
 

 

 
 

September 4, 2015 
 
 

Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary 
Pennsylvania Public Utilities Commission 
Commonwealth Keystone Building 
400 North Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

 

RE: Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission v. Petition of PPL Electric Utilities 
Corporation Docket R-2015-2469275 

 
Dear Secretary Chiavetta: 

 
Please find enclosed for filing The Alliance for Solar Choice Statement in Support of the Joint 
Petition for Settlement, and associated Certificate of Service, evidencing service upon parties of 
record in this proceeding. 

 
Please contact me if you have any questions regarding this filing. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Blake Elder 
Assistant 
Keyes, Fox & Wiedman LLP 
401 Harrison Oaks Blvd., Suite 100 
Cary, NC 27513 
919-825-3339 
belder@kfwlaw.com 

 
 
 
 
 
 

	  	  	  	  	  

cc: David Wooley 
Joseph Minott 
Jacob Schlesinger 
Service List R-2015-2469275 



BEFORE THE  
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission   : 
       : 
 v.      :  R-2015-2469275 
       : 
Petition of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation : 
 

 
_______________________________________ 

 
THE ALLIANCE FOR SOLAR CHOICE 

STATEMENT IN SUPPORT 
OF THE JOINT PETITION FOR SETTLEMENT 

 
___________________________________________________________________	  

	  
 The Alliance for Solar Choice (“TASC”), by and through its attorneys, submits 

the following Statement In Support of the Joint Petition for Settlement of this general rate 

case by the Joint Applicants filed on September 4, 2015.  

 
 1.  On March 31st, 2015, the PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (“PPL” or “the 

Company”) filed an application for approval by the Pennsylvania Public Utility 

Commission (“Commission”) for an increase in its electric power rates.  On May 14, 

2015 TASC filed an Amended Petition to Intervene in these proceedings, which was 

granted on May 28, 2015 (Fourth Prehearing Order).  Since that time, TASC has 

remained an active Intervener in these proceedings.  TASC participated in prehearing 

conferences, and submitted Direct and Surrebuttal Testimony of its witness Steven Gabel, 

along with supporting exhibits.  TASC also participated actively in discovery and 

settlement discussions.  
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 2.  In its Petition to Intervene and testimony TASC addressed two issues 

regarding the proposed increase in rates:   

• TASC believed that the increase in fixed residential customer 
charges was not supported by the cost of service evidence 
submitted by the Company and would undermine public policies of 
the Commonwealth which were intended to increase investment in 
distributed renewable energy and energy efficiency. 

 
• TASC also believed that PPL’s request for an increase in rates to 

support its distribution system should be conditioned on 
improvements in its interconnection processes for customer-sited 
renewable energy generation. 

 
 3.  In accordance with the Commission's policy encouraging negotiated settlement 

of contested proceedings, the Joint Petitioners engaged in discussions to resolve the 

issues raised by the various parties.   These negotiations resulted in the Joint Petition for 

Settlement, which proposes a resolution of all outstanding issues between the Joint 

Petitioners in this proceeding.  The paragraphs below describe why TASC believes the 

Joint Petition for Settlement is in the public interest and why it supports the provisions on 

fixed residential customer charges and the customer-sited generation interconnection 

process. 

 4.  The Joint Petition for Settlement proposes to keep the residential customer 

charge at the current level ($14.09/month), and essentially withdraws the Company’s 

proposal to increase the charge to $20.00 per month.  TASC supports this result since any 

increase in the customer charge would have had a wide range of undesirable effects.  The 

increase would tend to reduce customer investment in energy efficiency and on-site 

renewable energy equipment, because the higher fixed charge would lengthen the 

payback periods for these investments.  In the long run, this reduced customer investment 

would lead to higher costs to maintain and operate the distribution system.  The increase 
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would have had an adverse financial impact on electricity customers who use small 

amounts of power, particularly low-income customers.  The increase in the customer 

charge would have been contrary to a number of state policies including those designed 

to increase energy efficiency, renewable energy and to maintain affordable electric 

service for all customers.   

 5.  In its Petition to Intervene, TASC proposed a number of improvements in the 

Company’s processes for interconnection of customer-sited renewable generation.  

