INTRA-AGENCY MEMORANDUM
KENTUCKY PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
TO: File: Case Nos. 2005-00467 and 2005-00472

Louisville Gas & Electric Company and Kentucky Ultilities Company
Transmission Certificate Case

FROM: PSC staff
DATE: March 14, 2006
RE: Summary of comments received at public hearing - 3/6/06

The Kentucky Public Service Commission’s (PSC) public hearing in Case Nos. 2005-
00467 and 2005-00472 for an electric transmission line certificate requested by
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company (LG&E/KU or
Applicants) convened at 6 p.m. EST on Monday, March 6, 2006, in the Pritchard
Community Center, 404 S. Mulberry Street, Elizabethtown, Kentucky.

Present were Chairman Mark David Goss, Vice-Chairman Teresa Hill, Commissioner
Greg Coker, and members of the PSC staff. The proceeding was videotaped.

One hundred nine members of the public attended the meeting. Twenty-nine of those
people made oral comments to the PSC. Others also submitted written comments.

After Chairman Goss made introductory remarks, Hank Graddy and Bob Griffith,
representing several of the intervenors, made opening statements. John Wolfram from
LG&E/KU then made an opening statement on behalf of the Applicants.

The public comments were as follow:

o State Representative Jimmie Lee urged the Commission to deny a certificate for
both lines. He said the 467 case is just a rehash of the line already rejected last
year by the Commission. As for the 472 case, he said the Applicants should be
required to collocate the line along existing rights-of-way. He said he understood
why new lines must be built, but he urged the Commission not to require that
they be over new property. He requested a re-examination of any cost studies
showing collocated lines to be more expensive than ones over new property.

o State Representative Gerry Lynn endorsed the comments of Rep. Lee.

e Samuel Coyle owns three lots, and he said the proposed line would cut all of
them corner to corner, taking the greatest possible portion of his land. The land
is not good for farming, so he grows timber. He said if the timber is cut, the land
will be useless. He urged more collocation.
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Dennis Cunningham and his wife own 150 acres. He said he should have the
freedom to own his own land. He urged more collocation.

Loetta Morris said her family’s property would be impacted by the alternative line
location. She said the property is already encumbered by a water easement, and
she does not want it further encumbered.

Aloma Williams Dew, representing the Sierra Club, urged collocation. She said
the current two proposals threaten undeveloped areas, wetlands, and forests.
She said the herbicides that the Applicants will use can affect wildlife and ground
water. The lines will also have an adverse impact on the views in the area.
Jennifer Hardin urged collocation. She said the proposed route will adversely
affect 110 farms. Given the number and variety of the impacts (such as the loss
of timber and the effect on future development), she questioned the adequacy of
the compensation that owners would get in eminent domain cases.

Johnny Jameson said a reliance on big transmission lines makes them
vulnerable to ice storms. He suggested they should be placed along interstate
highways and other roads.

Mary Jent, who lives on a farm that has been in the family for 60 years, said the
line will run between her house and the place where her son intended to build a
house. It would cut her front field in half. She worries about the effect on her
grandchildren.

Joseph Bush urged collocation.

Floyd Dobson questioned the adequacy of any compensation, saying the line
would ruin his land for timber potential. He has lived on his 45 acres for 53
years, and he wants to leave it to his offspring in its current condition.

Eugene Sheeran urged collocation to protect farms. He said the line wouid
impact his full 80 acres of agricultural land, and he pointed out that when the
farm land is gone, it's gone.

James Thompson lives on an 80-acre farm, which would be cut in half in value by
the line. He noted the taking of young timber, which is not ready to harvest, the
visual impact, and the effects on the wildlife and migratory birds that use his land.
He said he lives half a mile from the Cunninghams’ preserve, and he would suffer
in the same way they will.

Richard Goodman would be affected by the alternate line location. He
complained about not having been contacted or having enough information. He
said he already has one line on his land.

Hansell Pyle, Jr., said the 60-foot high, 50-year-old pines on his land would have
to be cut. All his income comes from cattle farming, and he said if the line will
impact wildlife and migratory birds, it will impact his cattle too. He urged
collocation.

Cathy Cunningham opposes both routes. She said the preferred route would
take 1700 feet of prime road frontage on her land. She complained that the
Applicants will disperse the electricity carried by the new line onto the wholesale
market.

Dan Hardaway’s 110 acres will be impacted by both routes. He has 12,000 black
walnuts trees that are 25 years old that will be adversely affected.
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o Larry Edelen has two tracts of land that will be affected. He worried about the
visual impact and how his tractor GPS equipment will operate.

e Charley House opposes both lines. His mother has 109 acres, which includes
his father's grave, that will be impacted; and he owns 206 acres. His land
already has one line on it, and the new line would connect with that one on his
property. He wondered about underground transmission.

» Pat Losey said both lines would cut through the middle of her land. She has
horses, cemeteries, and 53 acres of virgin timber that would be affected.

¢ Annette Straney opposes both lines. She has two farms, one of which would be
cut in half, and she worried about the impact on her GPS equipment.

e Harold Sampson urged collocation. He said landowners should be allowed to
maintain the value of their land even if collocation is more expensive. He said he
has sinkholes where the lines would run, and there are cemeteries nearby.

e Edwin Snyder owns 700 acres, and both routes would go almost through the
center. He has tree farms, and consultants have advised him on how best to
preserve the timber. With the new line, he would lose a 200 foot swath and the
consequent income. On his land are pioneer cabin sites and a house and
outbuildings that are on the National Historic Registry. He said he has always
tried to be a good citizen, demonstrated by his agreeing to have a water tower on
the edge of his property. He does not believe he should also have to have this
line.

e Bill Hay, a magistrate in Meade County, said the line runs through his district. He
urged the Commission not to approve it unless it was absolutely required.

e Curtis Sutherland said the motivation for the proposed line is simply greed. He
said the line should go straight rather than curve around as the Applicants have
proposed.

e Terry Jenkins questioned the Applicants’ estimates of the cost of collocation.
She said the Commission should seek an independent source to determine the
cost.

o Christy Hager spoke on behalf of her recently deceased grandfather. She said
he would have wanted the Commission to deny the proposed route, which runs
through the middle of his land.

o Alicia Null said the line would cut through her parents’ property where she had
hoped to build a house. She complained about the visual impact of the line and
urged collocation.

Public comments concluded at about 9 pm EST, at which point Chairman Goss
adjourned the hearing.
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To: Public Service Commission

From: Concerned Residents of the State of Kentucky

Date: February 2006 /~c/i Hed Rida e MARCH &)
Subject: Docket No. 2005-00467

T b

Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company versus

your Kentucky Constituents

1 have read the attached memo and have signed below. I am requesting that the Public Service
Commission deny Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company their

application in Case Docket No. 2005-00467.
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To: Public Service Commission

From: Concerned Residents of the State of Kentucky

Date: February 2006 FiR THe HeaRiNG o4 MARCH &, Leo 2

Subject: Docket No. 2005-00467
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company versus
your Kentucky Constituents

I have read the attached memo and have signed below. I am requesting that the Public Service
Commission deny Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company their
application in Case Docket No. 2005-00467.
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To: Public Service Commission

From: Concerned Residents of the State of Kentucky

Date: February 2006
Subject: Docket No. 2005-00467

Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company versus

your Kentucky Constituents

I have read the attached memo and have signed below. I am requesting that the Public Service
Commission deny Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company their

application in Case Docket No. 2005-00467.
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To: Public Service Commission

From: Concerned Residents of the State of Kentucky

Date: February 2006

Subject: Docket No. 2005-00467
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company versus
your Kentucky Constituents

I have read the attached memo and have signed below. I am requesting that the Public Service
Commission deny Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company their
app]ication in Case Docket No. 2005-00467.
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To: Public Service Commission

From: Concerned Residents of the State of Kentucky

Date: February 2006

Subject: Docket No. 2005-00467
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company versus
your Kentucky Constituents

Thank you for allowing us to address the grounds upon which this case should be denied.
We would like for the Public Service Commission (PSC) to give a definitive answer of
“NO?” to Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company who
are managed by the E.ON US owned by E.ON AG, a company whose stated vision and
mission includes being “the Midwest’s leading power and gas company” (www.eon-
us.com/home.asp and www.eon.com). This vision and mission leads us to conclude that the
company wishes to expand throughout the Midwest/United States and is using Kentucky’s
resources, land, government and people to launch this expansion and profit from what we
have worked so hard to acquire.

For more information on the vision and mission of this company, please visit the following
websites: www.eon-us.com/home.asp and www.eon.com

Please consider the following in your decision:
1. Is there a need for the expansion of transmission lines in and for the state of Kentucky?
2. Has the company thoroughly explored the use of existing routes and lines?

3. The short turnaround on the denial of the original request (Case No. 2005-00142) to the re-
filing of basically the same request (Case No. 2005-00467).

4. What we perceive as the perfunctory response the company has shown in carrying out the
directives given by the Public Service Commission in the original Docket Case No. 2005-00142.

5. Our opinion that the company has failed to acknowledged the true concerns of the landowners
and has demonstrated an unwillingness to recognize the true worth and purpose of the land.

1. Is there a need for the expansion of transmission lines in and for the state of Kentucky?

Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company, owned by E.ON AG,
a German-based company, and managed by E.ON US based in Louisville, Kentucky, appears to
have every intention to use Kentucky’s land, people, and government to increase its profit and
expand its territory to and through the Midwest area of the United States. The attached map
which was obtained from E.ON’s website “An Attractive Region Within the U.S” shows the
company’s plan for expansion.

Map Location page 125 of the E.ON’s Strategy and Key Figures 2005 Publication
http://www.eon.com/en/downloads/StrategieKennzahlen2005_en_USMidwest 20050524 .pdf




With the modest growth of population in Kentucky in the last few years of approximately 2.6
percent (US Census Bureau http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/21000.html) and even lower
in Hardin County, E.ON US, who manages Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the
Kentucky Utilities Company, does not need to expand their transmission line territory to serve
the people of Kentucky. We believe this company is using you and all the people affected by the
transmission lines to expand their territory in the United States and increase their profit with little
benefit to the Kentucky residents. The following are a few quotes from E.ON US and E.ON AG
websites (www.eon-us.com/home.asp and www.eon.com) to show the vision, mission and
goals for this multi-million dollar company. Please take the time to read these quotes. We believe
these quotes demonstrate there is not an immediate need for these transmission lines in
Kentucky, but it is an immediate need for E.ON AG who owns E.ON US, whose make up
consist of Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company as well as
one other Kentucky based utility company, to increase their profits and territory on the backs of
the hard-working people of Kentucky-—your constituents.

“E.ON Vision: E.ON will be the world's leading power and gas company.”
“E.ON U.S. Vision: E.ON U.S., as E.ON's U.S. platform, will be the Midwest's
leading power and gas company.”

“E.ON further confirmed its confidence in LG&E and the U.S. market when it
announced plans to maintain and grow our company.”’

“Our presence in the Midwest is the foundation upon which further expansion is
possible in the United States, the world's largest power and gas market.”

“In recent years, E.ON has made a series of small and medium-sized acquisitions
as part of its carefully targeted plan to round out its existing businesses and close
gaps in its geographic market coverage and its integrated power-and-gas value
chain. All of these measures have been motivated by one, clearly defined
objective: We want to exploit synergy potential and thereby grow the company’s
and hence shareholder value.”

“This acquisition will make E.ON the second-largest power utility in the world
and Powergen's Kentucky-based subsidiary, LG&E Energy, will give E.ON
access to the world's largest energy market.”

“We concentrate on our target markets: Central Europe, the European gas
sector, Great Britain, northern Europe, and the U.S.A.”

“E.ON has defined five target markets: The integrated markets for the
distribution and sale of power and gas are Central Europe (Central Europe), the
United Kingdom (UK), Northern Europe (Nordic) and the Midwest of the United
States of America (US-Midwest). Procurement, trading and transportation of
natural gas takes place in a market that spans all of Europe (Pan-European

Gas).”




“Today, we have achieved a strong position in all these markets. But we want to
further improve our strength by profitably expanding all along the value chain
while attaining the best performance possible.”

Relevance of LG&E Energy: “After more than three successful years as part of the E.ON family, LG&E Energy, the parent company of
Louisville Gas and Electric Company, Kentucky Utilities Company and Western Kentucky Energy, is now E.ON U.S.”

The above quotes were found on one of the two websites listed below in January 2006.
www.eon-us.com/home.asp
Www.eon.com

It appears to us that the vision, mission and goals of E.ON US, who manages and controls
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company, includes expanding
to the Midwest of the United States and profiting considerably from this expansion. It is our
contention that the company’s vision does not include the best interest of Kentucky residents, nor
a concern for Kentucky’s utilities needs. It appears to us that the company is certainly not
concerned about the hard-working people in the affected area.

2. Has the company actually explored the use of existing routes and lines?

Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company aka E.ON US, took
less than three months to come back to PSC with basically the same proposal. Are we to believe
they have completed a thorough evaluation in less than three months? Are we to believe it will
cost them more to use existing routes and lines than to create more routes and lines throughout
Kentucky especially if they pay the hard-working residents the true and fair value of the land
they desire to take over? Their findings cannot be proved or disproved by us. We cannot afford
to have our own survey and evaluation completed, but our common sense tells us that what we
are expected to accept is indeed questionable. The application they submitted in less than three
months from the originally disapproved application appears to be a quick comparison of some
options. Was this just an attempt by the company to throw out these figures and hundreds of
pages of documentation knowing they are dealing with people who do not have the time,
resources, or expertise to dispute this?

One question to be asked: Did this company’s study compare “apples and apples” or “apples and
oranges”? It appears they included the cost of upgrading and fixing the existing lines when they
compared costs between the existing routes and the new routes. The cost to upgrade and fix
existing lines should not be included when the company is comparing the new route to the
existing route. Upgrading and fixing existing routes should be part of this company’s
maintenance cost regardless of what route they use. If the company is not planning to upgrade
and fix these existing lines regardless of PSC’s decision, what harm is this to our state and the
people already within those existing routes?

