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-gCommonwealth of Pennsylvanla “ St
;f“;Pennsylvanla Publlc Utlllty; omm1ssmon S
 P.O. Box 3265 A g

;ijarrlsburg, Pa. 17120 ~ff'

- Docket No' R—8221k69 : e
Pennsylvanla Power & nght Company o
Proposed Rate Increase,:;, ~ Ly

‘-,aDear Slrs.

o I have bee,,requested by my cllent Borden, Inc., to , e
_uenter its appearance in the above rate proceedlnq and to ..
N“ereglster 1ts ‘objections to the proposed rate increase. -

,chlent w1l not be flllng a formal complalnt at thlS ;

AR b e
‘cc: Harry Elkin. = =
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~ LOUIS KOVACS, COMMUNITY OF NEIGHr '
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© PETER M. ZOBREWSKL
' CHRISTOPHER D. FRIED

© . ST. REGIS PAPER COMPANY
Hg”@iCITY OF: HARRISBURG '
~ JOBN DOLINSKY S
o ULS. DEPARTMENT OF DEEENSE
~ 'JACK M. LEVAN i
. BETHLEHEM . STEEL

'HAZLETON TAXPAXERé?AssocIAm
_ JOSEPH H. SMALL

. HERCULES CEMENT COMPANY
. WALTER W. COHEN CONSUMER
' f;ADVOCATE -

see . me e a av,o-‘ L

ION": o

CLR Lt T TR WY ST Y S oS

"’, PROSECUTORY STAFF
 PREHEARTNG CONFERENCE
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PENNSYLVANIA POWER ‘& LIGH'I‘ COMPANY o

U‘Adjustment to SSES Unlt No. l - Related
o o Operating Revenue =
Year Ended July131, 1983
- {Thousands of Dollars) .

: SSES Unlt No. 1 = relatedvrevenu s i




PENNSYLVANIA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY“

. Employee benefits expense o
Rate case expenses ‘




IA;POWER & LIGHT COMEANY

b3 Pg 2

Annual depre i

3 Provzsion for Taxe

: Taxes other than;
Payroll taxes

Income taxes
‘Federal -
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“PENNSYLVANIA POWER & LIGHT GOMPAI
ennsylvanla PUC Docket No. R-822169»

Regls“Paper,;ompany Data Re‘uest No. 2?
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- President -
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- PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UT ITY COMMISSION

 P.O.BOX 3265 e
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and the 'I‘arsz Reg

Supplement N
S August 22, 1983

v S Thls flhng has been duly posted m the Pubhc Tarlff ﬁles m the _ompany's busmess ‘
T ofﬁces. S e ‘ o

~ PENNSYLVANIA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY




OBERT K. CAMPBELL, PRESIDENT
: TWO Nonh Ninth Street i
.,Anemown Pa._ ;




 ﬁl0LN STREET
ﬁ Hazbton.Pa“18201 =
ELEPHONE: 717,‘54,2853_e‘?

N , ‘on.has requ‘
' Input Hearlng to be'held
Power &~nght‘company $3‘

Vipayers t
. many Boroughs. To
: o;want to. have pub




‘,RanRTE BELFANTI JR.. MeEMsER NG A ; OMMITTE
: LAY EAST. AVENUE i ] .
. MIT.CARMEL. PENNSYLVANIA 17851

o : ;'LABOR RELATIONS
(717)339»5252/27573'16 ST '

L MILTARY & VEI’ERANSAFFAYRS S
S MINES & ENERGY MANAG_NENT

107 SOUTHOFFICERULDING . oLy

- HARRISBURG, PA 17120 .. :
< CI17Y767-5780 L

S : e)sam‘:aﬂve oﬁythz 107ﬂz Legu!,mua DM U
| senvice Lenitony, T am disturbed to Reann that only one p
. has been scheduled on the utility's pend/mg $515 md&nn,mte
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‘ jhree coPLes of St. Regis Pape A,pmpany s Datai‘f'[ 
'gRequest No. 3 to the Pennsylvania Power & L ght Company 4n
~-the above proceedlng, I shall appreciate very much your

~ sending the answers to this Interrogatory by Federal ExPress”‘“ '
fg :to Mr KEnneth Elsdorfer at

‘the f0110w1ng address-




\ AN"A POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
ia PUC Docket No.rR-822169

Descrlptlon : fﬁ:‘

‘ A copy of the PJM agreement dated September

;ase descrlbe exactly how the capac1t'»obli

32, 3-3 and’ 3~ .
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'tlpnfflgures*‘
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L PENNSYLVANIA POWER Am)

.  DOCKET NO. R-822169
: LIGHT COMPANY S e
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PREHEARING CONFERENCE MEMORANDUM e
OF THE CITY OF HARRISBURG ._’f‘—.