Interconnection of customer-sited generation is an important form of customer service as 

it provides homeowners and businesses access to the distribution system to exercise 

options to self generate and take advantage of the Commonwealth’s net metering policies. 

After extensive discussions with the Company, TASC agreed to narrow its requests to 

three items.   

 6. The Joint Petition proposes that PPL will undertake best efforts to approve 

customer-sited generation for operation within 10 days from the date of a witness test or 

inspection (or 10 days after the witness test has been deemed waived).  This provision 

provides important assurance to customers as to when they can begin operation of their 

generation equipment.  This commitment removes an ambiguity in the pre-existing 

interconnection processes as to when customers can expect to receive permission to 

operate.  This, in turn, helps reduce the costs of interconnection and improves customer 

relations. 

 7.  The Joint Petition commits PPL to undertake a study of the legality, feasibility 

and technical requirements of interconnecting distributed generation in combination with 

storage and battery facilities.  It became clear to TASC during settlement negotiations 
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that there has been little experience in how to interconnect energy storage equipment 

installed in combination with solar energy generation in Pennsylvania.  TASC expects 

that this technology combination will be used extensively in the future and hence there is 

current need to assess how to treat energy storage facilities under the state’s 

interconnection processes.  This commitment will provide PPL and other parties time to 

research and assess how such equipment should be addressed in future interconnection 

applications.  TASC expects this will lead to a more thorough and thoughtful assessment 

of this question than was possible within the time limitations of the current rate case.  

This commitment is in the public interest since energy storage technology could 

contribute significantly to lower costs and increased reliability of the distribution and 

transmission systems, and clarity on interconnection processes will help eliminate any 

institutional or regulatory barriers to the technology. 

 8.  Finally, the Joint Petition includes a commitment by PPL to not oppose the 

opening of a statewide process to revise distributed generation interconnection standards.  

This provision is in the public interest since TASC believes several improvements in 

interconnection standards would help reduce costs of interconnection and provide greater 

certainty for customers considering investments in distributed renewable generation. 

 

 WHEREFORE, The Alliance For Solar Choice respectfully requests that 

Administrative Law Judge Susan Colwell and the Pennsylvania Public Utility 

Commission approve the Joint Petition For Settlement in this case without modification. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

 
Joseph Otis Minott, Esq. 
Counsel of Record for  
The Alliance for Solar Choice 
135 South 19th Street, Suite 300 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
215-567-4004 Ext 116 
joe_minott@cleanair.org 
Pa Bar Registration No. 36463 
 
 
 

 
David R. Wooley, Esq. 
Of Counsel 
Keyes, Fox & Weidman LLP 
436 14th Street, Suite 1305 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Tel: (510) 314-8207 
E-Mail: dwooley@kfwlaw.com 
 

September 4, 2015 
 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 

RE: Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission v. Petition of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation 
Docket R-2015-2469275 

 
I hereby certify that I have this day served a true copy of the foregoing document upon 

parties of record in this proceeding in accordance with the requirements of 52 Pa. Code § 1.54 

(relating to service by a participant), in the manner and upon the persons listed below: 

 
Dated this 4th day of September 2015. 

 
SERVICE BY FIRST CLASS U.S. MAIL, POSTAGE PREPAID 

(eServed as a courtesy, if email available) 
 
Hon. Susan D. Colwell 
Administrative Law Judge 
PO Box 3265 
Harrisburg PA 17105-3265 
scolwell@state.pa.us 

 
Kimberly A. Klock 
PPL Services Corporation 
Two North Ninth Street 
Allentown, PA 18106 
PPL Electric Utilities 
kklock@pplweb.com 

 
Lauren M. Burge 
Office of Consumer Advocate 
5th Floor Forum Place 
555 Walnut Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17101-19232 
Office of Consumer Advocate 
LBurge@paoca.org 

 
Mr. D. Wintermeyer 
1406 Carlisle Road 
Camp Hill, PA 17011 
 
Michael B. Young 
185 Constitution Avenue 
Wilkes-Barre, PA 18706 
 
 
 
 

Michael W. Gang  
Post & Schell PC 
17 North Second Street, 12th Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17101-1601 
PPL Electric Utilities 
mgang@postschell.com 