One final note--If using existing routes and lines actually does cost this multi-million dollar
company a bit more money, how does that compare to the loss of the use of Kentucky land for
development, decrease in value of the land they are confiscating, expense to Kentucky residents,
as well as, loss of revenue, income, inheritance, physical health, and emotional stress that has
been placed on your constituents in the state of Kentucky—not once, but twice in a matter of a
few months. This is putting our lives on hold and an unbearable burden on us until you give the
company a definitive answer of “NO”.



3. The short turnaround on the denial of the original request (2005-00142) to the re-filing of
basically the same request (2005-00467).

There were several directives given to Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky
Utilities Company by PSC from the company’s earlier request for transmission lines, Docket No.
2005-00142. We believe this company has provided a cursory response to this request. It has
taken the company less than three months to provide a cost analysis of some major projects and
contact hundreds of individuals and respond to their concerns. This company knew the minimum
they needed to do, and then turned around and submitted an almost identical request. Please
don’t give this company a pass on this kind of response. Your Kentucky constituents involved
took your directive seriously and had a feeling of relief that you had listened to us and had the
same concerns we did. The fact that a postponement of this hearing was necessary because
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company evidently overlooked
people who are being directly affected by these transmission lines and the resubmission of
paperwork because it was in error, appears to demonstrate a superficial response by this
company. They did not meet the minimum directives before they filed the request of Case No.
2005-00467. Again, please give this company a definitive “NO”. Let us go on with our lives,
providing for our families, and hoping to leave our children and grandchildren a modest
inheritance instead of providing the company (in their own words) a way “fo exploit synergy
potential and thereby grow the company’s and hence shareholder value.” (www.eon-
us.com/home.asp and/or www.eon.com)

4. What we perceive as the perfunctory response the company has shown in carrying out
the directives given by the Public Service Commission in Docket Case No. 2005-00142.

In the original Docket Case Number 2005-00142, Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the
Kentucky Utilities Company were directed by the Public Service Commission to notify the
landowners and address their concerns. PSC also told the company to consider other viable
options, especially existing transmission lines. We believe proof of the perfunctory effort the
company gave to these directives is 1) the quick turnaround—Iess than three months—of their
intention to file the same request as before, and 2) the postponement of this hearing because they
did not complete the directive from you to contact individuals affected by the transmission lines.

If the Public Service Commission’s simple directive of contacting the landowners has been
botched by this company, then how are we to believe these hundreds of pages of documents,
millions-of-dollars comparisons, and the company’s studies are without error?

If any error should be made, it should be in favor of the landowners, whose lives and livelihood
are being destroyed. The company has options. We, the landowners, do not. We have invested
our lives, money and retirement to obtain a little bit of the “American dream”.

5. Our opinion that the company has failed to acknowledged the true concerns of the
landowners and has demonstrated an unwillingness to recognize the true worth and
purpose of the land.



Public Service Commission asked this company to address our concerns. Our concerns were not
addressed. We believe they went through the motions; however, we believe they came up short.
It appears they did this for PSC’s benefit; not ours. The Company failed to make any significant
changes in their plan, and it appears they had no intention to—compare Case No. 2005-00142
with 2005-00467.

The questions may have been answered in an obligatory fashion to satisfy PSC, but they have not
addressed the true life concerns we have. Here are some of our real life concerns and the
responses we received from the company:

Concern:

We have invested, planned and worked hard in order that we may retire comfortably.

Answer:

If we cannot agree on fair market value the company will “utilize our right of eminent domain.”

Concern:

We would like to enjoy and develop our property as we see fit and as our needs change.
Answer:

“...easement does not allow for permanent structures...the easement will not prevent you from
constructing roadways...”

Concern:

The worth of the land in this affected area is not low, market-value farmland. This is prime land
for farming and land that is sought after by developers who are willing to pay top dollar for our
property. The transmission lines do not just affect the “200 feet of easement”, but the many miles
of surrounding land that will lose its value because of these lines.

Answer:

“...the Company will have a licensed appraiser perform market analysis along the approved
route.”

Some of us affected by these transmission lines are proud new home/landowners and others of us
have owned and cared for this land for generations. We are and have been good stewards of this
land, and we want to continue this for generations to come. Our “blood, sweat and tears” have
gone into this land we love, and they are taking it from us. You are our last hope; don’t let them
profit off the backs of your Kentucky residents.
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= 29% of US electricity demand is in the Midwest?

« Important power interchanges with good network/grid interfaces
¢ Heavily industrialized region

» Potential for consolidation in a fragmented market ’

< Favorable regulatory conditions

'MAIN = Mid-America Interconnected Network; ECAR = East Central Area Reliability Coordination Agreement;
MAAC = Mid-Atlantic Area Council
*Defined as ECAR, MAIN and MAAC.



To: Public Service Commission
From: Concerned Residents of the State of Kentucky
Date: February 2006
Subject: Docket No. 2005-00467
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company versus
your Kentucky Constituents

Thank you for allowing us to address the grounds upon which this case should be denied.
We would like for the Public Service Commission (PSC) to give a definitive answer of
“NO” to Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company who
are managed by the E.ON US owned by E.ON AG, a company whose stated vision and
mission includes being “the Midwest’s leading power and gas company” (www.eon-
us.com/home.asp and www.eon.com). This vision and mission leads us to conclude that the
company wishes to expand throughout the Midwest/United States and is using Kentucky’s
resources, land, government and people to launch this expansion and profit from what we
have worked so hard to acquire.

For more information on the vision and mission of this company, please visit the following
websites: www.eon-us.com/home.asp and www.eon.com

Please consider the following in your decision:
1. Is there a need for the expansion of transmission lines in and for the state of Kentucky?
2. Has the company thoroughly explored the use of existing routes and lines?

3. The short turnaround on the denial of the original request (Case No. 2005-00142) to the re-
filing of basically the same request (Case No. 2005-00467).

4. What we perceive as the perfunctory response the company has shown in carrying out the
directives given by the Public Service Commission in the original Docket Case No. 2005-00142.

5. Our opinion that the company has failed to acknowledged the true concerns of the landowners
and has demonstrated an unwillingness to recognize the true worth and purpose of the land.

1. Is there a need for the expansion of transmission lines in and for the state of Kentucky?

Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company, owned by E.ON AG,
a German-based company, and managed by E.ON US based in Louisville, Kentucky, appears to
have every intention to use Kentucky’s land, people, and government to increase its profit and
expand its territory to and through the Midwest area of the United States. The attached map
which was obtained from E.ON’s website “An Attractive Region Within the U.S” shows the
company’s plan for expansion.

Map Location page 125 of the E ON’s Strategy and Key Figures 2005 Publication
http:/www.con.com en:downlouds/ StrategicK ennzahlen2005 en USMidwest 20050524, pdf




With the modest growth of population in Kentucky in the last few years of approximately 2.6
percent (US Census Bureau http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/21000.html) and even lower
in Hardin County, E.ON US, who manages Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the
Kentucky Utilities Company, does not need to expand their transmission line territory to serve
the people of Kentucky. We believe this company is using you and all the people affected by the
transmission lines to expand their territory in the United States and increase their profit with little
benefit to the Kentucky residents. The following are a few quotes from E.ON US and E.ON AG
websites (www.eon-us.convhome.asp and www.eon.com) to show the vision, mission and
goals for this multi-million dollar company. Please take the time to read these quotes. We believe
these quotes demonstrate there is not an immediate need for these transmission lines in
Kentucky, but it is an immediate need for E.ON AG who owns E.ON US, whose make up
consist of Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company as well as
one other Kentucky based utility company, to increase their profits and territory on the backs of
the hard-working people of Kentucky—your constituents.

“E.ON Vision: E.ON will be the world's leading power and gas company.”
“E.ON U.S. Vision: E.ON U.S., as E.ON's U.S. platform, will be the Midwest's
leading power and gas company.”

“E.ON further confirmed its confidence in LG&E and the U.S. market when it
announced plans to maintain and grow our company.”

“Our presence in the Midwest is the foundation upon which further expansion is
possible in the United States, the world's largest power and gas market.”

“In recent years, E.ON has made a series of small and medium-sized acquisitions
as part of its carefully targeted plan to round out its existing businesses and close
gaps in its geographic market coverage and its integrated power-and-gas value
chain. All of these measures have been motivated by one, clearly defined
objective: We want to exploit synergy potential and thereby grow the company’s
and hence shareholder value.”

“This acquisition will make E.ON the second-largest power utility in the world
and Powergen's Kentucky-based subsidiary, LG&E Energy, will give E.ON
access to the world's largest energy market.”

“We concentrate on our target markets: Central Europe, the European gas
sector, Great Britain, northern Europe, and the U.S.A.”

“E.ON has defined five target markets: The integrated markets for the
distribution and sale of power and gas are Central Europe (Central Europe), the
United Kingdom (UK), Northern Europe (Nordic) and the Midwest of the United
States of America (US-Midwest). Procurement, trading and transportation of
natural gas takes place in a market that spans all of Europe (Pan-European

Gas).”




“Today, we have achieved a strong posi.ti‘on in all these markets. But we want to
further improve our strength by profitably expanding all along the value chain
while attaining the best performance possible.”

Relevance of LG&E Energy: “After more than three successful years as part of the E.ON family, LG&E Energy, the parent company of
Louisville Gas and Electric Company, Kentucky Utilities Company and Western Kentucky Energy, is now E.ON U.S.”

The above quotes were found on one of the two websites listed below in January 2006.
www.eon-us.com/home.asp
nww.con.com

It appears to us that the vision, mission and goals of E.ON US, who manages and controls
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company, includes expanding
to the Midwest of the United States and profiting considerably from this expansion. It is our
contention that the company’s vision does not include the best interest of Kentucky residents, nor
a concern for Kentucky’s utilities needs. It appears to us that the company is certainly not
concerned about the hard-working people in the affected area.

2. Has the company actually explored the use of existing routes and lines?

Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky Utilities Company aka E.ON US, took
less than three months to come back to PSC with basically the same proposal. Are we to believe
they have completed a thorough evaluation in less than three months? Are we to believe it will
cost them more to use existing routes and lines than to create more routes and lines throughout
Kentucky especially if they pay the hard-working residents the true and fair value of the land
they desire to take over? Their findings cannot be proved or disproved by us. We cannot afford
to have our own survey and evaluation completed, but our common sense tells us that what we
are expected to accept is indeed questionable. The application they submitted in less than three
months from the originally disapproved application appears to be a quick comparison of some
options. Was this just an attempt by the company to throw out these figures and hundreds of
pages of documentation knowing they are dealing with people who do not have the time,
resources, or expertise to dispute this?

One question to be asked: Did this company’s study compare “apples and apples” or “apples and
oranges”? It appears they included the cost of upgrading and fixing the existing lines when they
compared costs between the existing routes and the new routes. The cost to upgrade and fix
existing lines should not be included when the company is comparing the new route to the
existing route. Upgrading and fixing existing routes should be part of this company’s
maintenance cost regardless of what route they use. If the company is not planning to upgrade
and fix these existing lines regardless of PSC’s decision, what harm is this to our state and the
people already within those existing routes?

One final note--If using existing routes and lines actually does cost this multi-million dollar
company a bit more money, how does that compare to the loss of the use of Kentucky land for
development, decrease in value of the land they are confiscating, expense to Kentucky residents,
as well as, loss of revenue, income, inheritance, physical health, and emotional stress that has
been placed on your constituents in the state of Kentucky—not once, but twice in a matter of a
few months. This is putting our lives on hold and an unbearable burden on us until you give the
company a definitive answer of “NO”.



| 3. Theshort turn%;;'ound on the de;‘ial of Vt‘l‘i;.voriginal request (2005-00142) to the re-filing of
basically the same request (2005-60467).

There were several directives given to Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the Kentucky
Utilities Company by PSC from the company’s earlier request for transmission lines, Docket No.
2005-00142. We believe this company has provided a cursory response to this request. It has
taken the company less than three months to provide a cost analysis of some major projects and
contact hundreds of individuals and respond to their concerns. This company knew the minimum
they needed to do, and then turned around and submitted an almost identical request. Please
don’t give this company a pass on this kind of response. Your Kentucky constituents involved
took your directive seriously and had a feeling of relief that you had listened to us and had the
same concemns we did. The fact that a postponement of this hearing was necessary because
Louisville Gas and Electric Company and Kentucky Utilities Company evidently overlooked
people who are being directly affected by these transmission lines and the resubmission of
paperwork because it was in error, appears to demonstrate a superficial response by this
company. They did not meet the minimum directives before they filed the request of Case No.
2005-00467. Again, please give this company a definitive “NO”. Let us go on with our lives,
providing for our families, and hoping to leave our children and grandchildren a modest
inheritance instead of providing the company (in their own words) a way “fo exploit synergy
potential and thereby grow the company’s and hence shareholder value.” (www.eon-
us.com/home.asp and/or www.eon.com)

4. What we perceive as the perfunctory response the company has shown in carrying out
the directives given by the Public Service Commission in Docket Case No. 2005-00142.

In the original Docket Case Number 2005-00142, Louisville Gas and Electric Company and the
Kentucky Utilities Company were directed by the Public Service Commission to notify the
landowners and address their concerns. PSC also told the company to consider other viable
options, especially existing transmission lines. We believe proof of the perfunctory effort the
company gave to these directives is 1) the quick turnaround—Iess than three months—of their
intention to file the same request as before, and 2) the postponement of this hearing because they
did not complete the directive from you to contact individuals affected by the transmission lines.

If the Public Service Commission’s simple directive of contacting the landowners has been
botched by this company, then how are we to believe these hundreds of pages of documents,
millions-of-dollars comparisons, and the company’s studies are without error?

