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The Honorable Robert A. Christianson 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e Law Judge 
Pennsylvania Public U t i l i t y Commission 
Room G-08A, North O f f i c e B u i l d i n g 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 

Re: Pennsylvania Public U t i l i t y Commission v. 
Pennsylvania Power & L i g h t Company, 
Docket No. R-00943271. 

Dear Judge Christianson: 

Enclosed please f i n d Pennsylvania Power & L i g h t 
Company's Answer t o Univer s i t y / C o l l e g e C o a l i t i o n ' s {"UCC") Motion 
t o Compel Answers t o UCC I n t e r r o g a t o r y Set I . 

Copies of the Company's Answer have been served i n 
accordance w i t h the attached C e r t i f i c a t e of Service. 

( \ J U Li U J S 

AKM/cmb 
Enclosures 
cc: C e r t i f i c a t e of Service 

Sincerely, 

/ <y^^j. 
Alan K/ Maesaka 
Counsel f o r Pennsylvania Power 

& L i g h t Company 

APR 1 0 1995 

nFF-'U'P OF C.A.L.O 

PUBLIC unui^ OTMISSIOH 



BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY 
COMMISSION 

v. 

PENNSYLVANIA POWER & LIGHT 
COMPANY 

Docket No. R-00943271 

ANSWER OF 
PENNSYLVANIA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
TO UNIVERSITY/COLLEGE COALITION'S 

MOTION TO COMPEL 

APR 1 0 1995 

OFKiu. .- ..A.L.J 
PUBLIC uriLITY COMMISSION 

Pennsylvania Power & L i g h t Company ("PP&L" or the 

"Company"), by i t s attorneys, hereby f i l e s w i t h the Public 

U t i l i t y Commission {"Commission"), pursuant t o 52 Pa. Code 

§5.342(e){!), t h i s Answer t o Uni v e r s i t y / C o l l e g e C o a l i t i o n ' s 

("UCC") Motion To Compel (h e r e a f t e r "Motion") and st a t e s as 

f o l l o w s : 

On March 21, 1995, UCC served upon PP&L i t s 

I n t e r r o g a t o r y Set I (here a f t e r " i n t e r r o g a t o r y " ) c o n s i s t i n g of the 

f o l l o w i n g question: 

Please provide c o s t - o f - s e r v i c 
the f u t u r e t e s t year at present 
ra t e s which use f o r a l l o c a t i o n 
D-15, and D-20 class coincident 
f o r the f o l l o w i n g three months: 
February and December. Please 
response a complete p r i n t o u t of 
and a l l workpapers t h a t were u t 
derive the a l l o c a t i o n f a c t o r s . 

e studies f o r 
and proposed 

f a c t o r s D-10, 
peak demands 
January, 

include i n the 
the studies 

i l i z e d t o 

LCCKETEH 
w I I 

APR 2 0 1995 ^ 

DOCUMENT 
* Lu*, U t „ I \ 



On March 30, 1995, PP&L f i l e d i t s Objection t o 

Uni v e r s i t y / C o l l e g e C o a l i t i o n I n t e r r o g a t o r y Set I (h e r e a f t e r 

"Objection") on the grounds t h a t UCC's I n t e r r o g a t o r y Set I i s 

" i r r e l e v a n t , o v e r l y broad, unreasonably burdensome and would 

r e q u i r e an unreasonable i n v e s t i g a t i o n . " 

On A p r i l 4, 1995, UCC f i l e d i t s Motion, c l a i m i n g t h a t 

the i n f o r m a t i o n requested i s rel e v a n t t o the issues i n t h i s 

proceeding and would not place an unreasonable burden on PP&L. 

UCC's Motion i s without m e r i t , and t h e r e f o r e should be 

denied. I n a d d i t i o n t o the reasons already set f o r t h i n PP&L's 

Objection, UCC's Motion should be denied f o r the f o l l o w i n g f o u r 

reasons. 

