BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

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


SCHEDULING ORDER


		On December 21, 2010, the Commission entered its Opinion and Order approving a Joint Petition for Partial Settlement filed in the base rate case filed by PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (PPL Electric or Company or Respondent) at R-2010-2161694, which include a provision for the implementation of a CAP Plus program as part of the Company's Universal Service Program.  

		When the Joint Petition for Settlement was approved in the R-2010-2161694 Docket, PPL Electric's Universal Service and Energy Conservation Plan for the period of 2011 through 2013 was being litigated at this Docket.  The Company did not include the CAP Plus program in the compliance filing made pursuant to the December 21, 2010 Order.  On May 5, 2011, the Commission entered its Order in this proceeding which approved the Joint Petition for Settlement of all issues.  The Company's compliance filing following the May 5, 2011 Order did not include the CAP Plus program, and on November 3, 2011, PPL Electric filed a revision to its tariff for inclusion of the CAP Plus program.  The tariff was set to become effective December 1, 2011.

		On November 22, 2011, a Complaint was filed by Lorrie Koons, who was a party to the underlying case, seeking a stay of the tariff provision for the CAP Plus program and formal hearings on the issue.  On November 29, 2011, the Company filed an answer denying the material allegations.  On December 1, 2011, the Commission entered an Opinion and Order which denied the request for stay and referred the remaining issues to the Office of Administrative Law Judge for proceedings as appropriate.

		The matter was assigned to administrative law judges Joel Cheskis and Susan D. Colwell.  In an email exchange, the parties indicated that there was no need for a prehearing conference and that they had agreed upon a litigation schedule.  The schedule is adopted here.

		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

		1.	The following schedule is adopted:

	Complainant's direct testimony         January 31, 2012
 
	Other parties' rebuttal testimony       March 1, 2012 
 
	Surrebuttal testimony                        March 15, 2012
 
	Hearing                                             March 19, 2012
 
	Main Briefs                                       April 9, 2012
 
	Reply Briefs                                      April 23, 2012
 
		2.	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.  

		3.	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.  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.  

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

		5.	Testimony shall be served but not filed.  

		6.	One week prior to the start of the evidentiary hearings, PPL Electric Utilities Corporation shall provide a completed witness listing and cross-examination grid to the presiding officers.  Parties shall complete the witness listing and cross-examination grid as developed by the Company.  

		7.	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.

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

		

Dated: 	December 20, 2011			__________________________________
						Susan D. Colwell
					Administrative Law Judge


						___________________________________
						Joel Cheskis
						Administrative Law Judge
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