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Ap p l i c a t i o n o f Duquesne Light Company f o r approval o f i t s 
Restructing Plan under Section 2806 of the Public U t i l i t y Code 

r r -.} 
To Whom I t May Concern: ' KJ' j R 

This i s t o advise you t h a t an Opinion and Order (Order on Third 
Compliance F i l i n g ) has been adopted by the Commission i n Public 
Meeting on December 17, 1998 i n the above e n t i t l e d proceeding. 

An Opinion and Order (Order on Third Compliance F i l i n g ) has been 
enclosed f o r your records. 

Very t r u l y yours, 

James J. McNulty, 
Secretary 
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PENNSYLVANIA 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

Harrisburg, PA. 17105-3265 

Public Meeting held December 17, 1998 
Commissioners Present: 

John M. Quain, Chairman 
Robert K. Bloom, Vice Chainnan 
David W. Rolka 
Nora Mead Brownell 
Aaron Wilson, Jr. 

Application of Duquesne Light R-00974104 
Company for Approval of Restructuring 
Plan Under Section 2806 of the Public 
Utility Code JOCUMENT 

OPINION AND ORDER 
(Order on Third Compliance Filing) D O C K E T E D 

I. INTRODUCTION DEC 2 2 1998 

A. History of the Proceeding 

By motion adopted on May 21, 1998, and by Opinion and Order entered on 

May 29, 1998 (Final Order), the Commission approved a Restructuring Plan for 

Duquesne Light Company (Duquesne or Company) based upon modifications to 

Duquesne's original application in this proceeding. The Commission's Order 

further directed that Duquesne submit a Compliance Filing within twenty days of 

the entry date of the Order. The Compliance Filing was to incorporate all of the 

conclusions and directives contained in the Final Order. 



On June 18^1998, in accordance with the Commission's Final Order, 

Duquesne filed Electric Service Tariff - Pa. P.U.C. No. 18 (Stand-Alone 

Restructuring Plan), Electric Service Tariff - Pa. P.U.C. No. 19 (Merger 

Restructuring Plan), and a proposed "Electric Generation Suppliers Services 

T a r i f f (Supplier Tariff). 

By Opinion and Order entered on August 13, 1998 (Order on Compliance 

Filing), the Commission modified, clarified and corrected the compliance filing, 

thus requiring the filing of a second compliance filing. 

On September 12, 1998, the Company filed its revised Compliance Filing. 

As with the earlier filing, parties filed comments and reply comments on the 

September 12, 1998 filing. 

By Opinion and Order dated October 16, 1998, the Commission accepted in 

part and rejected in part Duquesne's second compliance filing and ordered the 

Company to make a third compliance filing. 

The Company made its third compliance filing on November 4, 1998. On 

November 12, 1998, the Office of Consumer Advocate (OCA) and Duquesne 

Industrial Intervenors (DII) filed comments to the November 4, 1998 filing. The 

Office of Small Business Advocate (OSBA) filed reply comments on 

November 19, 1998. Duquesne filed reply comments on November 20, 1998. 

GMER filed further comments on November 20, 1998. Duquesne filed 

reply comments to GMER's further comments on November 24, 1998. 



The Commission has reviewed Duquesne's Revised Compliance Filing and 

has carefully considered the comments, supplemental comments, and reply 

comments that have been filed. The Commission appreciates the time and effort 

that was expended in preparing the comments and thanks the commenters for their 

assistance. 

It should be noted that some of the electric generation supplier tariff 

provisions discussed below relate to transmission services which are regulated by 

FERC under provisions of the Federal Power Act. We have directed that such 

FERC-jurisdictional provisions be included in Pennsylvania tariffs for 

informational purposes only, and do not assert any state jurisdictional authority 

over such provisions by directing their inclusion in Pennsylvania tariffs. 