If any error should be made, it should be in favor of the landowners, whose lives and livelihood
are being destroyed. The company has options. We, the landowners, do not. We have invested
our lives, money and retirement to obtain a little bit of the “American dream”.

5. Our opinion that the company has failed to acknowledged the true concerns of the
landowners and has demonstrated an unwillingness to recognize the true worth and
purpose of the land.



Public Service Commission asked this company to address our concerns. Our concerns were not

addressed. We believe they went through the motions; however, we believe they came up short.
It appears they did this for PSC’s benefit; not ours. The Company failed to make any significant

changes in their plan, and it appears they had no intention to—compare Case No. 2005-00142
with 2005-00467.

The questions may have been answered in an obligatory fashion to satisfy PSC, but they have not
addressed the true life concerns we have. Here are some of our real life concerns and the
responses we received from the company:

Concern:

We have invested, planned and worked hard in order that we may retire comfortably.

Answer:

If we cannot agree on fair market value the company will “utilize our right of eminent domain.”

Concern:
We would like to enjoy and develop our property as we see fit and as our needs change.
Answer:

«..easement does not allow for permanent structures...the easement will not prevent you from
constructing roadways...”

Concern:

The worth of the land in this affected area is not low, market-value farmland. This is prime land
for farming and land that is sought after by developers who are willing to pay top dollar for our
property. The transmission lines do not just affect the “200 feet of easement”, but the many miles
of surrounding land that will lose its value because of these lines.

Answer:

«_..the Company will have a licensed appraiser perform market analysis along the approved
route.”

Some of us affected by these transmission lines are proud new home/landowners and others of us
have owned and cared for this land for generations. We are and have been good stewards of this
land, and we want to continue this for generations to come. Our “blood, sweat and tears” have
gone into this land we love, and they are taking it from us. You are our last hope; don’t let them
profit off the backs of your Kentucky residents.
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29% of US electricity demand is in the Midwest?
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Important power interchanges with good network/grid interfaces
= Heavily industrialized region
= Potential for consolidation in a fragmented market

= Favorable regulatory conditions

WAIN = Mid-America Interconnected Network; ECAR = East Central Arez Reliability Coordination Agreement;
MAAC = Mid-Atlantic Area Council
Nefined as ECAR, MAIN and MAAC.
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This is why Hhey Jogw

Issue #383
February 24,2006

Green Mot Ween !/

E.ON makes offer to acquire Endesa

In a recent employee Y
communication, Chairman,

CEQ and President Vic Staffieri
announced that E.ON has made
an offer to acquire Endesa,
Spain's largest electricity
company, to create the world’s

The Feb. 21 letter below
from E.ON's CEQ, Wulf Bernotat,
provides additional information
on the proposed transaction.

leading power and gas company.

On Feb. 21, E.ON announced
an offer to acquire Endesa, a
major European utility engaged
primarily in the generation,
transmission and sales of
electricity in Spain and Latin
America. Endesa also has
significant interests in other
parts of Europe. If the offer
is accepted and appropriate
approvals are received, our
combined company will have
more than 100,000 employees
and 50 million customers across
30 countries. The combination
of E.ON and Endessa will have
an enterprise value of more than
$150 billion—nearly twice the size
of America’s proposed largest
utility Exelon/PSEG.

" This is an important.move
for our company which.is not
expected to have any impact on
U.S. operations or strategy. At
E.ON U.S., we will continue with
our plans to install more thap
$750 million of pollution control
equipment throughout our
facilities and the licensing and
construction of the $1.2 billion
Trimble County facility. These
commitments will ensure that
our customers have clean and

-affordable energy for many years
to come.

Almost a year ago we announceg
thal in the future E.ON would
again consider major growth
initjatives. Today in Madrid we
made a public takeover offer
for Endesa, a Spanish utility.
In view of the significance of
thiﬁ trénsaction, | would like to
acquaint you with the strategic
objectives and
the{financial
aspects of the
trapsaction.

To start with,
Id like to tell
you a few things
about Endesa.
With 27,000
emPonees and

roughly €18 :

bil!iion in sales, Endesa is Spain’s
premier power and gas company
anq about one third E.ON's size.

in addition to its business in

_ Spain, Endesa has solid market

positions in Italy, France, and five
Lat{n American countries. Endesa
isa publicly listed company

with strong earnings. Its market
capitalization is currently
£27 billion compared withfE.ON's

market cap of roughly €65 billion.
New order of magnstude

As these numbers indicate, our
acquisition of Endesa would not
only be the largest transaction in
our group's history, but also

jesa

by far the largest acquisition
ever undertaken by a German
company. This one deal would
give E.ON a new order of
magnitude. It would enable us
to realize the vision we defined

world's leading power and gas
‘company.
he combination with Endesa
makes strategic sense, E.ON and
Endesa complement each other
superbly in geographic terms,
which will make us less affected

by developments in our individual

markets. We
currently rank
among the
top energy
companies in
two European
markets:
Germany and

would give us
this position in Spain, France,
and our target market ltaly. The
combination of a presence in
new countries along with our
existing footprint in Central and
Eastern Europe would make us
the leading energy company in
an increasingly pan-European

market. It would be an important

step towards the single
European energy market the EU
Commission wants to establish.

ideal match
Endesa also offers us new
growth opportunities, While

E.ON operates in many mature
markets, Endesa has

United Kingdom.
Acquiring Endesa

operations in high-growth
regions like Southern Europe
and Latin America. This would
give us a balanced business
portfolio offering stability, risk
diversification, and growth.

In short, our offer makes
great strategic sense. E.ON and
Endesa make an ideal match.
Together, we have 50 million
customers in 30 countries.
Moreover, Endesa, like E.ON, has
adopted an integrated business
model and is active along the
entire value chain in power
and gas. The opportunities the
combination would create are
obvious.

We want to seize this
opportunity. Our company is in
excellent shape, as demonstrated
by the preliminary results for
2005 we announced today. The
Endesa deal will not cause us to
alter the proposed dividend for
our shareholders or rethink

Continued on page 4




Medical, dental ID cards mailed

Anthem, UnitedHealthcare and Delta Dental
mailed new D cards to participants during
january. If you have questions or concerns
regarding the use of your new ID cards, or if
you have not received them, please call the
carriers.

You can also visit the carriers’ websites
to request additional ID cards, check your
claims, get health information, take a health
risk assessment, look for a provider, view
benefits online and much more. The tools
and information at your carriers’ websites.are
both practical and personalized so yol can
get the most out of your benefits.

Carrier contact information

e Anthem: 1-877-750-6062
www.anthem.com

o UnitedHealthcare: 1-866-480-0074
www.uhc.com

* Delta Dental: 1:800:955-2030
www.deltadentalky.com

Vision Plan

Please note that the Vision Service Plan does
not provide ID cards. You can access www.
vsp.com or call VSP Member Services at
1-800-877-7195 to find the answers to your
vision service questions.

2.0 l U.S.

220 West Main Street
Louisville, Ky. 40202

www.eeh-us.com
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Endesa Aquisition

Continued from page 1

any of our planned investments. We don't
see any reason why E.ON’s solid standing on
corporate finance and capital markets should
change. E.ON has the necessary financial
strength and will keep its promises.
Encouraging signals
We're confident, but not overconfident.
Endesa is opposed to the competing
takeover offer from Catalonia’s Gas Natural.
And though the Spanish government has
approved this offer, we received encouraging
signals from Endesa’s management as we
were preparing our own offer. We hope to
convince not only Endesa shareholders but
also the Spanish National Securities Matket
Commission and the Spanish government
that our financially more attractive offer also
makes better business sense. We believe
are better than as part of a purely Iberian
utility. That said, experience shows that
political decision-making processes are
hard to predict. However, we do expect the
EU competition authority to approve the
transaction.

As you can see, a number of issues need
to be resolved before the transaction is a

success. Despite all the positive signs we've
received, we're unable to say in advance how
the process will unfold. Of course, we will
keep you up to date via the E.ON groupwide
Intranet at http://home.intranet.eon.com
and E.ON World.

OneE.ON Award

Continued from page 2 .

involved cooperation between teams,
departments, business units or market units.
The weighted judging criteria are available
on the intranet. All valid entries will receive
a prize, and a number of entries will receive
company-wide recognition.

E.ON U.S. winners will be named June 21—
on OneE.ON Day—and will be entered in
the international competition. International
winners will be named at an awards
ceremony in Diisseldorf on Oct. 18. They also
will receive a one-week trip to New York or
London with a person of their choice.

Additional contest information is posted
on E.ON's intranet, and you can access an

~-—-online-application form on the E.ON News

Channel.
The deadiine to submit entries is April 30,
2006.

PRESORTED
FIRST-CLASS
US POSTAGE
PAID
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Written comment to the Kentucky Public Service Commiscion, 211 Sewer Bonlevard. P. O. 615, Frankfort,
Kentucky 40602

Submitted on: March 6, 2006 at the Public Hearing, Elizabethtown, Kentucky 42701
Submitted by: Violet Monroe, 1708 Bethlehem Academy Road. Cecilia, Kentucky 42724
Subject: Case #20035-00467

On December 15, 2005, a representative from KU came to my home to interview me about the
transmission fine project (Case #2005-00467) and to get my concerns about the project and any specific
features of the property. It is my belief that KU did not hear my concerns. Please request LG&E/KU
provide the Public Service Commission copies of the landowners’ concerns and LG&E/KU’s replies to the
landowners. (I believe you will see that they did not address all of the landowners™ concerns or even iy to
get some of the landowners” concerns.)

In 1998 1 spent money to have my property surveyed for future development for the Home Place
Subdivision (see attached document). KU is wanting to take more than eleven acre tract in my subdivision
which is approximately a third of my total subdivision for their transmission lines. KU skirted the issue of
taking the tract of land (11 acres) that is prime development land ,indicating , instead , this 11 acres can be
farmed. This is not my plan for my Home Place Subdivision (see attached documents that were given to
the KU representative). KU talked about the easement that they would need that affects this 11 acres,
however, the transmission lines will not just make this whole 11 acres unusable for the subdivision, it will
also affect the many acres surrounding the land which basically destroys the value of my whole subdivision.
If you okay their request, you will give them a pass to destroy the worth of my Home Place Subdivision_my
investment and my retirement. What is even more ironic is while KU destroys my dreams and my
retirement, they will not even be the provider to this property. If KU puts the transmission lines across the
11 acres it will not be possible for the provider, NOLIN RECC, to install utility Jines for homes and the
Developer of the Home Place Subdivision will not be allowed to get service from KU’s transmission

lines. How does a private company, KU/LG&E/EON, who I believe, will profit considerably from this
deal if allowed to go through, have the right to take private land from an individual who is not interested in
surrendering her property? A private company or an individual should not be allowed to take another
individual’s property. How would you feel if it were yours?

This transmission line project (2005-00467) is not in the best interest of the public or local government and
its tax base. Land throughout Hardin County will be de--valued. People are drawn to Hardin County
because of its rural beauty and country living. I is prime land for development which would increase the
tax base for Hardin County. KU is destroying the tax base. My property is prime development land for
homes as indicated in the attached documents given to the KU representative on December 15, 2005. 1
believe if KU considers the cost of taking prime development land in their cost analysis of these projects,
they might find that it will cost them more to take new land than to upgrade the existing routes. Why do
LG&E/KU-EON want to take land with no existing lines on it? If you let this go through , large private
company will make a profit and local government and local residents will get hurt.

I believe the “Final Report” by the Liberty Consulting Group, June 14, 2005, revealed that this transmission
line will not be needed to serve_the customers for another 10-135 years(pages H-10 through H-14). It appears
that EON needs to upgrade its existing lines(pages 1l-11). Weuld it not be good financial management and
more economical to upgrade existing transmission lines and not destroy more land by creating a route that
does not exist? Please consider my concerns and deny case #2005-00467.
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Some of Vielet Monroe’s concerns regarding proposed transmission lines on her property
Page 1 of 2

For the following and many additional reasons, Ms. Violet Monroe opposes the placemeni of Transmission
Lines on her property. Ms. Monroe’s address is 1708 Bethlehem Academy Road Cecilia, KY 42724

Ms. Monroe is concerned with the exact location of the transmission lines and request 2 map indicating
the proposed location.

Ms. Monroe is concerned with the unnecessary destruction of land and cluttering of land with more
poles and wires that will result if the Transmission Lines are allowed to be placed on her property.

Ms. Monroe is concerned with the resulting loss of esthetic quality and the destruction of the rural
scenic beauty of rural Kentucky in the Hardin County area.

Ms. Monroe is concerned with the loss in value of the property that will result if the proposed
Transmission Lines are allowed to be placed on the proposed properties. Not only will it result in
loss of value of the 11 acres the transmission lines are proposed to cross, it will also result in loss
of value in the other 36 acres that belong to Ms. Monroe and/or her daughier that are adjacent to
these 11 acres. Several years ago, Ms. Monroe approached the Planning and Zoning Office in
Hardin County and was gramied permission to subdivide. If the transmission lines are placed on the
11 acres that is being proposed, a significant loss in value will occur and development will not be
possible.

Ms. Monroe is concerned that significant means of her livelihood and retirement funds will be taken
away with the destruction of development and farm land if the transmission lines are allowed to be
placed on their property. At present some of Ms. Monroe’s income is realized through farming;
however, she has plans to supplement her retirement income by development of the property and
the transmission lines will prevent the realization of this income. Is it LG & E/KU ’s intention to
enact Eminent Domain on property owners who refuse 1o sign over easement rights. If so, is your
intention to pay full valne for sub-division and development land that I currently o

Ms. Monroe is concerned with the possible health risks and illnesses to herself and neighbors if the
proposed Transmission Lines are allowed to be placed on the propesed properties. Please provide
documentation of any studies conducted that show these lines will not affect my heaith, the health
of my neighbors, and the health of animals in the area.