F i r s t , UCC's i n t e r r o g a t o r y i s unreasonably burdensome 

because i t would r e q u i r e PP&L t o prepare a completely new cost of 

service study. UCC i s i n c o r r e c t i n a v e r r i n g t h a t " [ t ] h e '3 

C[o i n c i d e n t ] P [eak] ' studies t h a t UCC has requested would o n l y 

r e q u i r e PP&L t o aggregate the load data f o r these three months 

r a t h e r than f o r every month of the year as was performed by the 

Company f o r i t s 12 CP studies." Motion, p. 4. 

I n order t o produce a meaningful and accurate study, 

the Company cannot simply run the study once load data has been 

aggregated f o r the three requested months. Rather, a f t e r 

developing new a l l o c a t o r s , PP&L then must determine whether each 

r a t e base and expense item from i t s o r i g i n a l 12 CP studies should 



be r e a l l o c a t e d f o r a 3 CP study. For example, the i n t e r r u p t i b l e 

load c r e d i t t o r a t e base would have t o be completely r e a l l o c a t e d 

under a 3 CP study. Many other a l l o c a t i o n f a c t o r s would change 

as w e l l . F a i l u r e t o r e a l l o c a t e such r a t e base and expense items 

would produce an inaccurate and meaningless "hybrid" cost of 

service study t h a t would r e f l e c t both 3 CP and 12 CP 

methodologies. 

Second, as explained above, a response t o UCC's 

i n t e r r o g a t o r y would be unreasonably burdensome. This burden i s 

f u r t h e r compounded by the t i m i n g of UCC's request. S p e c i f i c a l l y , 

from the outset of t h i s case, PP&L has received over 1,000 

i n t e r r o g a t o r i e s and data requests. The Company has made every 

reasonable e f f o r t t o answer each completely and i n a t i m e l y 

manner. 

Although UCC had every o p p o r t u n i t y t o submit i t s 

i n t e r r o g a t o r y at any time a f t e r t h i s proceeding was i n i t i a t e d , i t 

delayed i t s request f o r over two and one h a l f months. Indeed, 

UCC d i d not serve i t s i n t e r r o g a t o r y u n t i l a f t e r hearings i n t h i s 

proceeding commenced. UCC's delay would force PP&L t o d i v e r t i t s 

l i m i t e d resources away from these tasks, preparing r e b u t t a l 

testimony and responding t o on-the-record data requests, thereby 

j e o p a r d i z i n g the Company's a b i l i t y t o comply w i t h the procedural 

schedule e s t a b l i s h e d i n t h i s case. 

I n l i g h t of the circumstances described above, i t would 

be i n e q u i t a b l e t o force PP&L t o answer UCC s i n t e r r o g a t o r y . Any 

3 



"penalty" r e s u l t i n g from the ta r d i n e s s of UCC's request should 

p r o p e r l y r e s t w i t h UCC, not PP&L. 

Th i r d , UCC's Motion also r e l i e s h e a v i l y on Section 

5.361(b) of the Commission's r u l e s of discovery. 52 Pa. Code 

§5.361(b). Section 5.361(b) s t a t e s : 

I n r a t e proceedings, discovery i s not 
l i m i t e d under subsection (a) s o l e l y because 
the discovery request r e q u i r e s the 
com p i l a t i o n of data or i n f o r m a t i o n which the 
answering p a r t i c i p a n t does not maintain i n 
the format requested, i n the normal course of 
business, or because the discovery request 
re q u i r e s t h a t the answering p a r t i c i p a n t make 
a s p e c i a l study or an a l y s i s , i f the study or 
ana l y s i s cannot reasonably be conducted by 
the p a r t i c i p a n t making the request. (Emphasis 
added). 

52 Pa. Code §5.361(b). Based on t h i s r u l e , UCC asserts t h a t PP&L 

should be r e q u i r e d t o perform the requested studies because they 

"cannot be reasonably conducted by UCC i t s e l f . " Motion, p. 3. 

