 18, 2003.  Protests against the Application had been filed by Dale Luy, Stacey and Jennifer Von Stein, and Margaret Hunt Landis.  Ms Von Stein and Ms. Landis also appeared, pro se, at the prehearing conference.
  Mr. Richard King also appeared at the prehearing conference, although he did not file a protest or petition to intervene in the proceeding.  Mr. King had filed a complaint against Conectiv seeking a Commission order to block construction of the East Donegal Project.



On or about April 25, 2003, Conectiv announced its intention to cancel the East Donegal Project.  Thereafter, Conectiv confirmed that PPL should withdraw the Application because, in light of Conectiv’s cancellation of the East Donegal Project, the Bainbridge-Maytown Line would not be needed.   On May 13, 2002, PPL filed a Petition to withdraw this Application.
DISCUSSION



Because protests have been filed against the Application, this is a contested proceeding.  Accordingly, under 52 Pa. Code § 5.94(a), PPL is required to file a petition for leave to withdraw the Application.  PPL's Petition included a certificate of service stating that copies were served on Ms. Landis and on Mr. and Mrs. Von Stein.  Under Section 5.94(a), a protestant may object to the withdrawal within 10 days of service of the petition.  To date, I have received no objection from any party to PPL's petition to withdraw.  Also, neither the Commission's Document Folder for this case nor the Commission's computerized docket entry system contains any evidence of such an objection.


Although it does not appear that PPL's Petition was served on Mr. Luy, I do not regard that as an impediment to granting the Petition.  First, he failed to appear at the prehearing conference, and, second, he is getting the relief he sought in his protest, namely, cancellation of the project.  In any event, if he is opposed to this decision, he may file exceptions with the Commission.  


Upon review of PPL's Petition, I conclude that PPL has set forth valid reasons for the withdrawal of the Application.  Withdrawal will serve the public interest because no need now exists for the construction of the Bainbridge-Maytown Line. 

Order


THEREFORE,



IT IS ORDERED:



1.
That PPL's Petition to withdraw this application is granted.



2.
That the Application Of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation Filed Pursuant To 52 Pa. Code With Respect To The Proposed Bainbridge-Maytown 500 Kv Transmission Line To Be Constructed In East Donegal And Conoy Townships, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania is withdrawn.



3.
That the Secretary shall mark this case closed.

Date:     June 6, 2003  


___________________________







Michael C. Schnierle







Administrative Law Judge

� 	The Von Steins and Ms. Landis filed their pleadings on Formal Complaint forms.  Those pleadings are not in the application folder at this docket; nor does the Commission's computerized docket entry system identify them as having been docketed as either protests to this Application or as formal complaints;  nevertheless,  they were timely filed protests to this Application.





- 2 -