;;sumlm‘ 015' POSITION o

3
s
S
:
i
\
L
:
)

)
i

The City of Harrisburg (“The City

 ;",7ref3ect the actual costs of service to the Clty~~; 1ty‘agrees Wlth'the R

‘“ijonsumer Advocate that the constructmon and operatlng.costs of Sﬂsquehanna

”1f¥Nuclear Plant should not be included 1n the rate base.because of’t&e ?2

"_vexcess capaclty. o

SUMMARY OF TSSUES 70 BE RAISED







jid fJoseph E. McAndrew.
. 85 West Che :
. Macungie, PA

\flsuite 500 .

i Yas VhingytOI‘l‘,‘ .







. FHCEOFCONSUMERADVO ,
o - COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA -

- 1425 STRAWBERRY SQUARE
HAamsaunemswvava 120

January 20 1983

Chalrman Shanaman |

T : Offlce has serlous cancerns that the :
by Admma.stratlve Law Judge Morris Mindli

prn-hearm b srence in the PP&L rate case will no :
"~ time for this: 0f£1Ce to prepare “for trial, to develop ‘the comple 'b‘ody 0

~’ ‘{jrecord evzdence, : ‘to respond fully to PP&L’S llkely", buttal of ou

'dla‘ce proposed rate

- $315 million ( to decision to adjust its al ¢
~ reflect an’ mputed 5186 mllllon savmgs in overall epergy costs), PP&L is: e
.»"'clalms_ng ratemakmg l’ECOg‘L’llthﬂ. of fully 5501 million ~mon~emergy - -

Eurthermore y the £i sets forth

'budg :
‘Offlce s most expemenced att.orneys to tb.e trlal of th i e
: j case demand . that every effort be
~, - : d

SO _ ated in r‘fcrmal comp,

as in our preh aring memorandum of ~January 6,
: 'tradltlonal -areas of inquiry (rate :
“valuation, ' structure), this.

iE L addltwnal n" Ve ,Tthat demand icornplete inv




ffPP&L’s 1nvestment in generatlng':
f;glven its. capac1ty needs”

i‘;p10v1de expert analys1s and testlmony regardlng the costs 1n':rred durlngf‘:h_ "
i ,j’the constructlon of Suaquehanna I. Since then, we have worked dlllgently; '

ntention of eventually presenting our

;stant base rate proceedlng. Also, We{[‘ e

- you- ‘reéllze';i‘. -
":f‘lssues greatly add- to ‘th

"‘1s:ed at the Jhnuany 6 pre-hearlng con
! antage galned by the f rly suspen”

o glﬁe h.yself' i

d, “the sch SR | ClOSlng the“-"'

. ev1dentlary récord by Aprll 8( 1983,‘on1y three . ‘months fror thE date. of’“,;‘f‘,,_}t o

‘conference. Flnally,~ to achieve that ea
as dlrected that the ‘evidentiary
83, -and that the entire direct case o

‘" lbe filed in y March. Even if the close of record date“

‘;extended by : ‘ ek or two by the pres dlng ALJ the




(,'to review hlS Rééommended Dec1510n, thus mov1ng the close of the record
',~forward by fourito flve weeks. NECessarlly, such a schedule W1ll have1 ,

] : to close the entlre ( L :
Q;‘the admlnlstr‘tl law Judge has dlrected that complalnlng pa_,les fi
. their direct testimony on a Vrolling" basis.