Ms. Monroe is concerned that this project is not needed at this time and there is only a possibility that
the transmission lines will be needed in the future and yet land and lives are proposed to be
damaged.

Ms. Monroe is concerned that a private owned company will control the land she has worked so hard to
own. Additionally, she is concerned that she will have to pay taxes and insurance on the property
that gfzf)rivate owned company will control if this propesal is approved. She is firther concerned
with the rumors she has heard that the majority of the energy generated across these lines will not
be used for residential customers in Kentucky.

Ms. Monroe has a concern that individuals who will be affected by these transmission lines who
are not property cwners but are in close proximity to the lines, if approved, have not been
informed of the proposal. So these individuals have any rights to protest the lines?



Page 2 of 2

Additionally it is Ms. Monroe’s understanding that the proposed transmission lines are going on land
where Nolin RECC is the provider? Are you aware of this?

Ms. Mouroe requests that KU/LG & E take an existing transmission corridor instead of destroying
additional property in Hardin County and Kentacky. I respectfully submit that I do not believe
your company has complied with the decision made by the Public Service Commission on
September 8, 2005 which stated “The commission invites LG & E/KU to reapply for a CPCN to
construct the needed transmission facilities after the company has conducted a more thorough
review of all reasonable alternatives, including Jocating the line partially or fully along existing
transmission corridors.” (Case No. 2005-00142) T request that when you conduct a more thorough
review of all reasonable alternatives, you provide me with any and all copies of the reviews

conducted.
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Hitten and Allen Auction

200 W. Main St.
Cecilia, KY 42724

Phone 862-4422
Fax 862-4442

December 15, 2005

Violet Monroe

In reference to your request I would say after looking at other subdivisions in the area that your lots after
development would be valued at $25,000.00 to $30,000.00 per lot today. The estimated value in 10 years would be
about $45,000.00 to $50,000.00 per lot. At todays value the lost to Ms. Monroe and her family would be
$250,000.00 to $300,000.00. Projected out 10 years would be $450,000.00 to $500,000.00. If you need more
information let me know.

Brad Hilton
Broker
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Written comments for the Public Service Commission Hearing on March 6, 2006 to
Address Case 2005-00467:

My name is Diane Owsley and I regret that I will be unable to attend most, if not all, of the Public
Service Commission Hearing on March 6 at 6:00 pm at the Prichard Community Center. I have
requested my mother to submit some of my concerns to you in writing for the hearing. Iama
property owner in the vicinity in which some of the transmission lines are proposed and request
that you reject the proposal for installation of transmission lines on private property.

I want to thank you for the opportunity to express concerns about the proposal. One of the major
concerns I have is whether or not the lines are needed. Some information I have read recently
leads me to conclude that there is not a need for additional lines in the state of Kentucky to
improve the lives of the residents in our great state but rather we are being asked to destroy the
aesthetic quality of our state to transmit energy elsewhere.

I also believe representatives from E-On/LG &E/KU have not sufficiently addressed my
questions and concerns. Attached is a letter I received from Kathy Slay dated January 23 where
she indicates “part of the planned line may cross your property in Hardin County.” I responded
with a letter on February 2 requesting clarification and asked that I be informed as to whether the
planned line will cross my property. 1also requested a representative from the company meet
with me to hear some concerns and answer some questions because of the letter I received on
January 23. To date, I have not heard from Ms. Slay. Without clarification from the company, I
must assume they are unable to tell me definitively whether the lines are crossing my property;
therefore, how complete can the application be?77

I am concerned with the resulting devaluing of the property that will result if these lines are
permitted. The lines will destroy the ability of some farmers to continue to farm. For individuals
who were planning to subdivide and offer the opportunity to others to move into the area, these
lines will certainly reduce that possibility. How will LG & E/KU compensate these land owners
for their property? How will the loss in development potential be reconciled with the residents
and business owners in our area and in our state? It would seem LG & E/KU need to consider an
existing corridor in order to avoid the decrease in real estate and economic development that
could happen in our state.

If you determine that transmission lines are indeed necessary, please ask the company to propose
an existing corridor for these lines. Please consider whether it is absolutely necessary to destroy
additional land of private citizens and to increase our health risks by taking a path which will
result in additional electromagnetic exposure. 1 request you reject the proposal at this time and
opt for continued studies to be completed on the effects of transmission lines on health and
welfare of our citizens and future generations and for continued studies on alternatives to the
transmission lines being proposed such as taking existing corridors or burying transmission lines.

Please take into consideration the blood, sweat, and tears that the land owners (many of whom
have worked over 50 years to own a little bit of land they could call their own). I believe this
proposal will negatively impact these individuals. [ believe this proposal will negatively impact
our community by restricting development potential. I believe this proposal will negatively
impact our state. This “for profit” company will benefit off of the years of hardworking citizens

unable to financially compete with the forces of this company.



37 Pleasant Colony
Elizabethtown, KY 42701
February 2, 2005

Ms. Kathy Slay
Director—Operating Services
Kentucky Utilities Company
One Quality Street
Lexington, KY 40507-1462

Dear Ms. Slay:

I am writing to request clarification on the letter sent to me on January 23, 2006 (see
attached). Ihave highlighted some areas for which I am requesting clarification in the
attached copy of the letter I was sent. The letter indicates that “Part of the planned line
may cross your property in Hardin County”. I am requesting that I be informed as to
whether the planned line will cross my property in Hardin County. I also notice in the
third paragraph there is a statement that indicates “Either route would cross your property
the same way.” [ am somewhat puzzled by this statement since I am under the
impression that the alternate route goes a completely different route from where my
property lies, but maybe I do not have all of the information about the preferred and
alternate routes. I would appreciate written clarification on these two points. I am also
requesting a representative from your company meet with me to hear some concerns and

answer some questions [ have about the proposed transmission line application submitted
to PSC.

Thank you for your consideration of my requests.

Sincerely,
o0 7 Sy
W. Diane Owsley S

s
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Kentucky Utilities Company  One Quality Street  Lexington, KY 43307-1482  T:l 606

Wanda D. M. Owsley
37 Pleasant Colony Drive
Elizabethtown, Kentucky 42701-9085

RE: Notice of Proposed Construction of Electric Transmission Line
Dear Ms. Owsley:

Kentucky Utilities (KU) plans on constructing a 345,000 volt electric transmission line from the
Mill Creek generating station in Jefferson County to KU’s Hardin County substation. This line
is part of our continuing efforts to meet the increasing energy needs of our customers. Part of the
planned line may cross your property in Hardin County. The route of this planned line is shown
on the map enclosed with this letter.

KU is sending this letter to notify you that KU applied to the Kentucky Public Service
Commission for regulatory approval for construction of the planned line on December 22, 2005.
The Commission has assigned the case docket number 2005-00467.

KU also applied to the Commission for regulatory approval of an altemative line that varies
somewhat from the preferred line on December 22, 2005. The Commission has assigned this
case docket number 2005-00472. A map of the route that the alternative line would take is also
enclosed with this letter. The alternative route is KU's second choice and would only be
approved by the Commission if the Commission declines approval of KU’s preferred route.
Either route would cross your property the same way. The portions of the routes that differ are
not near your property.

In addition, under Kentucky law, you and other interested persons have the right to request that
the Kentucky Public Service Commission hold a local public hearing regarding the planned line.
Please note that other interested parties have already requested a local public hearing and the
Commission has scheduled that hearing for 6:00 p.m., Eastern Standard Time, on February 1,
2006, in the Pritchard Community Center, 404 South Mulberry Street in Elizabethtown,
Kentucky. You have a right to attend the local public hearing on February 1 and speak at that
hearing if you would like to do so. Please note that the hearing date may change. You also have
the right to ask to intervene in the case.

AT ARY COF

ERERGY



Wanda D. M. Owsley
January 23, 2006
Page 2

While the local public hearing has already been scheduled, we are required to inform you that if
you would like make a request for a local public hearing, the request must be made in writing to

the Executive Director of the Kentucky Public Service Commission. The Executive Director’s
address is:

Executive Director

Public Service Commission
211 Sower Boulevard

P.0O. Box 615

Frankfort, Kentucky 40602

Any written request for a hearing will need to include the following:

1. the docket number of the case (the docket number for the preferred route is 2005-
00467 and the docket number for the alternative route is 2005-00472);

2. the name, address, and telephone number of the person requesting the hearing; and,

3. astatement as to whether the person requesting the hearing wishes to participate in an
evidentiary hearing or to make unsworn public comment.

If you wish to participate in an evidentiary hearing, you will also need to intervene in the case.
You may request to intervene by filing a motion pursuant to 807 KAR 5:001, Section 3(8). If
you would like to contact the Executive Director’s office by telephone, the number is (502) 564-
3940. Please note that the Commission has scheduled the evidentiary hearing for 9:00 a.m.,
Eastern Standard Time, On February 28, 2006 in Hearing Room 1 of the Commission’s offices at
211 Sower Boulevard, Frankfort, Kentucky. Please note that this hearing date may also change.

The planned line is very important to the continued reliability of our electric transmission
system. We will be contacting you shortly to request your comments regarding the proposed
line. If you have any questions in the meantime, you are welcome to call our Right-of-Way
Department collect at (502) 627-3160.

Sinc ere}_?,

W Slay /
Diféctor — Operating Services
4
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Written comment to the Kentucky Public Service Commission, 211 Sower Boulevard,
P. O. Box 615, Frankfort, Kentucky 40602

Submitted on: March 6, 2006
Submitted by: Charles E. Thompson and Geraldine Thompson -

Subject: Case #2005-00467

We have a small 13 acre farm located on Kentucky 86 and Tabb Road. That is not enough
land for farming, so development is our only option. We were a one income family who
worked hard and did without a lot of things to pay for our land. Now KU/LGE&E EON wants
to put unsightly utility poles and wires on and over our small lot. We do not feel that we will
ever be adequately compensated for this. Who would want to build a house on a lot with
such a view?

Our land joins the Cunningham property, which is a wildlife refuge. We believe that the
wildlife that affects their property would also affect ours, especially with the birds flying in
and out of their property. We also feel that it would be in the best interest of all the county

if utility co ies would upgrade existing lines and stop spreading lines where there are

no existing lines. We do not mind you updating existing lines already on our other property.”
T e e

We would appreciate it if the Public Service Commission would consider all of our concerns

and deny case #2005-00467.
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Cecilia, Kentucky
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W. H. GRADDY & ASSOCIATES

Attormneys at Law
103 Railroad Street
P.O. Box 4307
Midway, KY 40347

W. Henry Graddy, IV Telephone: (859) 846-4905
Elizabeth R. Bennett Facsimile: (859) 846-4914
E-mail: hgraddy@aol.com

March 6, 2006

Hon. Mark David Goss, Chairman, and Members
Kentucky Public Service Commission

211 Sower Blvd.

P.O. Box 615

Frankfort, Kentucky 40602

Re: Joint Application of Louisville Gas and Electric, et al., _in Jefferson, Bullitt,
Meade and Hardin Counties, Kentucky, Case No. 2005-00467 and Case No.
2005-00472.

Dear Mr. Goss and Commission Members:

Cathy L. Cunningham and Dennis L. Cunningham, CDH Preserve, LLC and Lisa
Harrison and Jennifer Harding, (hereinafter “Cunninghams”) submit the following
COMMENTS AT THE PUBLIC HEARING, in Elizabethtown, Ky. on March 6, 2006, as
per the orders of the Kentucky Public Service Commission (“PSC”).

BACKGROUND

The above two applications are related to an earlier PSC proceeding, Case No.
2005-00142, where Mr. Bob Griffith and | also represented Cathy and Dennis
Cunningham. That case involved a 41.9 mile 345kV transmission line from the Mill
Creek facility in Jefferson County through Bullitt, Meade to the Hardin County
substation, at a projected cost of $59.1 million (*MC to HC line”). Cunninghams and
many other members of the public asked the PSC to find that the transmission line was
not needed, based upon three related but different arguments.

a.  The MC to HC line is dependent upon the permitting and construction of
Trimble County No. 2 facility, in Trimble County (“TC2"). Last summer,
this facility had not received a Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity (“CPCN").



b.  The MC to HC line is actually not needed when TC2 comes on line, but
is expected to be needed 5 to 8 years after TC2 comes on line, so that
it is not a present need.

C. There are available management options, technologies and materials
that may address the “upcoming voltage problems” without the need to
construct the MC to HC line, that do not appear to have been
investigated by LG& E/KU.

The PSC did not agree. However, on September 8, 2005, the PSC did agree
with the Cunninghams that LG&E/KU failed to “comprehensively consider the use of
existing corridors in planning future transmission” and that this lack of information
prevented the PSC from being able to determine whether LG&E/KU complied with the
standards enunciated in the 1952 Kentucky Utilities case that warned against “multiple
sets of right of ways and a cluttering of the land with poles and wires. The PSC invited
LG&E/KU to reapply “after the Company has conducted a more thorough review of all
reasonable alternatives, including locating the line partially or fully along existing
transmission corridors.” Page 11.

The PSC also criticized the LG&E/KU response to public comments.

The PSC decided Case No. 2005-00142 after deciding Case No. 2005-00089.
This case involved a 6.9 mile 138 kV transmission line proposed fo be routed through
the Daniel Boone National Forest, at an estimated cost of $4.9 million dollars. That
hearing focused on alternatives that would avoid the Forest. One alternative discussed
in the PSC order would avoid the Forest, and was electrically equivalent, but was 3.7
miles longer, and the additional cost was estimated to be slightly more than $1,000,000
more than the route that EKPC preferred. The PSC decision in Case No. 2005-00142
made express reference to the PSC decision in Case No. 2005-00089.