UCC f u r t h e r claims t h a t the i n f o r m a t i o n r e q u i r e d t o perform the 

requested study i s " s o l e l y i n the c o n t r o l of PP&L." I d . UCC i s 

i n e r r o r , and i t s i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of the Commission's r e g u l a t i o n s 

i s overbroad and should be r e j e c t e d . 

PP&L has provided extensive data t o a l l p a r t i e s i n t h i s 

proceeding, i n c l u d i n g the data necessary t o perform cost of 

serv i c e s t u d i e s . Thus, UCC i s i n c o r r e c t i n s t a t i n g t h a t the 

re q u i r e d data i s " s o l e l y " i n PP&L's c o n t r o l . The Company has, 

and w i l l , provide such data t o any p a r t y upon request. 



Moreover, given the necessary data, any p a r t y i s 

capable, perhaps w i t h the a i d of a consultant, of performing a 

cost of service study. UCC's p r o t e s t a t i o n s t h e r e f o r e are without 

m e r i t . UCC can conduct the requested studies w i t h data from 

PP&L, or i t can h i r e a consultant t o conduct such s t u d i e s . 

Unlike many of the int e r v e n o r s i n t h i s proceeding, UCC would have 

the advantage of being able t o d i s t r i b u t e the costs of such a 

study among i t s p a r t i c i p a t i n g customers.1'' 

PP&L should not be forced t o bear the costs of 

l i t i g a t i n g UCC's case, and Section 5.361(b) cannot reasonably be 

i n t e r p r e t e d t o in t e n d t h i s r e s u l t . Section 5.361(b) r e q u i r e s a 

u t i l i t y t o perform a study only where t h a t study cannot 

reasonably be conducted by the requesting p a r t y . UCC can conduct 

the study; i t simply does not want t o pay f o r i t . Under UCC's 

reading of Section 5.361(b), any p a r t y could f i l e a complaint, 

refuse t o h i r e a consultant and r e q u i r e the u t i l i t y t o prepare 

i t s case at no cost. This i s c l e a r l y an unreasonable r e s u l t and 

should not be sanctioned by the Commission. 

Fourth, PP&L has already conducted a 1 CP study. There 

i s no reason t o be l i e v e t h a t a 3 CP study w i l l produce 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y d i f f e r e n t r e s u l t s from a 1 CP study. S i m i l a r l y , 

there i s no reason t o be l i e v e t h a t a 3 CP study w i l l provide any 

in f o r m a t i o n u s e f u l i n a r e s o l u t i o n of the issues i n t h i s case. 

- 1 UCC i s comprised of f i v e separate i n s t i t u t i o n a l customers: 
Muhlenburg College, Wilkes College, Kings College, Messiah 
College and the U n i v e r s i t y of Scranton. 



For example, under a 1 CP study, the LP-4 r a t e class receives a 

demand a l l o c a t i o n of approximately 9.85%. Under a 3 CP method, 

t h a t a l l o c a t i o n would change t o 10.47%. Given t h i s minor change, 

i t i s not apparent t h a t a 3 CP study would have any m a t e r i a l 

a f f e c t on the LP-4 class r e t u r n . As explained above, however, 

PP&L w i l l provide UCC w i t h the data necessary t o conduct the 

requested study i f UCC deems i t appropriate. 



WHEREFORE, the Company requests the Presiding O f f i c e r 

t o deny U n i v e r s i t y / C o l l e g e C o a l i t i o n ' s Motion To Compel and grant 

the Objection of Pennsylvania Power & Li g h t Company To The 

Un i v e r s i t y / C o l l e g e C o a l i t i o n I n t e r r o g a t o r y Set I . 

R e s p e c t f u l l y submitted. 