'“structure and rate of return testlmony, the gre

i ! ‘nA‘umm;ry, if thls Comm
©om PP&L'S constructlon costs, ‘capaci
revenue requlrements, 1t 1s 1mperat1
i e hearlng schedule to




Chairmen . -

ze'Pag_ o
_January 20

As ,stated earller,; 1t 1s apparent that

"con51der ALJ: deci51ons in other. recent hlghly complex cases suggests thatf 

‘more than 9 ‘weeks is nelther necessary nor adV1sab1e for the revie of_vj;}”

1the PP&L case ;For comparlson,w 1n the 1982 PECO rate case
- ‘Commission too : A
. recommended de

' However, I amuflrmly convznced,t,
“an e’tenszve tlme perlod to rev

itn the d
-wlaw Judge,




awley, Comm
Johnson, Coxnms s1oner










”{C¥7Deér RéPrésenfativéﬁBeifanti:f f3“:

_‘m atteﬁtlon.,:;,rf e

’7‘ input:meetings.~~

V-,(
Pennsylvania Power & Light Company
Docket No. Rr822169, etc.‘g :

St I respond to your letter, dated January 13 1983.,»a
Schedullng dn-the foreg01ng ‘rate proceedxng is only in its 1nit1a1
stages.; ‘A reference to the transcript of the prehearing ,rnference,
 held on- January 6 W111 dluclose the nature of our in1t1a1

Ty We are keenly awarp of ﬁhe.widespread publlc 1nterest in " 
this proceedlng,?ﬁYou may be sure that your concern will receive our’ i AR
dellberate attention in the resolutiOn of the many demands for publlc o

i,

' ,s_nsc;efély; i

'ng Section




'_ Penﬁ§Y ania Public Utllxty
: Commhx'ion :

1'vanla PQWer and Light Cm an
‘7Nb ”R,822169 ‘ mp Y

oceedrng,

;Enclosure




: Regis Paper Company Dat:a.'Request N
: Pennsylvania Power & Light Comp'

_ Descriptlon

| mwzsme |







1’f:ffPennsy,fénla ?u‘x'c Utilzty Comm1531onﬁ
. Penmsylvania Power & nght Company O
- Dock ,._.gRﬁ822169 :

hree c0p1es of St, Regls Pap
 Request No. 4 to the Pennsylvania Power & nght

~ the above proceeding,' I shall appreciate very

,Jsendlng the answers to this TInterrogatory by Fe
» to Mr Kennetn Elsdorfer at the follow1ng addr

ﬂMr Kenneth Elsdorfer

Louls, MLSSourl 63141










s "198"2'5,;-‘;"the Céxﬁm ;

‘ness and reasonableness o







‘N?_‘W‘Yaﬁx L
. LOs ANGELES ..

DIAL DinkeT (215) 875:52

 ,aspects of

?7jproce=dlngw.‘

, 1983, a pre~hear1ng conference .
the above-captloned proceedlng. After hearlng

 request,
; w1tnesses

_,g concern over ‘certain aspects of the schedule,
‘-‘jLormal exceptlon at that tlme. Then,




ALENES AN Iy o o EN R i B0

::The Honorable Susan M.;~;1¥5u7
Shanaman, Chalrman

 January 26, 1983

i : Inltlally PP&L objects to the flllng of such
~letters dlrectly with the Commissioners during the
pendency of a rate proceealng a551gned to an.Admlnlstratlve

.+ Law Judge pursuant to 66 Pa, C.S. §331. The Commission's

';~regulatlons, 52 Pa. Code §3.191, establlsh detailed
,’procedures for interlocutory review of ALJ rullngs, whlch
provide ‘a full opportunity for the ALJ and opposing

- parties to respond to the certlfled questlons presented
‘to the Commission. ~Rather than follow this well-e stabllshed

procedure, the Advocate remained silent for two. weeks, and"
then ignored Commission regulatlons by £filing a letter

- directly with the Commission. - This approach effectlvely
prevents the ALJ from explalnlng'the rationale for his -
;schedule, and limits the -ability of other partles to
- respond in an orderly fashion to the statements in the
aAdvocate s letter. The Commisgsion should not sanctlon

. this abuse of established procedures and should deny the

'-.Advocate s request for a change of schedule.

