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Claire Paget 
5651 Taft Avenue 
La Jolla, California 92037 

Dear Ms. Paget: 

June 18, 1976 

Thank you for your letter of June 8, 1976, inquiring 
whether Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., New England Elec­
tric System and Northern States Power Company filed 
according to the requirements of the Political Reform Act. 

There are two requirements for filing statements and 
copies of materials which each of the three companies might 
have under the Political Reform Act. The first require­
ment is that companies which spend $500 or more urging the 
defeat of a ballot measure must file campaign statements 
with the Secretary of State disclosing all expenditures. 
Some of the expenditures which a company may make are not 
included in the amount of money 'Vlhich must be disclosed. 
For instance, the cost of a regularly published newsletter 
or periodical which is circulated to an organization's 
members, employees, shareholders and others is specifically 
excluded. 

The second requirement relates to mass mailings. 
Government Code Section 84305 requires that "a copy of 
every mass mailing in support of or in opposition to a state 
candidate or state measure shall be sent to the Commission 
on the same day on which it is mailed to the public generally." 
Government Code Section 82041.5 defines "mass mailings" as 
two hundred or more identical pieces of mail. 

The Fair Political Practices Commission has insufficient 
information at the present time to determine whether the 
three companies have fully complied with the requirements of 
the Political Reform Act. However, the following information 
should be of assistance to you. 
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We have determined that Northern States Power Company 
has reported expenditures incurred in opposing Proposition 
15 on campaign statements filed with the Secretary of State. 
The Commission has received copies of the Hay 14, 1976, 
mailing sent by Northern States Power Company. New England 
Electric System has also filed campaign statements with the 
Secretary of State. The Fair Political Practices Commission 
has not received a copy of New England Electric System's 
Hay 17, 1976, letter. Pennsylvania Power & Light Company 
has not filed a campaign statement with the Secretary of 
State's Office. The Commission has received a copy of their 
April 27, 1976, mailing. 

As stated above, the staff of the Fair Political Prac­
tices Commission does not have sufficient information at the 
present time to state whether Pennsylvania Power & Light 
Company expended $500 or more in opposing Proposition 15 to 
be required to file campaign statements. We have insufficient 
information about New England Electric System's Hay 17, letter 
to determine whether it was a "mass mailing" within Govern­
ment Code Section 82041.5. Any information you might have 
about additional Pennsylvania Power & Light Company expendi­
tures and the number of California New England Electric 
Systems shareholders would therefore be helpful. 

The staff of the Fair Political Practices Commission 
will be reviewing the campaign statements and mass mailings 
filedin connection with the 15 propositions on the June 8, 
1976, primary ballot. Companies which may have failed to 
file the necessary campaign statements and copies of mass 
mailings will be advised and appropriate action may be taken. 

Thank you for your interest in the Political Reform Act. 
I am enclosing, for your information, a copy of the Political 
Reform Act, as amended. If you have any further questions, 
please feel free to contact me. 

BC:nc 

Enclosure 

bcc: Jeanne Pritchard 

Sincerely, 

;SM./uua C1ht(JktI 
Barbara Campbell 
Counsel, Enforcement 

Division 
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Sincerely, 

PENN YlV NIA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 



NSP 
NORTHERN STATES POWER COMPANY 

D. F. McELROY 
Chairman of the Board 

Dear NSP Shareholder: 

414 NICOLLET MALL 

MINNEAPOLIS. MINNESOTA 55401 

May 14, 1976 

VOTE "NO" ON PROPOSITION 15 

On June 8, Californians will vote on Proposition 15 -- the nuclear initiative. As you 
know, Northern States Power Company does not generate electricity in the State of 
California. However, we feel that we must express our opinion to you because the use 

nuclear power to generate electricity is an issue which concerns the entire country, 
especially those utility companies, such as NSP, which presently produce electricity 
nuclear power. 

The nuclear initiative in California represents a very serious threat to the future of nuclear 
power development in the United States. If it passes, similar legislative measures are 
expected in many other states. The measure is not beil).g promoted as antinuclear, but if it 
passes on June 8, it is expected to result not only in a moratorium on future nuclear plants, 
but also in the eventual shutdown of existing nuclear plants in California. Other states are 

following the example set there. Efforts are underway in some 20 other states to 
bring the nuclear controversy to a vote. Proposition 15, if it passes, is predicted to have 
a crippling effect on the nuclear industry and on the energy picture of the entire country. 

Nuclear power is a vital part of the NSP system. Our experience has illustrated that it is 
a reliable safe and economical way to produce electricity. 

In 1975, one out of every two kilowatt-hours produced by NSP came from its nuclear plants. 
In December, 1975, 58 percent of the electricity we produced came from our three nuclear 
units -- the highest percentage output of nuclear power ever produced on our system. It 
would have required more than 73 million gallons of oil to generate this much electricity, 
which represents an additional fuel cost of more than $17 million. Our analysis of the 
energy situation indicates that the energy gap resulting from shutting down nuclear plants 
cannot be filled by strict conservation measures plus solar, geothermal, tidal and wind 
power. Experts agree that none of these new alternate energy sources can possibly be 
available in sufficient amount for 15 to 25 years, even if we invest all possible resources 
in their development. 

you to study the issues in Proposition 15. Once you have studied the issues, 
rstand the seriousness of the situation. We need your help, and we urge you to 

vote and to vote NO to Proposition 15 on June 8. 

would like additional on the California initiative or on the of 
to the NSP write or call our Communications Department, 

We'll be happy to send you any information you need. 

5:e:y~~ 
D. F. McElroy 



GuY W. NICHOLS 

PRESIDENT ANO CHIEF E)(£':UTl'vE 

Dear "-'<Uti v.!. 

CABLE ADDRESS 
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710-390-0732 