OF COUNSEL: 

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS 
2000 One Logan Square 
Ph i l a d e l p h i a , PA 19103 
(215) 963-5448 

DATE: A p r i l 7, 1995 

aqGreqov / David B./Maourego] 
Alan K. Maesaka 
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius 
2000 One Logan Square 
Phi l a d e l p h i a , PA 19103 
(215) 963-5448 

Paul E. Russell 
Pennsylvania Power & L i g h t Company 
Two North N i n t h S t r e e t 
Allentown, PA 18101 
(610) 774-4254 

Counsel f o r Pennsylvania Power & 
Li g h t Company 



BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY 
COMMISSION, ET AL. 

v. 

PENNSYLVANIA POWER & LIGHT 
COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. R-00943271 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y t h a t I have t h i s day served a copy of the 
foregoing document upon the p a r t i c i p a n t s l i s t e d below, i n accordance w i t h 
the requirements of Section 1.54 ( r e l a t i n g t o service by a p a r t i c i p a n t ) . 

DELIVERY BY FIRST CLASS MAIL: 

I r w i n A. Popowsky, Esq. 
Mary C. Kenney, Esq. 
O f f i c e of Consumer Advocate 
1425 Strawberry Square 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Johnnie E. Simms, Esq. 
O f f i c e of T r i a l S t a f f 
Pennsylvania Public U t i l i t y 

Commission 
P.O. Box 3265 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 

Bernard A. Ryan, J r . , Esq. 
Karen O i l l Moury, Esq. 
O f f i c e of Small Business Advocate 
Suite 1102, Commerce B u i l d i n g 
300 North Second Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 

David M. Kleppinger, Esq. 
James P. Dougherty, Esq. 
Derrick P. Williamson 
100 Pine S t r e e t 
P.O. Box 1166 
Harrisburg, PA 17108-116 6 

PH03/60967.1 D0CUMR 
FOLDER 

David A. McCormick, Esq. 
Department of the Army 
O f f i c e of the Judge Advocate 

General 
901 North S t u a r t S t r e e t 
A r l i n g t o n , VA 22203-1837 

Wayne M. Thomas, Esq. 
Kohn, Nast & Graff, P.C. 
1101 Market Street 
24th Floor 
P h i l a d e l p h i a , PA 19107 

Joan 0. Brandeis, Esq. 
Schander, Harrison, Segal & Lewis 
Suite 3600 
1600 Market St r e e t 
P h i l a d e l p h i a , PA 19103-4252 

D. Jane Drennan, Esq. 
Sarah E. Tomalty, Esq. 
Drennan & Associates 
1216 16th S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20046 



Thomas S. C a t l i n 
Charles Johnson 
Matthew I . Kahal 
Exeter Associates, Inc. 
12510 P r o s p e r i t y Drive 
Suite 350 
S i l v e r Spring, MD 20904 

Dale Bridenbaugh 
MHB Technical Assoc. 
1723 Hamilton ave. 
Suite K 
San Jose, CA 95125 

Robert D. Knecht 
I n d u s t r i a l Economics, Inc. 
2067 Massachusetts Avenue 
Cambridge, MA 02140 

Stephen J. Baron 
Richard Bandino 
Randall J. Falkenberg 
Lane Kollen 
J. Kennedy and Associates, Inc. 
Suite 475 
3 5 Glenlake Parkway 
A t l a n t a , GA 30328 

Kenneth E i s d o r f e r 
Cook, E i s d o r f e r & Associates 
2258 Schuetz Road 
Suite 205 

St. Louis, MO 63146 

Steven Anderson 
Economic & P o l i c y Analysis, Inc. 
13300 Council B l u f f Drive 
A u s t i n , TX 78727 
Maurice Brubaker 
Drazen-Brubaker & Associates, Inc 
7730 Forsyth Boulevard 
Suite 200 
St. Louis, MO 63015-1819 

James R. Brokenshire 
599 Eisenhower Boulevard 
Harrisburg, PA 17111-2397 

Alan J. Barak, Esq. 
M i d - A t l a n t i c Energy P r o j e c t 
Widener U n i v e r s i t y Energy Law 
C l i n i c 
3700 Vartan Way 
Harrisburg, PA 17110 