See also PSC Case No. 2005-00207, where the PSC was presented with more
details about the EPRI and GTC (Georgia Transmission Corp.) model used in that case
(and in these cases) and found this could be “problematic for utilities that employ it in
future applications of this type.” PSC suggested that the model should be calibrated
based upon Kentucky stakeholders rather than Georgia stakeholders. Page 9.

THE LG&E/KU RESPONSE

LG&E/KU responded to the September 8, 2005 order in Case No. 2005-00142 by
participating in an “Informal Staff conference” on October 4, 2005, to seek further
clarification of what the PSC intended from companies seeking transmission line
approval. Two months and 18 days later, LG&E/KU filed an application that followed
almost exactly route that was the subject of PSC No. 2005-00142, except that the line
that went across the Cunningham lake was moved several hundred feet to the edge of
the lake. This application was also for 41.9 miles, but the cost was reported to be $56.7



million. The length has now been revised to 42.03 miles, and the cost increased to
$57.7 million.

LG&E/KU filed a second application that closely follows the first application route,
but does not cross the Cunninghams’ property. This Route #2 still crosses through miles
of open land in Meade and Hardin County that lie outside of any utility or transportation
corridor.

LG&E/KU wants the PSC to find that in that period from October 4 to December
22, 2005, it followed the PSC instructions to comprehensively consider the use of
existing corridors, that it has conducted a more thorough review of all reasonable
alternatives, and that it has responded in good faith to the concerns raised when we
considered the route last July 12, 2005.

We ask the PSC to find that LG&E/KU did not follow the instructions from the
PSC and to disapprove both applications and to give LG&E/KU more explicit
instructions on locating transmission lines in Kentucky in a way that “comprehensively
considers the use of existing corridors” and that more fully implements the letter and the
spirit of KRS 278.020 as amended in 2004.

We have been given two applications that appear to have examined 156 line
segments that resulted in 1,203 different routes. These were narrowed to 700 routes.
We have been given an immense amount of data, but it is virtually impossible to get
beyond the computer generated model runs and determine what the actual impacts of
various routes will be.

We do know this:

ROUTE ACQ achieves near complete collocation: 98.9% at a cost of $74.6 million.
ROUTE ACU accomplishes 88.1 % collocation at a cost of $73.1 million

ROUTE ADC accomplishes 83.7 % collocation at a cost of 71.5 million.

ROUTE ADS accomplishes 79.8 % collocation at a cost of $72.3 million.

ROUTE ADK accomplishes 77.1 % collocation at a cost of $67.8 million

The routes are located within 3000 feet of 1 National Register of Historic Structures

ROUTE AGU accomplishes 73.0 % collocation at a cost of $66.9 million.
This route is within 3000 feet of 2 NRHP structures.

Were any of these routes selected? No.

Application 2005-00467, crossing the Cunningham property is:

ROUTE AJU which accomplishes 57.3% collocation at a cost of $57.7 million
Application 2005-00472, following much of the same route is:

ROUTE AJW which accomplishes 67.7 % collocation at a cost of $61.0 million
Both are within 3000 feet of 2 (or more) NRHP structures.



The above information is from the Liberty Report to the PSC filed February 27,
2006. The Liberty Report does not discuss these routes:
ROUTE E which accomplishes 96.9 % collocation at a cost of $76 million (5 res)
ROUTE G which accomplishes 96% collocation at a cost of $74 million (4 res)
ROUTE AGW which accomplishes 72 % collocation at a cost of $69 million (3 res)
ROUTE ADG which accomplishes 78% collocation at a cost of $68 million

Of the ten (10) routes that we have been able to identify to date that accomplish
better collocation that either of the two pending applications, seven (7) are located in the
“BREC basket” and three (3) are in the “Crossover basket” - a strong argument that
LG&E/KU needs to go back to the drawing board and look much more carefully at
routes through the “BREC Basket.”

“LLooking more carefully” is probably too generous. There is no evidence in what
we have been provided that LGE&E/KU ever actually looked at the residences and
historic properties impacted by the alternative routes. What is clear is that there are a
number of routes that do a better job of collocating than the two routes that LG&E/KU
have submitted to the PSC.

Based upon what we have been provided in the application, it appears that
LG&E/KU failed to use the EPRI & GTC model to help select the best route — to select
the route that maximized collocation — instead, it appears the LG&E/KU simply used the
model to seek to put a veneer of respectability on their pre-selected choice.

This approach misuses the model and gets in the way of a good faith,
transparent and objective analysis of alternatives. The model should be used not to
justify a decision already made — the model should start with a blank slate. The model
is to help focus on the areas with the greatest likelihood of having the best route. If
collocation is the desired objective, the model helps find the best areas to study - but
the model does not take the place of a comprehensive consideration of the use of
existing corridors. That comprehensive consideration requires LG&E/KU to get on the
ground to look at more than one alternative.

That conclusion is based upon the information submitted by LG&E/KU in support
of the applications which was derived from an industry software package used by Linear
Projects and Photo Science, the company that the PSC referred to in the September 8,
2005 order on Case 2005-00142. We now know that the industry software was based
upon stakeholder participation from Georgia — not from Kentucky.

LG&E and KU are to be commended for joining with EKPC to assemble
Kentucky stakeholders last week in Lexington to begin the process of revising the
Georgia model to more accurately refiect the interests and objectives of Kentuckians.
But it would be a waste of time and resources to not use the input from those Kentucky
stakeholders to help decide the best location for a new Kentucky transmission line.



We have the time to do this right. The PSC order in Case No. 2005-00142 on
September 8, 2005 found that the MC to HC line was needed and will be required upon
the commencement of operations at TC2. Page 6. This finding was clearly contrary to
the evidence. LG&E/KU has conceded that the MC to HC line will “possibly” be needed
within 5 to 8 years after TC2 begins commercial operation. According to LG&E/KU,
TC2 is not needed until 2010

Case No. 2005-00142, Hearing Transcript, page 69:
Q: I'm asking what are the immediate needs of LG&E/KU. What is needed now?
A: TC2 is not required for today...
Q: So then TC2 itself is a future need?
A: That is correct.
Page 70:
Q: And the Mill Creek to Hardin County line is future beyond that future?

A. In general, | would agree with that statement, but, again, when we plan we
plan for the long term, not the short term.

Page 74:
Q: Yet, where this line is not needed until 2015 —2018 at the earliest based upon
the LG&E/KU estimates, which are in dispute, the applicants want to start right
of way acquisition as soon as the PSC grants approval.
A. “As soon as possible; yes.”

Mr. Johnson was asked about the statement that appears of Data Response to
PSC Question 10, page 3 of 7, “This area of the LG&E transmission system is expected
to potentially have marginal voltage problems in the future.” He defined “potential” as,
“[T]hat there is a possibility that there could be could be voltage issues in the future.”
Page 121, lines 2 through 4. The witness agreed that the word “marginal” would
describe the magnitude of the problem from an engineering standpoint. Lines 8 through
10.

Today — there is no reasonable justification to use the Georgia model to help
select a Kentucky transmission line route. We think that the PSC instruction to LG&E
and KU and all Kentucky companies to consider the concerns of impacted property
owners in good faith implied an instruction to improve the tools that LG&E/KU uses so
they would apply to this state.

This Line Is Not A Present Need,
Therefore It Is Not Prudent To Approve This Line At This Time.

The Cunninghams also argued that LG&E/KU has acknowledged softness in
their claimed need for TC2 where, in 2005, they revised their 2002 integrated medium
and long-term energy forecasts, by about 3 percent, which allowed LG&E/KU to defer
the TC2 generation schedule from 2007 to 2010. See Liberty Report, page 1l-12.
Cunninghams argued that LG&E/KU, and their supporting study by MISO, Midwest
Independent System Operator, and Liberty appear to agree that the Mill Creek to Hardin



County transmission line that is the subject of this application is not needed for TC2
when it comes on line, but that it is predicted to be needed to meet an upcoming voltage
problem “within 5 to 8 years after TC2 began commercial operation....” Liberty, page llI-
4. Liberty continues: “At some point in the future, this 345 kV line from Mill Creek to
Hardin County (Liberty Facility #G) will be needed.” Liberty, page li-4.

The February 27, 2006 Liberty Report includes a revised Load Forecast for 2015,

at page -3, comparing the LG&E summer load forecasts:
2004 Summer Load (MW) 2005 Summer Load (MW)

LG&E 3147 3133
This revision downward of about 0.44% was described by Liberty as “only a very small
difference” but that report failed to discuss this reduction in the context of the
observation in the earlier Liberty Report in Case No. 2005-00142 which noted the earlier
downward revision from the 2002 load estimates.

Based upon the foregoing, the Cunninghams continue to dispute the need for the
MC to HC line.

The Cunninghams disputed, and will continue to dispute the claim of need where
neither LG&E/KU nor MISO, nor Liberty conducted an evaluation of the “upcoming
voltage problems” in Hardin County from the perspective of whether other utilities, such
as East Kentucky Power Cooperative/Big Rivers Electric or Warren RECC/East
Kentucky Power or Peabody Coal/Thoroughbred will or may construct facilities that will
address the “upcoming voltage problems.” The Cunninghams argued before and will
continue to dispute the claim of need where there may be other “ancillary service”
options that may address the “upcoming voltage problems” that deserve to be
investigated fully before the Public Service Commission should take action that would
approve this transmission line.

The Cunninghams called and plan to recall Geoffrey Young, who testified that
there were a number of alternatives that should be investigated by the applicants that
could make the 345 kV transmission line from Mill Creek to Hardin County unnecessary,
but that these alternatives had not been investigated according to the information filed
with the application and the LG&E/KU data response.

CONCLUSION

The 2004 Amendments to KRS 278.020 included what is now Section (8) of that
statute. That section contains the following final sentence.

The issuance by the commission of a certificate that public
convenience and necessity require the construction of an electric
transmission line shall be deemed to be a determination by the
commission that, as of the date of issuance, the construction of the
line is a prudent investment.



The applicants, LG&E/KU, have again failed to carry the burden to establish that
at the present time the construction of the Mill Creek to Hardin County 345 kV
transmission line ~ routed through the Cunningham wildlife property as Route 1 ~ or the
nearby Route 2 - are prudent investments. The evidence is to the contrary. Prudence
requires careful investigation before construction. Under the requirements of KRS
278.020, and the standards of Kentucky Ulilities (1952), and to be consistent with the
orders of the PSC in Case No 2005-00089 and in Case No. 2005-00142, the LG&E/KU
application for the Mill Creek to Hardin County transmission line must be denied.

Respectfully submitted,

W. Henry Graddy, IV
Elizabeth R. Bennett

Cc:  Hon. Bob Griffith
Cathy and Dennis Cunningham
Lisa Harrison
Jennifer Harding
LG&E/KU Representative at Public Hearing

WPe-maimwp\ENVACunningham\2006\3rdCommentsPublic Hearing3.5.6.doc



To: Public Service Commission
From: Nellie M. Woodring
Date: March 6, 2006

Subject: Case #2005-00467

As a homeowner whose property joins the route proposed by this case, I plead with you to
consider the rights of the property owners whose land will be affected and do not allow a
foreign-owned company to take Kentucky land to benefit other countries and to promote
expansion in the western states. The proposed route does not make use of existing lines but
instead ruins the beauty of the landscape by adding more lines.

The land T own has been in my family for more than 80 years and the installation of proposed
power lines in the vicinity will devalue my property for resale purposes.
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To: Public Service Commission
From: Mary W. Hazle

Date: March 6, 2006

Subject: Case #2005-00467

As a member of a family whose property is in the route proposed by this case, I plead with you
to consider the rights of the property owners whose land will be affected and do not allow a
foreign-owned company to take Kentucky land to benefit other countries and to promote
expansion in the western states. The proposed route does not make use of existing lines but
instead ruins the beauty of the landscape by adding more lines.

The land I was raised on has been in my family for more than 80 years and the installation of
proposed power lines in the vicinity will devalue that property for resale purposes or for any
other purposes.
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March 6, 2006
To whom it may concern:

It is heartbreaking to think that I and my neighbors alike have worked a lifetime
hoping to leave a legacy or a few extra dollars to our family, are suddenly confronted by
a company insisting upon taking it from us. Oh yes we will be paid “Fair market Value”
so to speak. Which won’t be nearly what the property is worth? Since this venture will
render the balance of our farms in some cases worthless, for the purpose we want them
used. Such as building homes, which are the dreams of many along this proposed route.
Destroying timberland, in that in the future no more timber can be harvested from these
rights of ways.

Yes. We are totally in opposition to this line crossing midway over our property,
We feel that it will reduce the value of the farm approximately 50%, Those lines are
unsightly to mention the least. Though it is questioned by some, as to the emission of
harmful cancerous fall-out. The many in areas who come down with cancer in areas such
as the afore mentioned, give us a negative attitude.

I value wildlife, and this line will come over a pond I have where geese nest each
year, also deer, and wild turkeys use the back of my farm for a habitat. As well as the
farms of adjoining neighbors.

Yes, we oppose

Floyd & Irene Dodson
1788 Bethlehem Acdy. Rd.
Cecilia, Ky. 42724



FOUNDED 1892

Kentucky Field Office

Comments on 345 kV transmission line between Mill Creek and Hardin
County Sub-stations

Choice of routes no. 1 or alternate route no. 2

March 6, 2006

To members of the Public Service Commission:

My name is Aloma Williams Dew and | am here representing the Sierra
Club as an Associate Midwest Representative. My address is 2015 Griffith
Place East, Owensboro, KY. 4230I.

We are here once again to discuss why existing rights of way,
transmission lines, and corridors are not being used for the proposed
transmission lines which will come through Hardin County and the wild-life
area of Dennis and Cathy Cunningham and other’s properties. Our
addiction to cheap electricity and development is leading us to
destruction of the very things that make Kentucky appealing; destruction
of our children’s right to a future where there are areas of natural beauty
and wildlife sanctuary. We think these intangible values must be
considered in the siting of power lines.