 
Steven C. Gray 
Office of Small Business Advocate 
300 North Second Street, Suite 202 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 
Office of Small Business Advocate 
sgray@pa.gov 

 
Kenneth R. Stark 
Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement 
PO Box 3265 
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 
Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement 
kenstark@pa.gov 

 
David B. MacGregor 
Post & Schell PC 
Four Penn Center 
1600 John F. Kennedy Blvd 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2808 
PPL Utilities 
dmacgregor@postschell.com 



Dick Munson 
Environmental Defense Fund 
18 South Michigan Avenue, 12th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60603D 
Environmental Defense Fund 
 
Joseph McAndrew 
85 W. Chestnut Street 

Macungie, PA 18062 
 

Michael Panfil 
Environmental Defense Fund 
1875 Connecticut Avenue NW, Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20009 
Environmental Defense Fund 

 
 
 
 
 

 

SERVICE BY eService only 
 

Adeolu A Bakare 
Pamela C. Polacek 
McNees Wallace & Nurick, LLC 
100 Pine Street 
PO Box 1166 
Harrisburg, PA 17108-1166 
PPLICA 
abakare@mwn.com 
lcharleton@mwn.com 
ppolacek@mwn.com 
srusso@mwn.com 

 
Elizabeth R. Marx 
Patrick Cicero 
PA Utility Law Project 
118 Locust Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 
CAUSE-PA 
emarxpulp@palegalaid.net 
pulp@palegalaid.net 

 
Mark Szybist 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
1152 15th Street NW, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20005 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
mszybist@nrdc.org 

 
Christopher T. Wright 
Post & Schell PC 
17 North Second Street, 12th 

Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17101-1601 
PPL Electric Utilities 
cwright@postschell.com 
jlangan@postschell.com 
 

Eric Epstein 
4100 Hillsdale Rd. 
Harrisburg, PA 17112 
epstein@efmr.org 

 
Joseph L. Vullo 
Commission on Economic Opportunity 
1460 Wyoming Avenue 
Forty Fort, PA 18704 
Commission on Economic Opportunity 
jlvullo@aol.com 

 
Logan Welde 
Joe Minott 
Benjamin Hartung 
Clean Air Council 
135 S. 19th Street, Suite 300 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
lwelde@cleanair.org 
joe_minott@cleanair.org 
loganwelde@gmail.com 
bhartung@cleanair.org 

 
Kenneth L. Mickens 
Kenneth L. Mickens Esq. LLC 
316 Yorkshire Drive 
Harrisburg, PA 17111-6933 
Sustainable Energy Fund 
kmickens11@verizon.net 

 
Paul E. Russell 
PPL Services Corporation 
Two North Ninth Street 
Allentown, PA 18106 
PPL Electric Utilities 
perussell@pplweb.com 
KSafford@pplweb.com 



Gina L. Lauffer 
Richard A. Kanaskie 
Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement  
400 North Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
ginlauffer@pa.gov 
wfreet@pa.gov 
rkanaskie@pa.gov 

 
Darryl A. Lawrence 
Office of Consumer Advocate 
5th Floor Forum Place 
555 Walnut Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17101-19232 
dlawrence@paoca.org 
 
Cathleen A Woomert 
81 Maple Ridge Road 
Millville, PA 17846 
cawpaw@ptd.net 
 
John Finnigan 
Environmental Defense Fund 
128 Winding Brook Lane 
Terrace Park, OH 45174 
Environmental Defense Fund 
jfinnigan@edf.org 

 
Sarah C Stoner 
Deanne O’Dell 
Daniel Clearfield 
Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott LLC 
213 Market Street, 8th Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 
KEEA Energy Education Fund 
sstoner@eckertseamans.com 
dodell@ eckertseamans.com 
dclearfield@ eckertseamans.com 
 
Heather M Langeland 
Penn Future 
200 First Ave, Suite 200 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222  
Environmental Defense Fund 
langeland@pennfuture.org 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Dated September 4, 2015. 

 

 
 

 

Blake Elder 
Assistant 
Keyes, Fox & Wiedman LLP 
401 Harrison Oaks Blvd, Suite 100 
Cary, NC 27513 
(919) 825 -3339 
belder@kfwlaw.com 