5 , Desplte the length of hlS letter the Advocate s
;;only objection to the schedule is that the ALJ has allowed
‘the Commission too much time to decide this case, and as a
result has denied the Advocate adequate time to prepare. hlS
: ecase.f Spec1flcally, the Advocate objects to the start of
- hearings on January 25, 1983, "only" ‘three weeks after ‘the
_pre-hearing conference, and the flllng of opposing testlmony
~ in early March, "only" two months after the pre-hearlng
conference. . The Advocate argues. that the ALJ has cut in_
~half the normal time period for discovery and has allcwed
,‘lflnsuff1c1ent tlme for the preparatlon of op9051ng party
o ftestrmony.u»,x~“ : :

The central flaw in the Advocate s argument is’
: hlS use of the pre- hearing ‘conference as the starting p01nt
- for analy21ng the reasonableness of the schedule. Unlike
“many utilities, PP&L files all of its- dlrect.testlmony and
- exhibits with its initial rate flllng-; Furthermore, at the
,“{tlme of flllng the present case the Company‘served complete
- copies of it upon. all actlve partles in the last PP&L case,
- the Offlce 0of Consumer Advocate, and: seven -consultants.
k,;“spec1f1ed by the Advocate.v ‘Thus, the Advocate has had PP&L s
,;jentlre dlrect case s1nce November 22,~l982, Wthh is two




_ The Honorable Susan M.  =3-  January 26, 1983

fmonths before the start of hearlngs and over three months

‘f“before ‘he must file his first plece of testimony. In fact,~;¥\fv
o the Advocate. began dlscovery on- the cost of Susquehanna even::;”
V,;before the Company filed its case on November 22, 1982,

' Under any reasonable ‘standard, this is clearly sufflclent

L tlme to prepare for hearlngs and flle testlmony.

The lack of merlt in the Advocate s request

‘:becomes even more apparent when one examines the specmflcs

~of the schedule‘ Recognizing that the issues relatlng to .
the need for and cost of Susquehanna Unit 1 will be of
. primary interest and 1mportance in this proceeding, Judge
;fM1ndlln separated ‘these issues from the more standard rate
‘fcase issues and delayed cross—examination on ‘Susquehanna
issues. Ag a result the first four weeks of ‘hearings deal
. solely with non—Susquehanna igsues, and cross-examlnatlon
on Susquehanna,lssues ‘will not begin until the week of A
February 22, 1983, which-: is three months after the Advocate

- received PP&L's testlmony on all issues. Moreover, the

"schedule prOV1des the Advocate with approximately three

" and one-half months to file responsive testimony on

‘Susquehanna issues: (November 22, 1982 until March 7, 1983)

1’;By contrast, PPs&L will have but approx1mately three weeks. FEAIA
J‘to cross~exam1ne and respond<to the Advocate s WLtnesses.g' i

As to non—Susquehanna 1ssues, Judge Mlndlln haskfv’*"

reserved the first four weeks of hearings for these 1ssues.h’]ff:

‘It should be noted that during the first two weeks only
four witnesses will be cross-examined, and that to -

~accommodate opposing partles these four witnesses are among
the least controver51al in the case and 1lttle dlSCOVerY

[ L‘has been dlrected to- thelr Lestlmony.,~

: MOre 1mportantly, PP&L 'S flllng on non—Susquehanna":
issues is exceedingly conservative. PP&L has eliminated all

‘hgcontrover51al items, and each claim is . fully consistent w1th_“"’
- . -prior PPs&L rate orders and other recent Commission dec151ons.‘
-+ In fact, as explained in the Company's Statement of Reasons

_and its testimony, PP&L has requested far less revenue than

it is’ clearly entltled to under recent Comm1s51on de01s1ons.;f7




- of. manyynonff‘Squehanna 1ssues should be p0551
~~ has encour _thls approach.w,r A

»ffcthls practlce and should n ”sanctlontlts contlnuance by
'«_'grantlng‘the‘Advocate ‘additional time to rehash previously

~decided issues. See Pa. P. U Ca v; Pennsylvanla Power Co.,_ﬁp;[;j

g Docket No »,,R—811510 (1982)

The Advocate s argument that the ALT has glven the -f

'fComm1351on too much time to decide . this case also is 1ncorrect.

- Under the ALJ's schedule, a Recommended Decision is due

-~ June 15, 1983. Under recent Commission procedures,]ExCeptlonsi“s“~

" would be due June 30, 1983, and Reply. Exceptions July 5, 1983.

. This would provide the Commission but six and one-half weekv'
:;to revrew e Recommended Deci epl;

case and prepare a final Order.k o

RHY leb

1fCC’ gHon.ﬁMlchael Johnson

' Hon. James H. Cawley
Hon. Lindd C. Tallaferro

' Hon. Clifford L. Jones

“ . Hon. Morris J. Mindlin
- 'All Parties Of Record
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Opera—.
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 PENNSYLVANTA POWER & LIGHT COMBANY

| ExRibit MIB 9A

Electx::.c Operatlons = Comparlson of Actua to




‘<53U -~'?[ (Thousands of Dollars)

Operatlng Revenues ui'i{e,g,fzag
Base rates - v

Tax surcharge‘&j‘ i
Unbllled reVenues
Oﬂmr i
Total operatlng revenues

Operatzng Expenses i

Net cost’ of enelgy
Fuel
Power purchases

Interchange powar Sales 7“?»

