Morgan, Lewis & Bockius Lp
1701 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2921
Tel: 215.963.5000

Fax: 215.963.5001
www.morganlewis.com

Anthony C. DeCusatis
Of Counsel

215.963.5034
adecusatis@morganlewis.com

October 31, 2014

VIA eFILING, ELECTRONIC MAIL
AND OVERNIGHT MAIL

Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Commonwealth Keystone Building

400 North Street

P.O. Box 3265

Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265

Re: Pa. P.U.C. v. Metropolitan Edison Company
Docket Nos. R-2014-2428745

Pa. P.U.C. v. Pennsylvania Electric Company
Docket Nos. R-2014-2428743

Pa. P.U.C. v. Pennsylvania Power Company
Docket Nos. R-2014-2428744

Pa. P.U.C. v. West Penn Power Company
Docket Nos. R-2014-2428742

Dear Secretary Chiavetta:

Morgan Lewis

COUNSELORS AT LAW

In compliance with the Second Prehearing Order in the above-referenced dockets, enclosed for
filing on behalf of Metropolitan Edison Company, Pennsylvania Electric Company,
Pennsylvania Power Company, West Penn Power Company. the Bureau of Investigation and
Enforcement, the Office of Consumer Advocate and the Office of Small Business Advocate, and
with the approval of all other parties in this case, is a Proposed Plan for Evidentiary Hearings and

Briefing.
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Morgan Lewis
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Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary
October 31,2014
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Hard copies of the enclosed Proposed Plan have been served in the manncr indicated on the
attached Certificate of Service.

Ve jy truly yours, |

Anthony C. DeCusatis

ACD/tp \

Enclosures
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BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY Docket Nos. R-2014-2428745
COMMISSION

V.
METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY Docket Nos. R-2014-2428743
COMMISSION

V.

PENNSYLVANIA ELECTRIC COMPANY

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY Docket Nos. R-2014-2428744
COMMISSION

A\

PENNSYLVANIA POWER COMPANY

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY Docket Nos. R-2014-2428742
COMMISSION

Y.

WEST PENN POWER COMPANY

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I served on the following persons in the matter specified in accordance
with the requirements of 52 Pa. Code § 1.54, a true and correct copy of Propesed Plan for
Evidentiary Hearings and Briefing on behalf of Metropolitan Edison Company, Pennsylvania
Electric Company, Pennsylvania Power Company. West Penn Power Company, the Bureau of
Investigation and Enforcement, the Office of Consumer Advocate and the Office of Small

Business Advocate.
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VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND OVERNIGHT DELIVERY (FedEx)

Dennis J. Buckley

Administrative Law Judge

Office of Administrative Law Judge
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Office of Administrative Law Judge

400 North Street

Harrisburg, PA 17120
debuckley@pa.gov

Honorable Katrina Dunderdale
Administrative Law Judge

Office of Administrative Law Judge
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Pittsburgh District Office

Piatt Place, Suite 220

301 5th Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15222
kdunderdal@pa.gov

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL AND FIRST CLASS MAIL

Aron J. Beatty

Darryl A. Lawrence

Brandon J. Pierce

Kristine E. Robinson

Lauren M. Burge

Office of Consumer Advocate
555 Walnut Street, 5th Floor, Form Place
Harrisburg, PA 17101-1923
abeatty(@pa.oca.org
dlawrence@paoca.org
bpierce(@paoca.org
krobinson@paoca.org
Iburge@paoca.org

Daniel G. Asmus

Assistant Small Business Advocate
Office of Small Business Advocate
Commerce Tower — Suite 202

300 North Second Street
Harrisburg, PA 17101
dasmus(@pa.gov
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Allison C. Kaster

Carrie B. Wright

Scott B. Granger

Burcau of Investigation and Enforcement
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
400 North Street

Harrisburg, PA 17120

akaster(@pa.gov

carwright@pa.gov

sgranger(@pa.gov

Thomas J. Sniscak

William E. Lehman

Hawke, McKeon & Sniscak LLP

P.O. Box 1778

100 North Tenth Street

Harrisburg, PA 17105-1778
tisniscak@hmslegal.com
welehman@hmslegal.com

Counsel for Pennsylvania State University




Charis Mincavage

Vasiliki Karandrikas

Teresa K. Schmittberger
Elizabeth P. Trinkle

Susan E. Bruce

McNees, Wallace & Nurick, LLC
100 Pine Street

P.O. Box 1166

Harrisburg, PA 17108-1166
cmincavage(@mwn.com
vkarandrikas@mwn.com
tschmittberger@mwn.com
etrinkle@mwn.com
sbruce@mwn.com

Counsel for MEIUG/PICA/PPUG
and WPPII

Thomas T. Niesen

Thomas, Niesen & Thomas, LLC

212 Locust Street, Suite 600

Harrisburg, PA 17101
tniesen@tntlawfirm.com

Counsel for Pennsylvania Rural Electric
Association and Allegheny Electric
Cooperative, Inc.