Eugene M. Brady 
Executive D i r e c t o r 
Commission on Economic Opportunity 
211 South Main Str e e t 
Wilkes-Barre, PA 18701-1596 

David L. Pennington 
Catherine Panchou Cox 
Harvey, Pennington, H e r t i n g & 
renneisen, L t d . 
Eleven Penn Center 
1835 Market S t r e e t , 29th Floor 
P h i l a d e l p h i a , PA 19103 

Robert P. Haynes, I I I , Esq. 
3401 North Front S t r e e t 
PO Box 5950 
Harrisburg, PA 17110-0950 

Kenneth E. Z i e l o n i s 
Stevens & Lee 
208 North T h i r d S t r e e t 
Suite 310 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 

PH03/60967.1 



VIA FACSIMILE AND OVERNIGHT DELIVERY AS FOLLOWS: 

James P. Melia, Esq. 
Daniel P. Delaney, Esq. 
K i r k p a t r i c k & Lockhart 
240 North T h i r d S t r e e t 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 

Dated: A p r i l 1 , 1995 
Thomas 
David B. 
Alan K. 

Counsel f o r Pennsylvania 
Power & L i g h t 

PH03/60967.1 



ORIGINAL 
J^iQj Pennsylvania Power & Light Company 

Two North Ninth Street*Allentown, PA 18101-1179•610/774-5151 

Paul E. Russell 
Associate General Counsel 
610/774-4254 

610/774-6726 

April 10, 1995 

o 

a 
:< - o 

Mr. John G. Alford, Secretary 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
P. O. Box 3265 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105-3265 

Re: Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
v. 

Pennsylvania Power & Light Company 
Docket No. R-00943271 

Dear Mr. Alford: 

Attached for filing, pursuant to the Commission's regulations, 52 Pa. 
Code § 5.342(d), is a Certificate of Service identifying answers to On-the-Record 
Data Requests that Pennsylvania Power & Light Company served today on the 
active participants in this proceeding. 

Ifyou have any questions regarding this matter, please call. 

Very truly yours, 

p C i t u t / Q - L U W & t i / d & J 

Paul E. Russell 

m 
o 

Attachment 

cc: The Honorable Robert A. Christ* 
DOCUMEN 
mDER 

0 



BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBUC UTILITY COMMISSION 

Re: DocketNo. R-00943271 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this day served a true copy of 

Pennsylvania Power & Light Company's answers to the following On-the-

Record Data Requests upon the active participants listed below, in accordance 

with the requirements of § 1.54 (relating to service by a participant): 

DR-PPLICA-3 
DR-OSBA-3 

HAND DELIVERED 

Irwin A. Popowsky, Esquire 
Office of Consumer Advocate 2 Q 
Office of Consumer Advocate "^5" 
1425 Strawberry Square 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

Bernard A. Ryan, Jr., Esquire 
Office of Small Business Advocate 
Suite 1102, Commerce Building 
300 North Second Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101 

-1 -



Johnnie E. Simms, Esquire 
Office of Trial Staff 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
P. O. Box 3265 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105-3265 

David M. Kleppinger, Esquire 
McNees, Wallace & Nurick 
P. O. Box 1166 
100 Pine Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17108 

OVERNIGHT MAIL 

D. Jane Drennan, Esquire 
Sarah E. Tomalty, Esquire 
Drennan & Associates 
1216 16th Street, N.W. . 
Washington, DC 20036 

David A. McCormick, Esquire 
Department of the Army 
Office ofthe Judge Advocate General 
901 North Stuart Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22203-1837 

Robert D. Knecht 
Industrial Economics Incorporated 
2067 Massachusetts Avenue 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02140 

Thomas S. Catlin 
Exeter Associates, Inc. 
12510 Prosperity Drive 
Suite 350 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904 