II. STRANDED COSTS 

A. Realized Return for T&D Unbundling 

In the Second Order on Compliance Filing, the Commission required 

Duquesne to correct the return used in its unbundling analysis. In response to 

comments by the OSBA, the Commission ordered the Company to recalculate the 

overall system average realized return for 1996 and to use that percentage return in 

a recalculation of transmission and distribution rates. Second Order on Compliance 

Filing, pp. 7-9. At the same time, the Commission required the roll-in of the ECR, 

based upon a purchased power rate of $12.80/Mwh3 in order to properly 

recalculate the realized return for T&D unbundling purposes. 



In the instant filing, Duquesne makes its calculations upon this basis and 

arrives at an 8.57% return. This results in a T&D unbundled rate of 2.14 cents per 

Kwh, or .12 cents per Kwh lower than previously calculated. 

Resolution 

Since no party has contested the Company's recalculated return of 8.57%, 

we accept the realized return employed in the calculation of the unbundled T&D. 

B. Sales Volume 

The Commission required that Duquesne employ the 1999 sales volumes of 

12,519,000 Mwh, as developed by the OCA for the buildup of transmission and 

distribution rates. 

The Company corrected the sales volume in its Revised Compliance Filing 

and provided all necessary data and analysis to support its calculation of the T&D 

unbundling using that 1999 sales volume. 

In its November 12, 1998 comments, the OCA addressed the 1999 sales 

volume employed by Duquesne: 

In calculating the unbundled T&D rate cap, the Commission directed 
the Company to utilize the 1999 sales volumes of 12,519,000,000 
kWh. Second Compliance Order at 9-10. In its Third Revised 
Compliance Filing, the Company utilized the 1999 sales volumes of 
12,519,000,000 kWh, as shown on Attachment D, page 3. The OCA 
would note, however, that when comparing the 1996 sales volumes 
by class to the 1999 sales volumes by class, the sales volumes for 
Rate RS and Rate RH actually decline from the 1996 levels to the 



projected 1999 levels. Compare, Attachment C, page 1 with 
Attachment D, page 3. The OCA has not been able to identify the 
source of the class by class sales projections for 1999, and it has 
been unable to determine why these classes show a decline in sales 
over this three year period. The use of a lower sales figure, all else 
being equal, would increase the average T&D rate cap numbers for 
these classes. The OCA is concerned that average T&D rate cap not 
be increased for these classes based on these lower sales volumes if 
these sales volumes are inaccurate. The OCA requests that the 
Commission direct Duquesne to provide a full explanation of its 
projected decline in sales volumes for these classes before finally 
approving the unbundled T&D rates. 

Duquesne filed reply comments addressing the concerns of the OCA. 

The Company points out that this is the same projected sales volume 

information that it provided during the case, in response to OCA-4-005 and 

OCA-4-006. Duquesne further states that OCA's comments are attempting 

to open a previously decided issue. The Commission ordered Duquesne to 

use a total test year volume of 12,519,000,000 kWh in computing 

unbundled T&D rates. 

Resolution 

The Company has complied with the Commission's Order to use the 

estimated 1999 sales volume of 12,519,000 Mwh. The Company has provided its 

estimate of the volume by class. No parties, including the OCA, have presented 

compelling evidence to dispute either the total sales volume or its break down by 

class. As such, we accept the sales volumes used by Duquesne and the resultant 

effect upon the T&D unbundling. 



- C. Provision of Further Income Tax Allocation Information with 

Respect to the Cost of Service Study 

In its Comments to the Second Compliance Filing, DII contended that a 

problem existed in the amount of income taxes allocated to Rates L and HVPS. It 

appeared that more income taxes were allocated to HVPS than L, even though 

HVPS earns a negative return on equity while L earns a positive return. 

In our Order on the Second Compliance, we directed Duquesne to provide a 

written response to the DII allegations in the Third Compliance Filing and include 

all calculations to support its cost of service including income tax allocations. 