Scott J. Rubin

333 Oak Lane

Bloomsburg, PA 17815-2036
scott.j.rubin@gmail.com

Counsel for Utility Workers Union
of America System Local 102 &
International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers Local 777
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David J. Dulick

General Counsel

Pennsylvania Rural Electric Association
Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc.
212 Locust Street

P.O. Box 1266

Harrisburg, PA 17108-1266
david_dulick@ccsenergy.com
Counsel for Pennsylvania Rural
Electric Association and Allegheny
Electric Cooperative, Inc.

David F. Boehm

Boehm, Kurtz & Lowry

36 East Seventh Street, Suite 1510
Cincinnati, OH 45202
dboehm(@bkllawfirm.com
Counsel for AK Steel Corporation

Michael Panfil

John Finnigan

EDF

1875 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20009
mpanfil@edf.org

ifinnigan@edf.org

Counsel for Environmental Defense Fund




Charles E. Thomas, IlI, Esquire
Thomas, Niesen & Thomas, LL.C
212 Locust Street, Suite 600

P.O. Box 9500

Harrisburg, PA 17108-9500
cet3@tntlawfirm.com

Counsel for Noble Americas Energy
Solutions LLC

Heather Langeland

200 First Avenue, Suite 200
Pittsburgh, PA 15222
langeland@pennfuture.org
Counsel for PennFuture

Date: October 31, 2014
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Harry S. Geller

Pennsylvania Utility Law Project
118 Locust Street

Harrisburg, PA 17101-1414
pulp@palegalaid.net

Counsel for CAUSE-PA

Donald R. Wagner
Stevens & Lee

111 North Sixth Street
Reading, PA 19601
drw(@stevenslee.com
Counsel for Wal-Mart

(Bt Deteunce

Anthony C. DdCusatis (Pa. I.D. No. 25700)
Catherine G. Visudcevan (Pa. LD. No. 210254)
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius LLP

1701 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103-2921

215.963.5234 (dir)

215.963.5001 (fax)
adecusatis@morganlewis.com
cvasudevan@morganlewis.com

Counsel for Metropolitan Edison Company,
Pennsylvania Electric Company, Pennsylvania
Power Company and West Penn Power Company



BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY
COMMISSION

V. Docket Nos. R-2014-2428745

METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY, R-2014-2428743
PENNSYLVANIA ELECTRIC COMPANY, R-2014-2428744
PENNSYLVANIA POWER COMPANY AND R-2014-2428742
WEST PENN POWER COMPANY

PROPOSED PLAN FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARINGS AND BRIEFING

The Second Prehearing Order, which was issued on October 22, 2014, provides that “the
presiding officers are willing to give further consideration to the request for consolidation
provided that the parties jointly present a comprehensive plan by no later than October 31,
2014, as to how they propose to present their cases at the evidentiary hearing and in their briefs.”
Second Prehearing Order, p. 11 (emphasis in original). Pursuant to that directive, Metropolitan
Edison Company (“Met-Ed”), Pennsylvania Electric Company (“Penelec”), Pennsylvania Power
Company (“Penn Power”), and West Penn Power Company (“West Penn”) (each individually a
“Company” and, collectively, the “Companies”), the Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement

(“I&E”), the Office of Consumer Advocate (“OCA”) and the Office of Small Business Advocate

(“OSBA”) are proposing the following plan for evidentiary hearings and briefing.’

As a preliminary matter, although not within the scope the Second Prehearing Order’s

directive set forth above, the parties anticipate submitting, for each witness they will present, a

! AK Steel Corporation, the Pennsylvania Rural Electric Association and the Allegheny Electric Cooperative, the

International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers Locals 459 and 777 and the Utility Worker Union of America Local 102, Noble
Americas Energy Solutions, Pennsylvania State University, Citizens for Pennsylvania Future and the Environmental Defense
Fund, CAUSE-PA, Wal-Mart Stores East LLP and Sam’s East Inc., the Met-Ed Industrial Users Group, the Penelec Industrial
Customer Alliance, the Penn Power Users Group and the West Penn Industrial Intervenors, comprising all other parties in this
case, have all indicated that the proposed plan is acceptable to them.
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single statement of direct testimony (as to the non-Company parties), a single statement of
rebuttal testimony and single statement of surrebuttal testimony, which will bear the captions and
docket numbers applicable to the Companies that each witness is addressing. Each such
statement will clearly demarcate the sections specifically pertaining to each Company (i.e., on a
Company-by-Company basis) that is being addressed in that statement and will provide separate
exhibits or schedules, as applicable, setting forth or addressing adjustments related to each such
Company. The parties will endeavor to address common issues in a manner that avoids

duplication and undue repetition.

