BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION


PPL Electric Utilities Corporation			:
Universal Service and Energy Conservation		:			M-2010-2179796
Plan for 2011 through 2013				:
							:


SCHEDULING ORDER
Second Prehearing Order

		On June 1, 2010, PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (PPL or Company) filed its Universal Service and Energy Conservation Plan pursuant to 52 Pa. Code §§ 54.71-54.78.  On July 12, 2010, Eric Joseph Epstein filed a Petition to Intervene, and on July 13, 2010, the sustainable Energy Fund of Central Eastern Pennsylvania (SEF) filed a Petition to Intervene.  On July 29, 2010, the Office of Consumer Advocate (OCA) filed a Notice of Intervention.  

		By Order entered September 24, 2010, the Commission granted the two petitions to intervene and assigned the matter to the Office of Administrative Law Judge for hearing and issuance of a recommended decision.  

		On October 4, 2010, a Notice of Initial Prehearing Conference was issued which set the prehearing conference for Friday, October 29, 2010 and assigned the matter to me. 

		On October 6, 2010, a Notice of Appearance was filed for the Company counsel.  

		Petitions to intervene were filed by the Commission on Economic Opportunity (CEO), October 22, 2010; PP&L Industrial Customer Alliance (PPLICA), October 25, 2010; and Pennsylvania Communities Organizing for Change (PCOC), October 24, 2010.  

		Prehearing memos were filed by CEO; SEF; Mr. Epstein; OTS; OCA; PPLICA; and PCOC.  

		The prehearing conference was held as scheduled, with the following counsel in attendance:  David B. MacGregor, Esq., Anthony D. Kanagy, Esq., and Paul E. Russell, Esq., for the Company; Todd S. Stewart, Esq., for SEF; Richard A. Kanaskie, Esq., for OTS; Shelby A. Linton-Keddie, Esq., for PPLICA; Julie George, Esq., and Harry Geller, Esq., for PCOC; Aron Beatty, Esq., for OCA; and Mr. Epstein.  

		PPLICA and CEO petitions to intervene are unopposed and will be granted.  
		
		PCOC’s petition to intervene was challenged by the Company due to lack of inclusion of necessary information, such as a description of the type of organization, whether or not the organization is a customer, whether members are customers, identification of members, and whether the verification was signed by someone in PCOC.  Counsel for PCOC indicated that the information could be obtained and submitted within a week.  PCOC was given a week to submit the information, and the Company an additional week to respond to the new information. 

		The parties agreed upon a schedule, which will be adopted here.  No party asked for discovery modifications.  

		No party reported a request for a public input hearing.  Due to time constraints, any request for a public input hearing must be submitted prior to November 15, 2010 to fit the procedural schedule and ensure due process for the litigating parties.  

		The following e-mail list will be used for communications to and between counsel:
dmacgregor@postschell.com
perussell@pplweb.com
akanagy@postschell.com
rkanaskie@state.pa.us
sgray@state.pa.us
abeatty@paoca.org
TMccloskey@paoca.org
jlvullo@aol.com
lechambon@comcast.net
ppolacek@mwn.com
skeddie@mwn.com
crburgraff@hmslegal.com
pulp@palegalaid.net

		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

		1.	That the petitions to intervene filed by PP&L Industrial Customer Alliance and the Commission on Economic Opportunity are granted.

		2.	That the Pennsylvania Communities Organizing for Change shall file and serve upon all parties of record on or before Friday, November 5, 2010 supplemental information to its Petition to Intervene regarding the type of organization it is, whether it is a customer of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, its membership and whether its members are customers of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, and the relationship between the signatory to its verification and the Pennsylvania Communities Organizing for Change.

		3.	That parties of record other than Pennsylvania Communities Organizing for Change shall file any response to the submission filed pursuant to Ordering Paragraph 2 on or before November 12, 2010.

		4.	That any request for a public input hearing be filed and served on or before November 15, 2010 to be considered.  Such request must be supported by sufficient reason to incur the cost of scheduling and holding a public input hearing.

		5.	That the following litigation schedule is adopted:
	Company direct testimony	November 10, 2010
	Other party direct		December 14, 2010
	Rebuttal testimony		January 11, 2011
	Surrebuttal testimony		January 25, 2011
	Oral rejoinder outlines	February 1, 2011
	Hearings			February 2 and 3, 2011
	Main Briefs			February 23, 2011
	Reply briefs			March 9, 2011

		6.	That the Commission’s regulations regarding discovery at 52 Pa. Code 
§ 5.342(d) are modified for the purposes of this proceeding to provide that objections to discovery are in lieu of answers, and not in addition to answers.  

		7.	That due dates are in-hand, service of discovery requests, testimony, exhibits and briefs may be by electronic means on the due date if transmission occurs before 
4:00 pm and hard copies follow, unless otherwise noted in the litigation schedule.  Oversize exhibits or photos or attachments may be served by hard copy only but must be sent by overnight mail if the submission is sent electronically on the due date.  Discovery served after 4:00 pm shall be deemed to be served the following business day.  

		8.	That discovery disputes may be resolved via telephone conference with the presiding officer without need of a motion to compel, although the propounding party may choose to file a formal motion to compel.

		9.	Testimony shall be served but not filed.  

		10.	One week prior to the start of the evidentiary hearings, the Company shall provide a completed daily witness listing and cross-examination grid to the presiding officer.  Parties shall complete the daily witness listing and cross-examination grid as developed by the Company.  

		11.	All parties are directed to comply with the provisions of 52 Pa. Code
§ 5.243(e) which prohibits the introduction of evidence during rebuttal or surrebuttal which should have been included in the case-in-chief or which substantially varies from the case-in-chief, unless the evidence is introduced in support of a proposed settlement.

		12.	Briefs must comply with 52 Pa. Code §§ 5.501 and 5.502.  

	

 Dated: October 29, 2010				_________________________________
							Susan D. Colwell
							Administrative Law Judge
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