In the Third Compliance Filing, Duquesne states that it has discussed its 

overallocation of income tax, and that it has corrected the error in its cost of 

service study (COSS). In addition, supporting schedules were included with the 

filing. Duquesne states that the error was the result of using a system-wide 

allocation factor instead of functional allocation factors. 

In its comments to the Third Compliance Filing, DII states with respect to 

the Income Tax allocation and other COSS issues that: 

Based on the information provided by the Company (both the 
narrative and calculations), it appears that the errors in the 
distribution COSS have been rectified. In addition, the unbundled 
rate components appear to be appropriate. Consequently, DII has no 
further comment at this time. 



Resolution 

Our review of the COSS presented by Duquesne in the Third Compliance 

Filing, indicates that the income taxes are now allocated in an acceptable manner. 

The income tax allocation is accepted for COSS purposes. The unbundled rates 

contained in this compliance filing incorporate the correction of the income tax 

allocation error. 

D. The Company Fails to Include Language Regarding the 

Transmission and Distribution Rate Cap. 

According to DII , the proposed tariff submitted with the Third 

Compliance Filing again fails to ensure that the distribution rates that Duquesne 

charges to customers will comply with the transmission and distribution rate cap 

under Section 2804(4) of the Act in the event that the FERC authorizes an increase 

in transmission rates. DII points out that our Second Order on Compliance Filing 

recognizes the validity of its concerns and "direct[s] the Company to revise its 

Compliance Filing with both an acknowledgment of the rate cap obligations and an 

explanation of how it wil l comply with those obligations i f the FERC approves a 

transmission rate at variance with the rate used to unbundle the tariffs." 

Resolution 

We agree with the DII that nothing in Duquesne's Third Compliance Filing 

acknowledges its obligation to comply with the rate cap or explains how it intends 

to adjust other charges to ensure compliance with the rate cap. Despite our clear 

directive (See the Opinion and Order on Compliance Filing of October 16, 1998), 



Duquesne evades the-issue in its claim that" no definitive commitment can be 

made without knowing the circumstances under which a change in transmission 

rates might occur". 

We, therefore, direct the Company to substantively revise its Compliance 

filing with both an acknowledgment of the rate cap obligations and an explanation 

of how it will comply with those obligations i f the FERC approves a transmission 

rate at variance with the rate used to unbundle the tariffs. 

E . Rate RH Shopping Credit 

The OCA states that Duquesne has proposed shopping credits for Rate RH 

of 3.93^/kWh in 1999, dropping to 2.620/kWh in 2000 and increasing steadily to 

3.300/kWh in 2007. The OCA is concerned that these shopping credit levels wil l 

not provide Rate RH customers with a meaningful opportunity to participate in the 

competitive market. 

The OCA states that one method of addressing this issue is to adjust the 

shopping credits at the time divestiture proceeds are known. To the extent that 

divestiture proceeds reduce stranded cost, the Competitive Transition Charge 

(CTC) for Rate RH could be lowered and the shopping credit increased. 

The OCA recognizes that Rate RH is a promotional, discounted rate for 

residential electric heating customers. The OCA states that to provide these 

customers with an opportunity to participate in the competitive market, the 

Commission may need to recognize the promotional and discounted nature of this 



rate in both the-unbundling of the transmission and distribution rate, and in the 

design and collection of the CTC. 

The OCA states that in the absence of a meaningful opportunity to 

participate in the competitive market, the rate cap protections from the Customer 

Choice Act become the essential consumer protection for Rate RH customers. The 

OCA states that i f the Commission determines to lock in the shopping credits for 

Rate RH, it should consider extending the rate cap for Rate RH customers to match 

the CTC collection period. 

The OCA states that another alternative that the Commission could consider 

i f it determines to lock in the shopping credits at this time is to increase the 

shopping credit to a meaningful level, and then, i f necessary, lengthen the CTC 

and extend the rate cap for generation for Rate RH customers. 