The Sierra Club is concerned about the environmental and visual impact
on an area of land that contains wetlands, is in an important bird migration
route, and has been set aside to protect an area of open space for wildlife
habitat. Your criteria for areas with low numbers of structures is
commendable, but we feel you must also consider the irreparable loss of
open spaces, wooded areas and wet lands in the state and how this will
affect future generations. The dollar value of these kinds of areas may not
be factored into your evaluations, but there is no way to set a dollar value
on these important lands for the future of our environmental well-being.

The Cunninghams have spent time and money to preserve this special
place which is now threatened with all the problems of construction of
transmission lines. Their economic well-being is threatened by this
project—Iloss of usable farmland and the income from that source; loss of
timber due to clear cutting of the forest and the resultant loss of income

2015 Griffith Place East, Owensboro, KY 42301 = (270) 685-2034 FAX (270) 691- 070 ] '_ £ 5



from sustainable logging in the future; danger to migrating birds from
power lines—it has been established that this is a rare resting area for
Sand Hill Cranes , and at least one Whooping Crane has been documented
on this property. As herbicides are routinely sprayed in the area of power
lines, there will be water and soil pollution from the herbicides used. This
can be a long-term impact on wildlife, water quality, and the
environmental and human health of the area. The disruption caused by
construction will have a negative impact on wildlife pathways and destroy
habitat. Cathy Cunningham has said that to see a Whooping Crane on
ones property is to be touched by the hand of God—I doubt that such a
feeling will be raised by power lines and the resultant destruction.

| would like to ask about night lighting and night light pollution. Because
this will have a definite negative impact on residents and wildlife. |
assume you will do light-of-sight computer modeling to establish APE for
visual impacts, including night impacts. This impact will be much larger
than the direct construction impact and needs to be carefully studied.

There will be lowering of property value because of the visual impact, fear
of health risks, and dissecting of prime lands. The Cunninghams will be
deprived of the use of their property such as developing lots for their
children or for sale in the future. One has to ask who profits most. It
surely is not the present property owners.

The routes selected will cut apart farms such as the Cunninghams. This
results in the loss of a sense of place, valuable riparian zones, and lost
property value, and loss of usable farmland.

We would ask you, in weighing your decision, to consider choosing a
route using existing right of way and consider the high value of
agriculture, history, and culture, habitat destruction, loss of farmland, and
loss of future use and income of property. This area supports important
wildlife habitat, which would be disturbed and displaced, that is important
to the ecological health of the area, and ultimately, all of us.

Thank you for your attention. Please consider all these facto%akmg

your final decision. (\de VE)/W adia Ao



W. H. GRADDY & ASSOCIATES

Attorneys at Law
103 Railroad Street
P.O. Box 4307
Midway, KY 40347

W. Henry Graddy, IV Telephone: (859) 846-4905
Elizabeth R. Bennett Facsimile: (859) 846-4914
March 6. 2006 E-mail: hgraddy@aol.com

Hon. Mark David Goss, Chairman, and Members
Kentucky Public Service Commission

211 Sower Blvd.

P.O. Box 615

Frankfort, Kentucky 40602

Re: Joint Application of Louisville Gas and Electric, et al., in Jeﬁérson, Bullitt,
Meade and Hardin Counties, Kentucky, Case No. 2005-00467 and Case No.
2005-00472.

Dear Mr. Goss and Commission Members:

Cathy L. Cunningham and Dennis L. Cunningham, CDH Preserve, LLC and Lisa
Harrison and Jennifer Harding, (hereinafter “Cunninghams”) submit the following
COMMENTS AT THE PUBLIC HEARING, in Elizabethtown, Ky. on March 6, 2006, as
per the orders of the Kentucky Public Service Commission (“PSC”).

BACKGROUND

The above two applications are related to an earlier PSC proceeding, Case No.
2005-00142, where Mr. Bob Griffith and | also represented Cathy and Dennis
Cunningham. That case involved a 41.9 mile 345kV transmission line from the Mill
Creek facility in Jefferson County through Bullitt, Meade to the Hardin County
substation, at a projected cost of $59.1 million (“MC to HC line”). Cunninghams and
many other members of the public asked the PSC to find that the transmission line was
not needed, based upon three related but different arguments.

a.  The MC to HC line is dependent upon the permitting and construction of
Trimble County No. 2 facility, in Trimble County (“TC2"). Last summer,
this facility had not received a Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity (“CPCN").

b. The MC to HC line is actually not needed when TC2 comes on line, but
is expected to be needed 5 to 8 years after TC2 comes on line, so that
it is not a present need.




C. There are available management options, technologies and materials
that may address the “upcoming voltage problems” without the need to
construct the MC to HC line, that do not appear to have been
investigated by LG& E/KU.

The PSC did not agree. However, on September 8, 2005, the PSC did agree
with the Cunninghams that LG&E/KU failed to “comprehensively consider the use of
existing corridors in planning future transmission” and that this lack of information
prevented the PSC from being able to determine whether LG&E/KU complied with the
standards enunciated in the 1952 Kentucky Ulilities case that warned against “multiple
sets of right of ways and a cluttering of the land with poles and wires. The PSC invited
LG&E/KU to reapply “after the Company has conducted a more thorough review of all
reasonable alternatives, including locating the line partially or fully along existing
transmission corridors.” Page 11.

The PSC also criticized the LG&E/KU response to public comments.

The PSC decided Case No. 2005-00142 after deciding Case No. 2005-00089.
This case involved a 6.9 mile 138 kV transmission line proposed to be routed through
the Daniel Boone National Forest, at an estimated cost of $4.9 million dollars. That
hearing focused on alternatives that would avoid the Forest. One alternative discussed
in the PSC order would avoid the Forest, and was electrically equivalent, but was 3.7
miles longer, and the additional cost was estimated to be slightly more than $1,000,000
more than the route that EKPC preferred. The PSC decision in Case No. 2005-00142
made express reference to the PSC decision in Case No. 2005-00089.

See also PSC Case No. 2005-00207, where the PSC was presented with more
details about the EPRI and GTC (Georgia Transmission Corp.) model used in that case
(and in these cases) and found this could be “problematic for utilities that employ it in
future applications of this type.” PSC suggested that the model should be calibrated
based upon Kentucky stakeholders rather than Georgia stakeholders. Page 9.

THE LG&E/KU RESPONSE

LG&E/KU responded to the September 8, 2005 order in Case No. 2005-00142 by
participating in an “Informal Staff conference” on October 4, 2005, to seek further
clarification of what the PSC intended from companies seeking transmission line
approval. Two months and 18 days later, LG&E/KU filed an application that followed
almost exactly route that was the subject of PSC No. 2005-00142, except that the line
that went across the Cunningham lake was moved several hundred feet to the edge of
the lake. This application was also for 41.9 miles, but the cost was reported to be $56.7
million. The length has now been revised to 42.03 miles, and the cost increased to
$57.7 million.



LG&E/KU filed a second application that closely follows the first application route,
but does not cross the Cunninghams’ property. This Route #2 still crosses through miles
of open land in Meade and Hardin County that lie outside of any utility or transportation
corridor.

L.G&E/KU wants the PSC to find that in that period from October 4 to December
22, 2005, it followed the PSC instructions to comprehensively consider the use of
existing corridors, that it has conducted a more thorough review of all reasonable
alternatives, and that it has responded in good faith to the concerns raised when we
considered the route last July 12, 2005.

We ask the PSC to find that LG&E/KU did not follow the instructions from the
PSC and to disapprove both applications and to give LG&E/KU more explicit
instructions on locating transmission lines in Kentucky in a way that “comprehensively
considers the use of existing corridors” and that more fully implements the letter and the
spirit of KRS 278.020 as amended in 2004.

We have been given two applications that appear to have examined 156 line
segments that resulted in 1,203 different routes. These were narrowed to 700 routes.
We have been given an immense amount of data, but it is virtually impossible to get
beyond the computer generated model runs and determine what the actual impacts of
various routes will be.

We do know this:

ROUTE ACQ achieves near complete collocation: 98.9% at a cost of $74.6 million.
ROUTE ACU accomplishes 88.1 % collocation at a cost of $73.1 million

ROUTE ADC accomplishes 83.7 % collocation at a cost of 71.5 million.

ROUTE ADS accomplishes 79.8 % collocation at a cost of $72.3 million.

ROUTE ADK accomplishes 77.1 % collocation at a cost of $67.8 million

The routes are located within 3000 feet of 1 National Register of Historic Structures

ROUTE AGU accomplishes 73.0 % collocation at a cost of $66.9 million.
This route is within 3000 feet of 2 NRHP structures.

Were any of these routes selected? No.

Application 2005-00467, crossing the Cunningham property is:

ROUTE AJU which accomplishes 57.3% collocation at a cost of $57.7 million
Application 2005-00472, following much of the same route is:

ROUTE AJW which accomplishes 67.7 % collocation at a cost of $61.0 million
Both are within 3000 feet of 2 (or more) NRHP structures.

The above information is from the Liberty Report to the PSC filed February 27,
2006. The Liberty Report does not discuss these routes:
ROUTE E which accomplishes 96.9 % collocation at a cost of $76 million (5 res)



ROUTE G which accomplishes 96% collocation at a cost of $74 million (4 res)
ROUTE AGW which accomplishes 72 % collocation at a cost of $69 million (3 res)
ROUTE ADG which accomplishes 78% collocation at a cost of $68 million

Of the ten (10) routes that we have been able to identify to date that accomplish
better collocation that either of the two pending applications, seven (7) are located in the
“BREC basket” and three (3) are in the “Crossover basket” - a strong argument that
LG&E/KU needs to go back to the drawing board and look much more carefully at
routes through the “BREC Basket.”

“Looking more carefully” is probably too generous. There is no evidence in what
we have been provided that LGE&E/KU ever actually looked at the residences and
historic properties impacted by the alternative routes. What is clear is that there are a
number of routes that do a better job of collocating than the two routes that LG&E/KU
have submitted to the PSC.

Based upon what we have been provided in the application, it appears that
L.G&E/KU failed to use the EPRI & GTC model to help select the best route — to select
the route that maximized collocation — instead, it appears the LG&E/KU simply used the
model to seek to put a veneer of respectability on their pre-selected choice.

This approach misuses the model and gets in the way of a good faith,
transparent and objective analysis of alternatives. The model should be used not to
justify a decision already made — the model should start with a blank slate. The model
is to help focus on the areas with the greatest likelihood of having the best route. If
collocation is the desired objective, the model helps find the best areas to study - but
the model does not take the place of a comprehensive consideration of the use of
existing corridors. That comprehensive consideration requires LG&E/KU to get on the
ground to look at more than one alternative.

That conclusion is based upon the information submitted by LG&E/KU in support
of the applications which was derived from an industry software package used by Linear
Projects and Photo Science, the company that the PSC referred to in the September 8,
2005 order on Case 2005-00142. We now know that the industry software was based
upon stakeholder participation from Georgia — not from Kentucky.

LG&E and KU are to be commended for joining with EKPC to assemble
Kentucky stakeholders last week in Lexington to begin the process of revising the
Georgia model to more accurately reflect the interests and objectives of Kentuckians.
But it would be a waste of time and resources to not use the input from those Kentucky
stakeholders to help decide the best location for a new Kentucky transmission line.

We have the time to do this right. The PSC order in Case No. 2005-00142 on
September 8, 2005 found that the MC to HC line was needed and will be required upon
the commencement of operations at TC2. Page 6. This finding was clearly contrary to
the evidence. LG&E/KU has conceded that the MC to HC line will “possibly” be needed



within 5 to 8 years after TC2 begins commercial operation. According to LG&E/KU,
TC2 is not needed until 2010

Case No. 2005-00142, Hearing Transcript, page 69:
Q: I'm asking what are the immediate needs of LG&E/KU. What is needed now?
A: TC2 is not required for today...
Q: So then TC2 itself is a future need?
A: Thatis correct.
Page 70:
Q: And the Mill Creek to Hardin County line is future beyond that future?

A. In general, | would agree with that statement, but, again, when we plan we
plan for the long term, not the short term.

Page 74.
Q: Yet, where this line is not needed until 2015 -2018 at the earliest based upon
the LG&E/KU estimates, which are in dispute, the applicants want to start right
of way acquisition as soon as the PSC grants approval.
A. “As soon as possible; yes.”

Mr. Johnson was asked about the statement that appears of Data Response to
PSC Question 10, page 3 of 7, “This area of the LG&E transmission system is expected
to potentially have marginal voltage problems in the future.” He defined “potential” as,
“[T]hat there is a possibility that there could be could be voltage issues in the future.”
Page 121, lines 2 through 4. The witness agreed that the word “marginal” would
describe the magnitude of the problem from an engineering standpoint. Lines 8 through
10.

Today — there is no reasonable justification to use the Georgia model to help
select a Kentucky transmission line route. We think that the PSC instruction to LG&E
and KU and all Kentucky companies to consider the concerns of impacted property
owners in good faith implied an instruction to improve the tools that LG&E/KU uses so
they would apply to this state.

This Line Is Not A Present Need,
Therefore It Is Not Prudent To Approve This Line At This Time.

The Cunninghams also argued that LG&E/KU has acknowledged softness in
their claimed need for TC2 where, in 2005, they revised their 2002 integrated medium
and long-term energy forecasts, by about 3 percent, which allowed LG&E/KU to defer
the TC2 generation schedule from 2007 to 2010. See Liberty Report, page [I-12.
Cunninghams argued that LG&E/KU, and their supporting study by MISO, Midwest
Independent System Operator, and Liberty appear to agree that the Mill Creek to Hardin
County transmission line that is the subject of this application is not needed for TC2
when it comes on line, but that it is predicted to be needed to meet an upcoming voltage
problem “within 5 to 8 years after TC2 began commercial operation....” Liberty, page Ill-



4. Liberty continues: “At some point in the future, this 345 kV line from Mill Creek to
Hardin County (Liberty Facility #G) will be needed.” Liberty, page Ill-4.