Wages and employee benefmts
Other'operatlng costs
o Total operatlon &
malntenapce expense :

Depre01aulon 5 R

Deferred Susquehanna
qperatlng expenses

Taxes ' ~ o

“Taxes other than 1ncome

Income taxes,7- :

Deferred 1ncome taxes B net'”'

Investment tax,credlts
Deferral

Amortlzatlon of defexmants;weuvf

Total taxes

Total operatlng expenses

Operatlng 1noome gt

Fuel and.energy'clause,~fgf;'?;*

‘l{;Two Months Ended 9/30/82

‘ Actual _:Budget‘vE'

- $162,168
e731)442~:'g,

“10,581
- (10,649)

2 ,‘,369 : e

$168 533

22,265
11,079
(12,856}
1,902

185,911

- sa,3m0
B 4708*_}, -,
_(30,627) 4

. THe6,973

”~fx58,4211;a3e3=v,“

23] 390|f*"

1~ 111 462}_5‘ f

ef15,01z7°

110,751

1;f>?15;612:x: =

- 7il7r4993va‘7
e

zf,(z 2671*;g ‘

18, oeza»;
13 994 (1,
1 157;;«~f~ o

(2 7zo$7
(436)

‘~27 745 ij“

154.219 :

30 os7{lfff? TR

155 820{3 o

$ 31 692 i

)u.$*35f103:;:




. ’Pproposed rate '
ij'Com 1ss1on oh th1s part

ove. organ1zat1on ( P'
re- chaetered by the Commnnwea]th

5({ ‘unbrella organiza
S ‘th1rty'thousand S

()

'f~:'Power and 11th Comnan

ey iMay 1 take t ,s‘opportun1ty‘to thank yQUr staf forf
o by po11te]y ansk‘v - my phone ca]ls questions and ma‘




“In additlon

‘er[Third‘Stre

Tuesday : ‘-2,9;‘”: »yeﬁrﬁary 3;31983; :
Commencing at 7 00 p.m.;:* B ] i

7feNOTE" Thls'public 1nput hearlng Wlll adJourn when 4
— all persons ~who have_31gned in w1th1n one .
hour of commencement tmme have been heard.k,; '{“ e

. “'COﬁsidera ,n is being grven to requests for hearlngs in’ :
other locations, and When a decision is reached you willkbe promptly o
:Liinformed. e ~ o S s

William R. Shane i o
Chief Admlnlstratlve Law Judoe

o ccs V S :
j;Judge Mlndlln gfj~‘7»Chairman Shanaman f5 o
. Law Bureau _Qﬂ’;Commlssioner Cawley -
: iBureau of Rates“jts' Commissioner: Johnson
M, Bramson 45,11,Commlssloner Jones ‘ ;
. MSo,DlkaQn:;‘“”f‘J~QCommlss10ner Tallaferro Rt




O forma.t:.on in support of PP&L'S Tarlff ;
to Electric Pa.P.U.C. No. 199, effectlve Ja.nu—-:~
The ai’oresald >ta.r1ff supplement‘ : ‘be diled. oo




e  Exhil t-n‘gs. II - Rate of Return~——

. : ~SéC110n 53 53, Part IV of the F
i Commlss' n s Regulatlons (l book).,,o AT

stxhl t Future 1 —-—:Summary of Measures o l
-~ Value and Rate of Return for ‘the. Year Endlng,fi
”‘gJu1y 31 1983 (1 book) ~ , ;

, owhlcthontalns FERC Form 12 T
for the year-1980 in response to Regulatlons_” o
_I—B—_ jIV-C—S and Iv;C-22 (1 book) SN

4prpend1x B ~—- whlch contalns 1nformat10n 1n[‘w
Q‘response to Regulatlon IV-C-2 (1 book)