The OCA submits that this issue requires further exploration to assure that 

these customers are able to benefit from the Customer Choice Act. 

The OSBA states that while it is sympathetic toward the OCA's concern, 

any resolution to the RH shopping credit dilemma must not come at the expense of 

other rate classes. The OSBA states that in the event that the shopping credits for 

Rate RH customers are increased in response to the OCA's comments, the total 

stranded cost responsibility that has been allocated to Rate RH must remain the 

responsibility of that class. The OSBA states that a shifting of stranded cost 

responsibility away from Rate RH would violate the Competition Act as well as 

the Commission's prior rulings regarding stranded cost allocation. 



Duquesne contends that the OCA's recommendation to adjust the shopping 

credits at the time the proceeds of the auction are known has already been rejected. 

Duquesne states that: the Commission has held that shopping credits for each class 

should remain fixed during the transition period; the Commission has held that the 

shopping credit is a residual after the close of the auction and that the purpose of 

this proceeding is therefore not to litigate the appropriate shopping credit for each 

class; and adopting OCA's proposal would add uncertainty to the Provider of Last 

Resort (POLR) auction because potential POLR bidders would not know with 

certainty the value of the shopping credits. 

Duquesne states that the OCA also appears to allege that the realized return 

should be negative 3% for rate class RH, which would raise the shopping credit 

after 1999. Duquesne contends that the OCA attempts to rely upon outdated 

assumptions and outdated data. Duquesne states that this return was revised in this 

proceeding and that realized rate of return calculations for all classes have 

changed. 

Duquesne argues that the Commission would have to reopen the 

determination of shopping credits and associated CTC recovery for all rate classes 

i f it chose to adopt the OCA proposal. Duquesne claims that it is too late to revisit 

settled issues at this stage in the proceedings. 

Resolution 

We agree with the OSBA that the total stranded cost responsibility that has 

been allocated to Rate RH must remain the responsibility of that class. We also 

agree with Duquesne that we have held that the shopping credits for each class 
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should remain fixed during the transition period and that it is too late to revisit this 

issue at this stage in the proceedings. Therefore, we are not convinced by the 

OCA that this issue requires further exploration at the present time. 

F. Deferred Fuel Regulatory Asset 

In our consideration of the Generation Auction Plan, we adopted the 

recommendations of the OCA and DII to require Duquesne to reflect $6.73 million 

as the Deferred Fuel Regulatory Asset along with the associated deferred taxes as 

part of the Stranded Cost Allowance. We concluded that this was consistent with 

our prior findings in the Restructuring Order entered August 13, 1998. Duquesne 

is therefore directed to correct its allowable Stranded Cost Allowance balance. 

m. TARIFF ISSUES 

A. Bill Payment Period 

DII states that Duquesne has changed the bill payment period from twenty 

days to fifteen days for customers on rates L, HVPS, GS/GM, GMH, GL and 

GLH, Tariff pages 41, 47, 50, 56, 60 and 64. DII states that this change was not 

authorized or discussed in the Commission's Second Order on Compliance Filing. 

DII states that this change is unauthorized, unsupported and unreasonable. DII 

requests that the Commission order Duquesne to reverse its bill payment 

modification. 

Duquesne states that the currently effective tariff provides for payment after 

15 days and that it intended to maintain the same payment period in the proposed 

n 
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tariff. -Duquesne-states that the payment period was inadvertently changed to 20 

days in the Second Compliance Filing and that it corrected this mistake in the 

Third Compliance Filing when it revised the payment period to 15 days. 

Duquesne submits that this should not be considered a materia] revision given that 

the presently effective tariff also provides for payment within 15 days. 

Resolution 

We agree with Duquesne. Since the law allows a fifteen day bill payment 

period for nonresidential customers, 66 Pa. C. S. § 1509, the present tariff provides 

for a fifteen day payment period, and the changed payment period in the Second 

Compliance Filing appears to have been in error, we will allow this revision. 