- 2 -



Stephen J. Baron, President 
J. Kennedy and Associates, Inc. 
Suite 475 
35 Glenlake Parkway 
Atlanta, Georgia 30328 >: 

Joan O. Brandeis, Esquire 
Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis 
Suite 3600 
1600 Market Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-4252 

Alan J. Barak, Esquire 
Mid-Atlantic Energy Project 
3700 Vartan Way 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110 

Mr. Maurice Brubaker 
Drazen-Brubaker & Assoc. 
P. O. Box 16140 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105-0840 

Mr. Jeffrey J. Pyros 
Pyros Financial Group 
One South Main Street 
Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania 17801 

James Melia, Esquire 
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart 
The Payne Shoemaker Building 
240 North Third Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101-1507 

Mr. Craig R. Kuennen 
Energy Services Manager 
Commission on Economic Opportunity 
211 South Main Street 
Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania 18701-1596 

- 3 -



Robert P. Haynes, Esquire 
Mette, Evans & Woodside 
3401 North Front Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110-0950 

Mr. Eric Epstein 
2308 Brandywine Drive 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110 

Dorene L. Wehr 

Dated: April 10, 1995 
at Allentown, Pennsylvania 

- 4 -



• • ORIGINAL 
JC^DD) Pennsylvania Power & Light Company 

Two North Ninth Street*Allentown, PA 18101-1179• 610/774-5151 

Paul E. Russell 
Associate General Counsel 
610/774-4254 

FAX: 610/774-6726 

April 10, 1995 — 

o „ O 

Mr. John G. Alford, Secretary 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
P.O. Box 3265 ^ ^ 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105-3265 ^ 47-

Re: Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
v. 

Pennsylvania Power & Light Company 
Docket No. R-00943271 

Dear Mr. Alford: 

Attached for filing, pursuant to the Commission's regulations, 52 Pa. 
Code § 5.342(d), is a Certificate of Service identifying answers to interrogatories that 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Company served today on the active participants in this 
proceeding. 

Ifyou have any questions regarding this matter, please call. 

Very truly yours, 

D O C U M E N T ^ a t U ^- k ' a ^ c a 

FOLDER Paul E. Russell 

Attachment 

cc: The Honorable Robert A. Christianson 



BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

Re: Docket No. R-00943271 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have this day served a true copy of 

Pennsylvania Power & Light Company's answers to the Sierra Club's 

Interrogatories, Set 2 numbered 31 through 34 upon the active participants 

listed below, in accordance with the requirements of § 1.54 (relating to service 

by a participant): 

HAND DELIVERED 

Irwin A. Popowsky, Esquire 
Office of Consumer Advocate ^S p* 
Office of Consumer Advocate cV̂  0 , 
1425 Strawberry Square <?, 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

sir 

Bernard A. Ryan, Jr., Esquire 
Office of Small Business Advocate 
Suite 1102, Commerce Building 
300 North Second Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101 

-1 -



Johnnie E. Simms, Esquire 
Office of Trial Staff 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
P. O. Box 3265 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17105-3265 

David M. Kleppinger, Esquire 
McNees, Wallace & Nurick 
P. O. Box1166 
100 Pine Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17108 

Alan J. Barak, Esquire 
Mid-Atlantic Energy Project 
3700 Vartan Way 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110 

OVERNIGHT MAIL 

D. Jane Drennan, Esquire 
Sarah E. Tomalty, Esquire 
Drennan & Associates 
1216 16th Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20036 

David A. McCormick, Esquire 
Department of the Army 
Office ofthe Judge Advocate General 
901 North Stuart Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22203-1837 

Robert D. Knecht 
Industrial Economics Incorporated 
2067 Massachusetts Avenue 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02140 

- 2 -



Thomas S. Catlin 
Exeter Associates, Inc. 
12510 Prosperity Drive 
Suite 350 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20904-;. 