.Directhestlmony - Statements 1~13 — Whlch L
- contains the direct testimony of 13 of PP&L S
. witnesses (1 book). The testimony of :
. Joseph F. Brennan of Associated Utlllty ey
: f;;gServ1ces,,Inc.,concernlng fair rate of- return e
‘;f‘.lS belng submltted as a separate volume.,{’ £

e bf‘}Dlrect Testimony - Statement 14 - of JosephoF:esfﬂlffl’;{ﬂfffir
. -A,Brennan and Exhiblt JFB 1 (l book) . T

’ffob,ffDlrect Testlmony - Statements 15—17 = (1 Voékj;eif&ifff*“

':°"o?f~{qf;;Exh1b1ts MIB 1 to 9 e Mlchael J. Berlsh
:\defﬁSponsor (1 book)




a0 Sty o

or Expedltlous
of Publlc Hearlngs







-
I
B
i
\
-

. InRe:

' CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

.7=1Wa1ter W. Cohen, Esqulreﬁ,”f
« . Office of Consumer Advocate .
- 1425 Strawberry Square D
“~£5Harrlsburg, Pennsylvanla 17126

T;gﬁ,Henry R. MacNicholas, Esquxre S
'»g,;McNees, Wallace & Nurlck e
100 Pine Street
“_QHarrlsburg, Pennsylvanla 17108

z«,f“Bernard A. Ryan, Jr., Esqulre

. Dechert Price & Rhoads

~.- . 800 North Third Street L N
'?,“;Harrlsburg, Pennsylvanla 17102 o

  iffHahd!ﬁé1i§efédu;v,i
(B oopen)
2 CODles)

(1 copy) ’,;:_,




rrlsburg, PennsYlVanla lzio&iﬂe”t

(1 copy}

fi Unlted Parcel Serv1cetf”1 
Return Recelpt Requested

e ,D Jane Drennan Esqulre
- Pillsbury, Madlson & Sutro :
- Suite 900 )
. 1050 Seventeenth Street N. w
= Washington, D. Co. 20036 ‘
e (2 coples)

Consultants of OCA

‘i}gGeorgetown Consultlng Group ef~'
456 Main Street

";jaldgefleld ‘Connecticut oesT7

(1 copy)

~_}~,Chodat Ruback & Assoc1ates
- The Hathaway House - » :
"ij.;f103 Central Street
'*’T;P. Box 749

(1 copy)
,;,«yEXefer‘A536Ciationfj'j7
. Attn: Ralph Miller
4550 Montgomery Avenue
 Suite 801 North:

‘f{ffBethesda Maryland' 20814" 7lfifff¢jffff»“’ e

(l copY)

uuﬁ:Matltyahu Marcus Ph D.;kfumh
2414 Morris. Avenue oy

Sgej7Unlon New Jersey 07083 j Ieeifst?ftrf‘f'

(1 copy}







mmission

ce areas.f These hearlng
1order to max1mlze

'i‘notlfy our memb

. sincerely,




Fa i MAYOR:
" STEPHEN J. LUCAS!
= CITY HALL Vg P
" .. 245 W.FOURTH STREET = " .o







IAM E. 'ALDW|,
302 MAHANTONGO STREET
POTTSVILLE PA 17201

HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES MCENED
o . COMMONWEALTH OF F’ENNSYLVANIA S

HARRISBURG s
January 31, 1983 '

; ‘;f Rv'safﬂcs
by Commxssmw

]Honorable Morrls Mlndlln
- Administrative LaW'Judge et S
Public Utlllty Comm1531on G e L e s
- 'Room G-08-A & ;_‘tV;iv_J;eufghtg_;
 North Office Bulldlng e e
'=fHarrlsburg.,PA 17120 ;Quu AT

i JﬁfRE}l PP&L Rate Increase Request
7fﬁDear Judge Mlndlln':" | k o

e : The requested 1ncrease of PP&L of almost 20° percent
Cdin its electrlcal rates, if granted, would have a devastatlng
- ~oimpact upon the lnlelduals, municipalities and bu51nesses‘
-~ throughout the 125th District which T repreSent Not only are.
© there a significant. number of individuals and falllngs o
e ex1st1ng on/small—flxedtlncomes who would have to sacrlflcea s
-~ “other necessities to ‘pay. ‘such an increase in electrlcal raﬁes,,fw '
_but the increase to mun1c1pallt1es, partlcularly munlclpal
1author1t1es operating sewage treatment plants or water treat—v
ment plants, would be forced to- increase: ‘taxes or utility
~ _rates to absorb this additional cost. ‘Many small bu51nesses G
~~would have a difficult tlme absorbing the costs and may be
f!forced to close or lay off addltlonal workers.i;:;f‘