With respect to the issues identified in the Second Prehearing Order, namely, the conduct
of evidentiary hearings and briefing, the parties propose to follow the same format employed in
the 2006 base rate cases for Met-Ed and Penelec at Docket Nos. R-00061366, R-00061367, P-
00062213, P-00062214, A-110300F0095 and A-110400F0040, which were consolidated for
cvidentiary hearings and briefing. Specifically, each witness: (1) will be sworn in and will
identify and authenticate all of the statements and exhibits he or she is sponsoring; (2) provide
corrections to his or her prepared statements and exhibits, as necessary, and, as applicable, offer
oral rejoinder testimony (if any) after specifically identifying the Company or Companies to
which such rejoinder relates and the surrebuttal testimony to which it responds; and (3) stand
cross-examination on all of the statements and exhibits he or she is sponsoring. Cross-examining
parties, prior to initiating a line of questioning, must identify the Company and the specific

statement or exhibit to which its questions relate.

With respect to briefing, each party shall submit one main brief and one reply brief on all
issues in the respective rate case dockets. Within their respective briefs, the parties will follow a

common table of contents delineating substantive areas being addressed. Within each
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substantive area, the discussion of that area will be segregated by Company, and separately
identified as such, to address Company-specific issues. If issues of fact or law are common to all
Companies, the parties will discuss such issues on a collective basis, after identifying and
explaining such issues and explaining the commonality of those issues across all the Companies.
Each main brief would have attached separate income statements and rate base summaries for

each of the Companies.

The parties believe that the proposed plan for conducting evidentiary hearings and
briefing will provide an efficient and logical format for presenting witnesses and addressing
substantive issues in their main and reply briefs, which will save time and avoid needless
duplication. Accordingly, the undersigned request the Administrative Law Judges to adopt this

proposed plan for conducting evidentiary hearings and briefing.

Metropolitan Edison Company Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement
Pennsylvania Electric Company

Pennsylvania Power Company

West Penn Power Company By:

Office of Consumer Advocate Office of Small Business Advocate

By: By:

Dated: October 31, 2014.
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substantive area, the discussion of that area will be segregated by Company, and separately
identified as such, to address Company-specific issues. Ifissues of fact or law are common to all
Companies, the parties will discuss such issues on a collective basis, after identifying and
explaining such issues and explaining the commonality of those issues across all the Companies.
Each main brief would have attached separate income statements and rate base summaries for

each of the Companies.

The parties believe that the proposed plan for conducting evidentiary hearings and
brieﬁné will provide an efficient and logical format for presenting witnesses and addressing
substantive issues in their main and reply briefs, which will save time and avoid needless
duplication. Accordingly, the undersigned request the Administrative Law Judges to adopt this

proposed plan for conducting evidentiary hearings and briefing.

Metropolitan Edison Company Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement
Pennsylvania Electric Company

Pennsylvania Power Company MI p /é M
West Penn Power Company By: %7)]/3 - A .

By:
Office of Consumer Advocate Office of Small Business Advecate
By: By:

Dated: October 31, 2014.
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substantive area, the discussion of that arca will be segregated by Company. and scparately
identified as such, to address Company-specific issues. If issues of fact or law are common to all
Companics, the parties will discuss such issues on a collective basis, after identifying and
explaining such issues and explaining the commonality of those issues across all the Companies.
Each main brief would have attached separate income statements and rate base summaries for

each of the Companies.

The parties believe that the proposed plan for conducting evidentiary hearings and
briefing will provide an efticient and logical format for presenting witnesses and addressing
substantive issues in their main and reply briets, which will save time and avoid needless
duplication. Accordingly, the undersigned request the Administrative Law Judges to adopt this

proposed plan for conducting evidentiary hearings and briefing.

Metropolitan [idison Company Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement
Pennsylvania Electric Company
Pennsylvania Power Company

West Penn Power Company By:
By: S —
Office of Consumgr Adv Office of Small Business Advocate

Dated: October 31. 2014,

(s
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substantive area, the diécussion of that area will be segregated by Company, and separately

identified as such, to address Company-specific issues. If issues of fact or law are common to all |
Companies, the parties will discuss such issues on a collective basis, after identifying and

explaining such issues and exi)iainir;g the commonality of those issues across all the Companies.

Each main brief would have attached separate income statements and rate base summaries for

each of the Companies.

The parties believe that the proposed plan for conducting evidentiary hearings and
briefing will provide an efficient and logical format for presenting witnesses and addressing
substantive issues in their main and reply briefs, which will save time and avoid needless i
duplication. Accordingly, the undersigned request the Administrative Law Judges to adopt this

proposed plan for conducting evidentiary hearings and briefing.

Metropolitan Edison Company Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement
Pennsylvania Electric Company
Pennsylvania Power Company

West Penn Power Company : By:
By:
Office of Consumer Advocate Office of Small Business Advocate

By:

Dated: October 31,:2014.
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