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Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

OPINION AND ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION:


Before the Commission for consideration and disposition is the Petition for Appeal of Staff Determination Denying Request for Exclusion of Major Outage Occurring June 15, 2004.  (Petition).  Duquesne Light Company (Duquesne) timely filed the Petition on August 12, 2004, pursuant to Commission Regulations, 52 Pa. Code § 5.44.
History of Proceeding
On July 8, 2004, Duquesne filed a request for exclusion of major outage for reliability reporting purposes in accordance with the requirements of the Commission’s Order entered May 11, 2004, at M-00991220.  (May 11, 2004, Order).  This exclusion request was filed in relation to two separate storm outage interruptions.  The first outage interruption occurred on Monday, June 14, 2004.  This storm interrupted service to approximately 60,000 customers representing 10.34% of Duquesne’s 580,000 customer base.  A Secretarial Letter issued on July 28, 2004,
 granted an exclusion for Duquesne’s customers experiencing service outages directly associated with the weather events of June 14, 2004.  This service interruption met the standards of our Regulations at 52 Pa. Code § 57.192, in that its cause was beyond the control of Duquesne, it impacted more than 10% of Duquesne’s total customers and the duration of the event exceeded 5 minutes.
The subsequent storm outage occurred on Tuesday, June 15, 2004, and affected 10,000 of Duquesne’s 580,000 customers or approximately 1.7 %.  Service was restored in approximately twelve hours.  (July 8, Petition at 1, 2).  This second service interruption was also addressed in the  July 28, 2004 Secretarial Letter which denied the requested exclusion for the customers impacted by the second storm because Duquesne did not provide any justification for inclusion of those customers within the exclusion.  Additionally, the number of customers impacted by this second storm did not meet the 10% threshold requirement of Section 57.192.  
The ultimate issue to be addressed here is the starting and ending times of major events.  This topic was addressed in our May 11, 2004, Order regarding Amended Reliability Benchmarks and Standards for Electric Distribution Companies. (EDCs).  In our Order, we found that the starting and ending times of major events is adequately defined in 52 Pa. Code § 57.192.  (May 11, 2004, Order at 27).  This section of our Regulations also defines Interruption Duration as follows:
A period of time measured to the nearest 1-minute increment which starts when an electric distribution company is notified or becomes aware of an interruption, unless an electric distribution company can determine a more precise estimate of the actual starting time of an interruption, and ends when service is restored.  Interruptions shall be categorized, based on duration, such as momentary or sustained interruptions, or by similar descriptions, as adopted by the IEEE or similar organization identified by the Commission.  This subchapter requires tracking, reporting and evaluation of two categories of interruption duration that will incorporate any changes in the terms used of the definitions of those terms as adopted by the IEEE or Commission order.
(Emphasis added).

When establishing reporting requirements for EDCs, the Commission identified three scenarios wherein certain EDCs had inappropriately claimed service interruptions as major events.  These three scenarios are: 1)  combining two separate storm events, of which only one meets the definition of a major event and one that does not into one major event; 2) the exclusion of outage data from all operating areas when a major event had occurred in only one operating area; and 3) the exclusion of all outage data that took place on any day in which a major event took place, regardless of the actual timeframes in which the major event took place.  (May 11, Order at 28).
It is clear from the definition of Interruption Duration and from the Commission’s basis for establishing reporting requirements to address the three scenarios presented above, that each storm incident must be measured on a stand-alone basis.  That is, the Commission has found that it is inappropriate to combine the impact of two separate storms which can be identified by unique start and end times.  Therefore, we shall deny Duquesne’s Petition.
Conclusion
Based upon our review of the instant Petition, relevant sections of our Regulations and our May 11, 2004 Order, we shall deny Duquesne’s Petition regarding exclusion of the June 15, 2004 service outage: THEREFORE,


IT IS ORDERED:



1.
That the Petition filed by Duquesne Light Company for Appeal from the actions of staff pursuant to 52 Pa. Code § 5.44, is denied.


2.
That this record is marked closed.







BY THE COMMISSION,








James J. McNulty








Secretary

(SEAL)

ORDER ADOPTED:  May 19, 2005
ORDER ENTERED:  May 24, 2005
� 	Pursuant to our May 11, 2004 Order regarding Amended Reliability Benchmarks and Standards for the Electric Distribution Companies, Docket No. M-00991220, the authority to respond to the request (for major event exclusion) is delegated to the Bureau of Fixed Utility Services, which shall notify the filing utility in writing of staff’s determination.  (Order at 33).  The August 16, 2004 Secretarial Letter contains staff’s determination.
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