B. Unauthorized Tariff Changes 

DII states that Duquesne has made changes to the terms of its tariff that 

were not authorized by the Commission in the Second Order on Compliance 

Filing. DII requests that the Commission reject the following tariff changes, which 

are underlined, and direct Duquesne to resubmit its tariff containing only the 

language that Duquesne used for these provisions in its Second Compliance Filing. 

1. Electric Charges Section, Pages 59 and 63 

"The above Generation Charge includes transmission ancillary services, 

line losses and the market price of electricity. Transmission ancillary services 

include scheduling, reactive power service, regulation and frequency control 

service, spinning reserve service and supplemental reserve service." 

12 
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Resolution 

We note that Duquesne did not respond to DII's objection to this wording 

change. We agree with DII that new proposed changes to the tariff should not be 

allowed at this late stage of the compliance proceedings. We direct Duquesne to 

delete the underlined word from its tariff. In addition, Duquesne will has an 

opportunity to make a §1-308 (Voluntary Change in Rates) filing and request the 

changes disallowed herein. Other parties will have sixty days to file a complaint. 

2. Rule 4 and Riders 8, 9 and 20, Pages 10,102,107 and 133 

"For contracts that contain provisions governing the customer's rights under 

direct access, the Company will unbundle the Customer's contract effective 

January 1, 1999, and the customer will be eligible to obtain electricity from an 

EGS only in accordance with the terms and conditions of the customer's contract." 

Resolution 

Here again Duquesne did not file any response to DII's objections. We 

agree with DII that new proposed changes to the tariff should not be allowed at 

this late stage of the compliance proceedings. However, our comparison of the 

Second Compliance Filing with this Filing shows that the only additional language 

inserted by Duquesne was "effective January 1, 1999", rather than the language 

underlined by DII. We direct Duquesne to delete the words "effective January 1, 

1999" from its tariff. 

13 



3. Rider 9, Page 106, Rule 5 

"The customer must sign an 'Economic Development Rider No. 9 

Amendment to Electric Service Contract' with the Company for the required term 

of the rider. Modifications of the contract may result in the cancellation of this 

rider." 

Resolution 

Once more Duquesne did not respond to DII's objections. We agree with 

DII that new proposed changes to the tariff should not be allowed at this late stage 

of the compliance proceedings. We direct Duquesne to delete the underlined 

words from its tariff. In addition, Duquesne will have an opportunity to make a 

§1308 (Voluntary Change in Rates) filing and request the changes disallowed 

herein. Other parties wil l have sixty days to file a complaint. 

IV. Supplier Tariff Rules 

A. Rule 5.3.4 Customer Information 

DII expresses concern that specific types of information will be made 

available by Duquesne to all EGSs for all enrolled customers authorizing load 

data information release. DII gives examples of scenarios which may occur and 

requests that information be subject to stringent confidentiality constraints. 

14 



Resolution 

In Duquesne's Third Supplier Tariff, the Company has added language to 

accommodate the release of customer information i f the customer has agreed to 

release of information during the enrollment process. 

In our Customer Informaition Disclosure Regulations at 52 Pa. Code §54.8, 

we provide for the restriction of information of residential and small business 

customers. Duquesne's Rule 5.1.5 provides for an EGS that enrolls a customer to 

require permission for disclosure to all EGSs by the Company of the telephone 

number and historic billing data information. 

Industrial customers have a right to keep such historic billing data 

confidential. Section 5.3.4 has been changed by Duquesne, in a manner that 

permits information disclosure indefinitely i f a customer had agreed to release the 

information during the enrollment process. This change to the Third Compliance 

Filing has merit because most customers will not be concerned about secrecy of 

customer information as industrial customers are. We will allow the Company's 

revised language. In order to accommodate customers desiring to maintain 

confidentiality of information, we direct Duquesne to modify rule 53.4 to provide 

for confidential treatment of customer information upon request, in which case a 

copy of written documentation indicating that the customer has authorized the 

release of customer information to the EGS will be required by rule 5.3.4. This 

follows the rationale of our regulation at §54.8 regarding residential and small 

business customers' information. 