The February 27, 2006 Liberty Report includes a revised Load Forecast for 2015,

at page Ill-3, comparing the LG&E summer load forecasts:
2004 Summer Load (MW) 2005 Summer Load (MW)

LG&E 3147 3133
This revision downward of about 0.44% was described by Liberty as “only a very small
difference” but that report failed to discuss this reduction in the context of the
observation in the earlier Liberty Report in Case No. 2005-00142 which noted the earlier
downward revision from the 2002 load estimates.

Based upon the foregoing, the Cunninghams continue to dispute the need for the
MC to HC line.

The Cunninghams disputed, and will continue to dispute the claim of need where
neither LG&E/KU nor MISO, nor Liberty conducted an evaluation of the “upcoming
voltage problems” in Hardin County from the perspective of whether other utilities, such
as East Kentucky Power Cooperative/Big Rivers Electric or Warren RECC/East
Kentucky Power or Peabody Coal/Thoroughbred will or may construct facilities that will
address the “upcoming voltage problems.” The Cunninghams argued before and will
continue to dispute the claim of need where there may be other “ancillary service”
options that may address the “upcoming voltage problems” that deserve to be
investigated fully before the Public Service Commission should take action that would
approve this transmission line.

The Cunninghams called and pian to recall Geoffrey Young, who testified that
there were a number of alternatives that should be investigated by the applicants that
could make the 345 kV transmission line from Mill Creek to Hardin County unnecessary,
but that these alternatives had not been investigated according to the information filed
with the application and the LG&E/KU data response.

CONCLUSION

The 2004 Amendments to KRS 278.020 included what is now Section (8) of that
statute. That section contains the following final sentence.

The issuance by the commission of a certificate that public
convenience and necessity require the construction of an electric
transmission line shall be deemed to be a determination by the
commission that, as of the date of issuance, the construction of the
line is a prudent investment.

The applicants, LG&E/KU, have again failed to carry the burden to establish that
at the present time the construction of the Mill Creek to Hardin County 345 kV
transmission line — routed through the Cunningham wildlife property as Route 1 — or the



nearby Route 2 - are prudent investments. The evidence is to the contrary. Prudence
requires careful investigation before construction. Under the requirements of KRS
278.020, and the standards of Kentucky Ultilities (1952), and to be consistent with the
orders of the PSC in Case No 2005-00089 and in Case No. 2005-00142, the LG&E/KU
application for the Mill Creek to Hardin County transmission line must be denied.

é’\@“\((" ,
 HehryGraddy, IV /

Hizabeth R. Bennett

Res?iectfully submitte

Cc:  Hon. Bob Griffith
Cathy and Dennis Cunningham
l.isa Harrison
Jennifer Harding
LG&E/KU Representative at Public Hearing

D:Wwp\ENWVACunningham\2006\final CommentsPublic Hearing3.6.06.doc



ATTENTION: The Kentucky Public Service Commission
RE: Case No. 2005-00472

Comments at Public Hearing - March 6, 2006

I wish to express my concerns regarding the alternative route for the
construction of a proposed electric transmission line across my property.

Once upon a time, some years back, it was like knock, knock at the door, I
said, who is it, the answer was “eminent domain” and according to some
geologists’ reports we think your land has a lot of water under it. On
December §, 2005, it was knock, knock again, and I wondered who is it. 1
couldn’t believe it, there it was again- “eminent domain” saying as an
alternative route we may need to use your property for the construction of a
proposed electric transmission line. I hope that got your attention. It did mine.

I hope you can see why I have concerns. This property has already been
affected by “eminent domain”. The very field for the proposed transmission
line already has an easement along the back to a local water district leading to
Rough Creek. This proposed route would mean the back of the field with an
easement to a water district and the front of the field with an easement to an
electric company.

The front of the field for the proposed transmission line is frontage on
St. John Road. The front corner and along Gray Lane, where the line would
cross the field and exit the property, is the prime area for family building in
the future. Also, any future plans for development of this property could be
hindered by this transmission line.

The remainder of my property across Gray Lane is also affected by
“eminent domain”. The water district has a well, easements and a line
running across the property. I’'m sure this has affected the use of the land and
the financial value of the property.

It is a very sincere request I make to the Kentucky Public Service
Commussion when I ask you to please take into consideration the sacrifice I
have already made for “eminent domain” and to take a close look at how one
field would be affected by “eminent domain™ by two different utility
companies.

Thank you for taking into consideration my concerns.

Loetta G. Morris, Property Owner
612 Cherrywood Dr.
Elizabethtown, KY 427021
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Public Service Commission of
Kentucky will hold a public hearing on
March 6, 2006, at 6:00 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, at the Pritchard
Community Center located at 404 South
Mulberrry  Street in  Elizabethtown,
Kentucky for the purpose of hearing local
public comments regarding Case Nos.
2005-00467 and 2005-00472, which
are Joint Applications of Louisville Gas
and Electric Company and Kentucky
Utilities Company for the Construction of
Transmission Facilities in Jefferson,
Buliitt, Meade, and Hardin Counties in
Kentucky.

LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
220 West Main Street
Louisville, Kentucky

KENTUCKY UTILITIES COMPANY
One Quality Street
Lexington, Kentucky
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: Mon. - Fri. 8-5 Accessories Louisville, Kentucky

'g Sat. 8-12 KENTUCKY UTILITIES COMPANY
Phone (270) 351-7800 2480 8. Dixie Blvd. One Quality Street

Radoliff
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For All
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Your Electrical Needs
Your Complete Lighting Showroom
Lighting consultants available to help you.

Fax (270) 351-7805

Radcliff, KY 40160

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
The Public Service Commission of Kentucky will hold a
public hearing on March 6, 2006, at 6:00 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, at the Pritchard Community Center located
at 404 South Mulberry Street in Elizabethtown, Kentucky,
for the purpose of hearing local public comments regard-:
ing Case Nos. 2005-00467 and 2005-00472, which are
Joint Applications of Louisville Gas and Electric Company
and Kentucky Utilities Gompany for the Construction of
Transmission Facilities in Jefferson, Bullit, Meade, and
Hardin Counties in Kentucky.
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
220 West Main Street

Lexington, Kentucky

e
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MITCHELL HIBBS'
has made apphcahon;
to operate a-place of
entertainment at THF
RAINBOW TAVERN*
located at 6419 Flaherty:
Road, Vine Grove, KY,
40175. Any person
desiring to oppose the’
permit shall file in writ-;
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Public Service Commission of Kentucky will hold a
public hearing on March 6, 2006, at 6:00 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, at the Pritchard Community Center located
at 404 South Mulberry Street in Elizabethtown, Kentucky,
for the purpose of hearing local public comments regard-
ing Case Nos. 2005-00467 and 2005-00472, which are
Joint Applications of Louisville Gas and Electric Company
and Kentucky Utilities Company for the Construction of
Transmission Facilities in Jefferson, Bullitt, Meade, -and
Hardin Counties in Kentucky.
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
220 West Main Street
Louisville, Kentucky
KENTUCKY UTILITIES COMPANY
One Quality Street
Lexington, Kentucky

CATERING, BARTENDERS, SERVERS, full or

part time. Mostly evenings, experience preferred.

Apply in person 2 p.m. to 5 p.m. Monday-
Saturday at Stone Hearth Restaurant, 1001 N.
Mulberry St., Elizabethtown. No phone calls
please.

(~ GET INTHE FAST LANE

Kentucky Kids
Consignment Sale
is Back!

FRIDAY, MARCH 3
9 a.m. to 6 p.m.
SATURDAY, MARCH 4
9a.m.to 2 p.m.

226 College Street
(behind E'town Poiice Station)
Get everything kids need for

summer!
859-296-0647

www.kykidsconsignmentsales.com

TO A NEW CAREER!
C.D.L. Training Services & Consulting, Inc.

Located at and contracted with
ELIZABETHTOWN COMMUNITY
& TECHNICAL COLLEGE

* 4 Week Program
* Day or Evening Programs
* Job Placement Assistance

* WIA approved

Call Now!
1-888-503-5151

Licensed by Kentucky State Board

_FARM FOR SALE — 93 acres in

Hardin County. Days, 270-737-9954;

weekends or after 5:30 p.m., 270-
737-7824.

Your dedication to the road is why millions of Americans have food on their

tables and ciothes on their backs.

You deserve the best company and the finest compensation

the industry has to offer.
e Experience rewarded but not required

¢ Company-paid CDL training for qualified candidates

« $35,500-$58,500 (depending on experience)
* Immediate benefits for experienced drivers

» Sign-on bonus may apply

With Schneider’s benefits and your dedication, the sky is the limit.

4 Apply Onfline @ schneiderjobs.com
i Orcall1 -800-44-PRIDE (1-800-447-7438)

[S1i=ilN ol

for Proprietary Education

FURNISHED MOTEL
ROOWM/2 BR MOBILE
HOMES — All utilities paid -
Free HBO. $70 weekly and uj
769-6771.

NEW ON MARKET, 2 bedroom, 1 bath house, 1 1/2
story, new carpet, new cabinets, roof, covered porches,
Brandenburg, $65,500/$5,000 down.

BRANDY CHASE

Radcliff Apartmenis

e Clean 1 & 2 bedroom

¢ New Paint & Carpets

» Central Heat & A/C
e Great Quiet Location
* On-Site Laundry

» On-Site Owner/Manager
» Military/Senior Discount

» Compare our specials

(270) 352-0606

1 ACRE, 2 BEDROOM HOUSE, 1 bath,-full basement,
stephensburg, city water, fireplace, $79,900/$7,500 dn.

1.6 ACRES, set up for mobile or modular home, KY 86
near 1357, Hardin Co., $21,500/$1,500 down.

(800) 422-4997 or 877-6366
www,mhdrealty.com

We dare to compare

TALLEY OAK STABLES -
Private | mecnns- Birthdav
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LEASE WITH OPTION TO
BUY 3 bedroom, 2 full bath,
brick ranch w/full basement,
,approximately 1,700 sq ft of liv-
ing space, 10’ ceilings, gas fire-

place, large eat in kitchen
wlappliances, pantry, utility
room, master suite. Located in
the city. $1,150 per month or
$208,000 Call (502) 744-5533.

LET KY LAND OF E'TOWN
Help You Find the Perfect
Home or Lot. Many Listings to
Choose from in Central Ky, We
Will Buy or Trade for Your
Property. Cash Paid. We Wil
Finance Anyone. Call Ky Land
at 737-2111 or
1-800-737-6030.

MOBILE HOME AND LAND -
3 bedroom, 2 bath, city water,
2 new decks, very clean and
nice located on 1/2 acre west

of Elizabethtown, near
Vertrees on  Hwy.  920.
$45,500. $4500 down.

$454/month. www.kentucky-
land.com. Call (270) 351-4977
or 1-800-336-6331.

MUNFORDVILLE, KY - 1582
North Main St.(US 31-W Near
1-65 Exit) 2300+ sq. ft. of living
area. 4 Bedrooms, 2 Full bath-
s, Two 1/2 baths, living/dining
room combo, den, large family
room, eat in kitchen, Lots of
cabinets, new glasstop range
and hood, carpet throughout,
fireplace w/barbecue grifl, large
patio, five year old gas furnace
and central A/C, move in con-
dition, Large closets, Also Tay-
lor Outdoor wood furnace, one
year old. 16 acres of woods
and grass. pond, combination
barn, 24x32 garage/workshop.
Blacktop driveway. $175,000.
Call (270) 524-0824 or (270)
537-5752 or 537-5757 email
kessler@scrtc.com

NO MONEY DOWN- $0 Clos-
ing Costs on 3 or 4 bedroom
homes new or existing. Good
or bad credit call Tim at Gold
Star Realty to qualify (270)
766-7688, or 270-765-3999.

OPEN HOUSE Sunday 2/26
1-3 pm. $1100 Below Apprais-
al. 104 Lavon Ave., Vine Grov-
e, 1375 sq.ft., 3 bedroom,
brick, 1.5 bath. New heat pump
& front door, Mouser oak cabi-
nets. Buck wood stove, 12x18
shed (electric), fenced yard.
Price, $86,900. Appraisal price
$88,000. Call (270) 737-6616.

PATIO HOME - for sale by
owner. 1550 sq.ft. 2 bedrocom,
2 full bath, large great room,
with vaulted ceilings. 2 car at-
tached garage, patio with pri-
vacy fence, city water, sewer,
all electric utiliies, $50 a month
maintenance fee. 15 minutes
from Ft.Knox, 256 minutes from
Louisville, 2 minutes from 1-65.

— Lebanon Jot. $119,000. Call

502-833-1723.
REDUCED! BY CWNER - Un-

5 ACRES Set up for mobule,

city water, septic, driveway,
Meade Co. $44,500, $1500
down. (270) 735-3581 and
1-800-422-4997 or  (270)
877-6366 www.mhdrealty.com

APPROXIMATELY 300 AC-
RES near Custer, approxi-
mately 175 acres is good crop
land, farm house, single wide,
barns, toolshed, pond, $1,850
per acre. Gall (270) 877-1350
visit www.kylandcompany.com

LAND FOR SALE - 8.9 acres
in Hodgenville near Lincoln
Hills Zoned residential/with
some commercial frontage.
466 feet of road frontage on
Hwy 210. Platted for residential
development. Price at $89,900.
Call Sandy or Steve
(owner/brokers) at RE/Max Ex-
ecutive Group 765-9097 or
737-7737

NEW HOUSING DEVELOP-
MENT - Brentwood Estates
Subdivision, new Glendale Rd.,
Hwy, 1136. Great building
sites, restricted. Prices starting
at $19,000. The Land Store,
270-737-0399.