Stephen J. Baron, President 
J. Kennedy and Associates, Inc. 
Suite 475 
35 Glenlake Parkway 
Atlanta, Georgia 30328 

Joan O. Brandeis, Esquire 
Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis 
Suite 3600 
1600 Market Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-4252 

Mr. Maurice Brubaker 
Drazen-Brubaker & Assoc. 
P. O. Box 16140 
St. Louis, Missouri 63105-0840 

Mr. Jeffrey J. Pyros 
Pyros Financial Group 
One South Main Street 
Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania 17801 

James Melia, Esquire 
Kirkpatrick & Lockhart 
The Payne Shoemaker Building 
240 North Third Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101-1507 

Mr. Craig R. Kuennen 
Energy Services Manager 
Commission on Economic Opportunity 
211 South Main Street 
Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania 18701-1596 
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Robert P. Haynes, Esquire 
Mette, Evans & Woodside 
3401 North Front Street 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110-0950 

Mr. Eric Epstein 
2308 Brandywine Drive 
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17110 

Dorene L. Wehr 

Dated: April 10, 1995 
at Allentown, Pennsylvania 
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APR Ta$95^ ^ 
Rober t A. C h r i s t i a n s o n 

Law Judge . P u b l i c U t i l i t y Commission 
Box 3265 
H a r r i s b u r g PA 17105-3265 

RE:PP&L RATE INCREASE 

OFFICE OF (g j c t . d^ 
PUBLIC UTIL ITY ^fellS^ON C3 

<2. CP 

I have read i n the newspaper and r e c e i v e d a l e t t e r from PP&L 
reg-arding- a proposed r a t e i n c r e a s e to be e f f e c t i v e 10/95. 
I'm s o r r y t h a t I was unable to a t t e n d the P.U.C. meeting h e l d 
i n W i l l i amspor t . 

Using and speaking i n terms of averages PP&L has s a i d t h i s 
was a 15-20% i n c r e a s e f o r the average user w i t h c o s t s 
i n c r e a s i n g f o r low demand user and hav i n g moderate i n c r e a s e s 
f o r the h i g h e r demand r e s i d e n t i a l user. Th i s r h e t o r i c i s f a r 
r emoved f rom r e a l i t y and how t h i s r a t e i ncrease w i I 1 e f f e c t 
my e l e c t r i c b i l l . 

My home, b u i l t i n 1986, i s a t o t a l e l e c t r i c home u t i l i z i n g a 
heat s t o r a g e system w i t h a m o n i t o r t h a t a l l o w s the h e a t i n g of 
the s t o r a g e uni.ts o n l y at o f f - p e a k times. Off-peak i s 
d e f i n e d as between 5:00 P.M. and 7:00 A.M. Off-peak demand 
h e a t i n g systems were promoted by u t i l i t i e s because i t helped 
w i t h t h e i r supply demand cur v e , i t w i l l h e l p e l i m i n a t e the 
need f o r a d d i t i o n a l g e n e r a t i n g f a c i l i t i e s . 

A c c o r d i n g t o the l e t t e r r e c e i v e d f rom PP&L re g a r d i ng my type 
of e l e c t r i c usage. my e l e c t r i c charges w i l l i n c r e a s e 56% per 
k i1owa t t used. 56% i s q u i t e d i f f e r ent f rom the 20% be i ng 
adver t i s ed . 

I f i n d i t amazing t h a t i t c o s t s 56% more to produce 
e l e c t r i c i t y now d u r i n g o f f - p e a k t i m e s . I f e e l the r a t e i s 
excessive f o r the R e s i d e n t i a l Time of Day Heat. Storage 
customers. For many, they w i l l have to make income 
a l l o c a t i o n choices between food and pay i n g the e l e c t r i c b i l l 

I s t r o n g l y oppose a Carte-Blanche approval of t h i s r a l e 
i n c r e a s e . I t i s being t o u t e d as minor but the r a t e i n c r e a s e 
i s ma j o r . 

APR 20 1995 Michael A Sennett 
1675 Oakridge Place 
W i l l i a m s p o r t PA 17701 