S ”s I flrmly belleve that 1t is the duty‘of the PUC to
J,con51der the impact on- the publlc of rate increases such as f‘;
‘yrthat requested by PP&L. It is my understanding that only one -
_jpubllc 1nput hearlng has been scheduled thus far on the PP&lL e
- rate increase request for the City of Allentown. I strongly~f‘*‘»"
i ;jurge you to. schedule addltlonal ‘hearings for publlc partici~ =
B ,patlon at conVenlent‘81tes throughout the PP&L serv1ce area.fg-”“'

R The PUC must balance the need of the utlllty comref" e
u_ﬁpanles to make a reasonable return on thelr 1nvestment

; ;‘FEBG}. 1983 .

ﬁ’l.. 0§ﬁce of‘ A "'L. X
: Hamsburg




for a rate




JOHN R. SHOWERS MEMEER
: 315 I—T(ONT STREET . © v

' NEW BERLIN, PENNSYLVANIA 17855, - N = (' . g (34 . 4 g‘";g&RURALAFF RS
S PHONE: (71718663811 s ’ Bk " i o LOCALGO\IERNMENT s :
S “TOLLFREE:(BOOI33ZESTL o

. HOUSE B.O:BOK 24, " i

- As the Represe, t1ve~from the 85th Leg151at1ve D1str1 serV1ng‘Snyder o
. ‘and Union Cot t1es, strateg1ca11y found in the genera?,serV1ce area of
~ 'the Pennsylvania Power & Light Company, I would 1ike to add my voice
. to the chorus of concern and protest urging more hearingds. by the Pennsy?van1a
- PubTic Utility Commission regarding the proposed PPRL rate 1ncrease 1n
;qucat1ng these hear1ngs around the ent1re sevv1ce area. . ,

: , "ng‘that Milton Manufactur1ng, 1ocated in Mw?ton, Northumber?and

e ]County,'1s PP&L's second largest industrial utility user, I believe it .
~_only proper that a hearing be held in our central Susquehanna Valley area

" to accommodate Milton Manufacturing's concern and the concern of other

. area residential and industrial users. May I suggest, for your purposes, :
~ the possible hear1ng‘1ocatxon of the Gn1on County Courthouse 1ocated 1n f;?;"

p*~LeW1sburg‘ff el e S o SEE o

servxce”area,;'
ent on th1s

D .Mﬂ:ton, PA 17847 o




petltlon

a number of requeets or suggestl

ifor what have come to be called "publlc 1npu'

“have related to the locale of such“k A

format anludlng sworn testimony,

5such "hearlngs? - They have been made by oreon

,mal partles‘complalnant.‘f

In all to date, the requested or su
vhave 1ncluded more than 20 munlclpalltles.ef"

«randa”

jaugry,aﬂd

ndlng rate case. (Mem

‘e1A33001atiun,.J
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31on and C

c1tat10nsp

but suff1c1ent to enable us,without further delay‘w

the several requests before us‘~

1mmed1ate1y t

"dec131on" 1ssues.-mf~"“

Our study of the matter to thls p01nt has been llmlte&}

focus our attention upon the "hearlng

k:to rule upon e

It appears expedltious to us: ‘

and Can




defense by oral or documen—

ross-examination ds may




cases, and making recommend

Commission, founded upo

'f :flent of a judlclal trlal"" Gellhorn,

jProcess In a Nutshell" "

Expectably, formal rules of pra




Code §§3 101,-*;

 ,ﬂﬁ1ngs has be

‘;conclude;that‘

unless'these gﬁbllc 1nput

' requiremen

ﬁand pxocedure, theitestlmony,cffered in: swor" 

ssenbly; where the publ




’,kthe‘A&miﬁiétfa

 §305.71-6 and Gellho

fél;@éafingsfand:

1 through the device of "public




"'-"‘:fyzfdf;’_:h‘,ftﬁe: pow. rs an s of ,the_f" nsfum’é: ;

‘include the ority and the duty "to represent th

~ making process ‘are seriously uninfo

It is especially unfortunate that comsumers,










, kbeen properly heard.

' »‘_il—-: T