ONE ACRE TRACTS - Heavy
industrial, E'town area,
$25,000. Land Store 737-0399.

ltems

@@5 Wanted

Heavy
duty gooseneck trailer, up to
200 Iong Call 270-358-4415,

“ﬁ@@

LOOKING TO BUY -

Roommate
Wanted

LOOKING FOR ROOMMATE -
in Rineyville. Quiet, new subdi-
vision, with furnished base-
ment. Utilities, cable, trash, &
water included. $500 per mon-
th, $500 deposit, no lease re-
quired. Call 270-300-3949

Legal
Notices

300

PURSUANT TO KRS 359-230
Heartland Self Storage, 1117
N. Miles St. and Mini Max Self
Storage 630 Westport Rd, Eliz-
abethtown, KY. 42701 will offer
for public sale the contents of
certain storage spaces. James
Brasfield; Andrea Pavek; Terri
Partain; Joyce Wilson; Tracy
Ellis; Amy Burchfield; Tawnya
Coatie; Angela Larson;. Tanya
Shaker; Paul Grundy; ‘Ashley
Middleton; Patrick Graham;
Reginald Mattingly; William
Vessels; Anita Crain; Walter
Terry; Timothy Webb; Monroe
Stillwell; Terry Whitacre; Mike
Ireland; Ashley White; Debra.
Duvall; David Boone; Tamera
Lunsford; John Boswell; Dustin
Rogers; Michael Bray; Larry El-
dridge; Mark Bernard; Earlene
Hall; Robin Mcintire; Gary Si

mon. Units will be shown and
sealed bids will be accepted at.
3:30 PM Heartiand And 4:30
PM ‘Mini Max Self Storage,
February 24th, 2006. Heartland
And Mifi Max Self Storage re-
serve the right to reject any or
all bids.

;Legal
Notices

300

NOTICE OF PUBL‘C HEARING

The Public Service Commissiofi of Kentucky will hold a
public hearing on March 8, 2006; at 6:00 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, at the Pritchard Community Center located
at 404 South Mulberry Street in Elizabethtown, Kentucky,
for the purpose of hearing local public comments regard-
ing Case Nos. 2005-00467 and 2005-00472, which are
Joint Applications of Louisville Gas and Electric Company
and Kentucky Utilities Company for the Construction of
Transmission Facilities in Jefferson, Bullitt, Meade, and
Hardin Counties in Kentucky.
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
220 West Main Street
Louisville, Kentucky
KENTUCKY UTILITIES COMPANY
One Quality Street
Lexington, Kentucky

der $90,000. Well maintained &}

Bedford stone home in E'town

city limits with nice lots. Sun- &
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
The Public Service Commission of Kentucky
will hold a public hearing on March 6, 2006, at
6:00 p.m., Eastern Standard Time, at the
Pritchard Community Center located at 404
South Mulberry Street in Elizabsthtown, Ken-
tucky, for the purpose of hearing local public
comments regarding Case Nos. 2005-00467
and 2005-00472, which are Joint Applications
of Louisville Gas and Electric Company and
Kentucky Utilities Company for the Construc-
tion of Transmission Facilities in Jefferson,
Bullitt, Meade, and Hardin Counties in Ken-
tucky.
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC
COMPANY
220 West Main Street
Louisville, Kentucky .
KENTUCKY UTILITIES COMPANY
One Quality Street

Lexington, Kentucky

Legal Hotices

COMMISSIONER SALE
DANIEL T. ALBERS, SR., MASTER COMMISSIONER
The office of the Jefferson Circuit Court
Commissioner has been ordered 1o sale the following
properties at public auction on Tuesday, February 21,
2006 at 10:00 a.m. fo the highest bidder pursuani o
judgments entered in the following actions af the Old
Jail Blda. located at 514 W Liberty St, Lou, Ky. All
property shall be sold according to the legal descrip-
tion & on ferms of deposit due af sale, 1/4 cash down
due in 30 days & the balance due in 6 months bearing
interest af the rate of 12% per annum from the date of
sale, including bond compliance per KRS 426.705 with-
in 30 days. Buyers are responsible for reviewing the
Court Clerk records & the actual 4udgment -& order of
sale entered in each court record fo dejermine if there
are other encumbrances associated with each proper-
{y. The Commissioners Office, Circuit Court and
Counsel do not warrant fitle, Detailed information
regarding the mariner in which each property shall be
sold is available for public viewing at
WWW.JCOMM.ORG, the handbills & appraisal book
may be viewed af the Commissioners Office & the offi-
cial court record may be viewed at the Circuit Court
Clerks Office, i )
1-05C108611; KHC v M Klein; 2816 Smilax Ave; Ami to
be rsd-$91,736.45; Dep-$4500
2-05C107855; Decision 1 v S Johnson; 5815 Crockett Dr;
Amft 1o be rsd-$91,040.54; Dep-$4500
3-05C106986; EguiCredit v H Webster; 1305 S 41st St;
Ami 1o be rsd-$18,597.28; Dep-$150 i
4-05C105431; DLJ Mig v, M Gaines; 4035 Addison Ln;
Amt to be rsd-$111,031.27; Dep-$5000
5-05C104394; Wells Fargo v A Owen; 1228 Beech 5t;
£62,183.67; Dep-$3500
5C101963; Manuf & T
Main St; Amt to be rsd-$41,512.01; Dep-$2500
7-05C.[00354; Wells Fargo v S McCoy-Thomas; 253
Cecil Ave; Ami fo be rsd-$99,308.57; Dep-$4500
8-01C100883; Bk of NY v J Abernathy; 3414 Hudson
Ave; Amt 1o be rsd-$50,518.10; Dep-$3000 .
9-05C103501; G Goldsmiih v K Peters; 1725 Wilson
Ave; Amt 1o be rsd-$24,660.12; Dep-$2000 -
10-05C105170; 5th 3rd v R Perera; 516 inverness Ave;
Amft 1o be rsd-598,204.52; Dep-54500
11-05C107235; KHC v D Haney; 4813 Tipton Pl; Amt fo
be rsd-$70,219.44; Dep-$3500
12-05C107233; KHC v R Turner; 13313 Horncastle Way;
Amt 10 be rsd-§44,554.94; Dep-$25

1 KHCv C Newf%ra; 4409 Clarene Dr; Amt

HC Marcum; 3441 Glendale Ave;
Amt {o be rsd-$65,202.59; Dep-$3500
15-00C105346; Bankers Tr v D Schmidt; 8738 Lantern
Lite Pkwy; Amt 1o be rsd-$142,729,42; Dep-$5500
16-02C107262; Principal Res Mig v R Singer; 9114
&Lrj‘g'l‘,urn Woods C1; Amt to be rsd-$266,070.79; Dep-

550 Accounting

552 Administrative

554 Advertising

556 Automotive

558 Childcare

560 Computer/Technology

562 Construction_

564 Creative/Design

566 Customer Services

568 Drivers,

570 Education

571 Electrical

5§72 Engineering

573 Entertainment

574 Finance

576 Food Services

578 Government

580 Healthcare |

581 Hotel/Hospitality

582 HVAC

584 Human Resources

586 Insurance

588 Janitorial

589 Legal R

590 Manufacturing

591 Management

592 Office/Clerical

534 Part Time

ggg Srofesrst;;)&al ¢
roperty Managemen

600 Plumbing

602 Restaurant

604 Retail

606 Sales

608 Seasonal

610 Security Services

611 Skilled Labor

612 Social Services

614 Telemarketing

615 Warehouse

616 General N

618 Employment Agencies

620 Job Information

622 Employment Wanted

624 Private Care

626 Domestic Care

courier-journal.com

Legal Hotices

CLASSIFIED |

ANOTHER CLASSIFIED SERVE
(£ THE COURIER-
JOURNAL cannat dis-
close the identity of any
advertiser using a box
number, However, read-
ers interested in a posi-
tion offered, but desir-
ing to avoid sending a
resume to certain com-
anies can do so. Ad-
ress your reply to the
box number and place it
in an envelope ad-
dressed to Classified
Blind Box Service,
Courier-Journal, 525 W,
Broadway, Louisville, KY
40202, along with a note
listing the companies
you do not want your
reply to reach. If the ad-
vertiser is anyone on
yos.tlr list,iwe wlllI de-
stroy your reply.
CHEC! ARK
Be sure to use the com-
plete box number when
you address your reply.
For example, “Box
0000000.” Complete

. numbers are necessary

to process your re-
sponse.-
Careerbuilder™ Classified
ads really work!

SALESPEDPLE
HEEDED

One of Loulsville's
fargest Toyota
dealers is seeking 4
hard-working, dy-
namic, aggressive
Salespeople.

We offer an excel-
lent benefit pack-
age which in-
cludes health
insurance & 401K
plan.

Apply in person
$ee Rick Donnell
or Ronnie Pence
m&ggg TOYQTA of
=L OUISVILLE
6770 Dixie Hwy

Kentuckiana's workforce
counts on the Career-
builder™ Classifieds to
show them what's avail-
able. Call 582-4381.

The truth is, along with
GREAT cars, GREAT ser-
vice, & GREAT people,
J.p. Byrider offers
GREAT employment
opportunities.

Cali 1-800-673-1096

or check = .
CareerBuilder.com for
current openings

Legal Hotices .

Item No. 04-126.00

NOTICE
PUBLIC AUCTION
FOR REMOVAL OF IMPROVEMENTS ACQUIRED
BY THE COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY
TRANSPORTATION CABINET

A PUBLIC AUCTION will be held on locatjon at

tha Snuthwaest carner of the intersection of

- ary honafl

AUTOMOTIVE

SA )
We are currently seeking
a couple of Salespeople
who are looking for a
good pay plan & benefit
package & a right-sized
sales force.

We have an open floor
plan with the ability to sell
new & used autos. Apply
in person or call for Inter-
view:

Metropolitian-
Lincoln jMercury
6507 Preston Hwy.
Phone: 964-2000

“is seeking:
Service Advisor
Lube Tech
Contact Ernie Meyer or

Terri Combs for more
information at 282-4356

Construction - Louisville
Heavy equipment
training with
Job Placement Assistance.
Bulldozer, Backhoe,
skid Steer & Trackhoe.
Approved Ford Provider!
502-957-6101

American Hea
Equipment Training

DRYWALL METAL STUD
FRAMERS & HANGERS
US Travel and valid so-
cial security card re-
quired, expenses and
overtime paid.
979-992-3181 ext. 240

The Courier-Journal is
fooking for proven Sales !

Closers!! Full-Time, Full

Benefits. Base plus |

Comrmission.
Call 582-4803 Today!

All American CDL Training,
Clarksville, Indiana
No Experience Needed
Get Your 4 Weeks Paid
Training for Class A CDL
or 2 weeks paid training
for Class B CDL. |

Call Us Today
812-285-2401

ATTENTION DRIVERS-

NO EXPERIENCE NECES-
SARY! TMC Transporta-
tion needs entry-level
drivers. $650 Guaran-

teed weekly, potential |

to earn $$% per week
plus benefits and be
HOME ON WEEKENDS!!
For CDL training
Call 1-800-206-7364

DISPATCHER - Load '

finder. Southern IN OTR
Trucking company. Sal-

e hnnncos
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rk Apartments
uring: G

. induding range,
gling fans, WG
ity system, petio
e Units,

ik Park Road

{y. 40218

Biue Lick Rd. at South Park Rd,
wder & 1-65.

¥64-3335 100 - 711

ORDINANCE NO. 2006-02 .
AN ORDINANGE LEVYING REAL PROPERTY AD
VALOREM TAXES =~ AND PROVIDING
ASSESSMENT, EQUALIZATION AND
COLLEGTION PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS
OF KRS 92.280, ET.SEQ,

BE IT ORDAINED, by the City Council of
the City of Fox Chase, Bullitt County, Kentucky as
follows:

SECTION ONE: A real property ad
valorem tax of 0.1451 cents on each $100.00 value
of all property taxable for municipal purposes, except
property assessed by the State, in said City is
hereby for the year 2006 as of January 1, 2005.

SECTION TWQ: Said levy is made for the
purpose of raising revenue to pay salaries of officers
and employees; for the repair and maintenance of
street, pubiic ways, and public buildings in said city;
to pay for lighting city streets; and to pay all proper
charges and legal demands against the city.

SECTION THREE: The assesment made
by the Bullitt County Property Valuation Administrator
for State and County purposes of 2005 shall be and
is hereby adoopted as the assessment for City
purposes. The City tax bills shall be made from the
! county list in the Property Valuariont Administrator’s

Also 1 Bedroom Handicap A
'3 Bedroom Homes Located Throughout the area.

d
502-

ashington Properties®

1, 2 & 3 Bedroom Apartments
ceessible

5.8824

Equal Housing Opportunities

Notices _

Legal
Notices

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The Public Service Commission of Kentucky will hold a
public hearing on March 6, 20086, at 6:00 p.m., Eastern
Standard Time, at the Pritchard Community Center located
at 404 South Mutberry Street in Efizabethtown, Kentucky,
for the purpose of hearing local public comments regard-
ing Case Nos. 2005-00467 and 2005-00472, which are
| Joint Applications of Louisville Gas and Electric Company
and Kentucky Utilities Company for the Construction of
Transmission Facilities in Jefferson, Bullitt, Meade, and |
Hardin Counties in Kentucky. ' "
LOUISVILLE GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
220 West Main Street
Louisville, Kentucky
. KENTUCKY UTILITIES COMPANY
One Quality Street
Lexington, Kentucky

NOTICE i
e Oty of Mt Waeshinaton will be accepting bids on a &
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The Need for the Line

o The need for the line has been established:

—Commission Order dated September 8, 2005, in Case No. 2005-00142 approving the
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for Trimble County Unit 2.
—Immediate need for provision of power by 2010.

—No changed circumstances since the Commission's finding establishing need.
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