15 



B Rule 9.1 - Participation Through a Scheduling Coordinator. 

GMER requests that this rule be modified to provide for multiple 

scheduling coordinators by EGSs. 

Resolution 

As proposed, this rule enables an EGS tp become a coordinated supplier by 

entering into a business arrangement with a scheduling coordinator, and affirms 

required duties of a scheduling coordinator. 

We appreciate GMER's recommendation to provide for multiple scheduling 

coordinators, but the request to change Rule 9.1 is denied because this is not the 

appropriate rule in which to implement the change. 

C. Multiple Scheduling Coordinators 

GMER requests that the proposed tariff be modified through the addition of 

the corresponding tariff language that has been adopted by West Penn Power 

Company (Docket No. R-00973981) as Rule 9.6. Duquesne replies that it would 

be difficult, if not impossible, to accommodate some scenarios, and that the PECO 

and PP&L Supplier Tariffs contain no such provision. 

Duquesne states that the Duquesne Supplier Tariff presently accommodates 

what GMER desires, namely the designation of a scheduling coordinator for each 

customer, and to permit multiple scheduling coordinators for an EGS. 

16 



Resolution 

As evidenced by its inclusion in West Penn's Supplier Tariff, we favor such 

a provision as requested by GMER. We appreciate Duquesne's concerns 

regarding the exact workings of multiple scheduling coordinators or load divided 

among scheduling coordinators, but we believe that adopting the proposed Rule 

9.6 is the best means to reflect the evolving product of the Electronic Data 

Exchange Working Group (EDEWG), the state-wide data protocols being 

developed to implement competition. These rules will be applied consistently to 

all providers. We direct the Company to adopt a Rule 9.6 as follows: 

Multiple Scheduling Coordinators. At such time as the EDEWG 
incorporates a data exchange methodology for the designation of a 
Scheduling Coordinator for each customer, the Company will , within a 
reasonable time, permit multiple Scheduling Coordinators for an EGS. The 
EGS will be required to submit a Scheduling Coordinator Designation Form 
for each Scheduling Coordinator. 

D. Rule 12.4 - Guarantee of Payment 

GMER recommends that the proposed tariff rule be modified so that the 

Company will make determinations and arrangements regarding security directly 

with the Scheduling Coordinator at the request of the EGS. GMER refers to Rule 

2.2 which states that the term EGS applied equally to a "scheduling coordinator" 

for responsibilities and rights properly assigned by the EGS to the Coordinator. 

Duquesne replies that GMERs proposal may force the Company to look to a non-

PaPUC licensed EGS for payment and other obligations that have not been 

specifically designated to a Scheduling Coordinator. The proposal thwarts the 

ability of Duquesne to hold only a licensed EGS primarily responsible for 

performance of obligations, as envisioned under the Competition Act. 

17 



Resolution 

We have generally adopted recommendations allowing Scheduling 

Coordinators to represent EGSs in their dealings with EDCs. Rule 9.3 clearly 

states that the EGS is ultimately responsible to the EDC for satisfying tariff 

requirements. However, Rule 12.4 as proposed by GMER, suggests that the 

deposit requested of an EGS with bad credit can be assessed upon and paid by a 

scheduling coordinator. This could involve several coordinators for an EGS with 

bad credit. 

Regarding security for an EGS with bad credit, we will not require an EDC 

to negotiate or accept security from a scheduling coordinator on behalf of an EGS 

for PUC jurisdictional transactions. We will not prohibit such transactions, but we 

will not direct modification of the tariff to require them. Also, we agree with 

Duquesne that the EGS line of responsibility must remain clear in any event. Our 

direction to adopt the rules as stated in West Penn Power's tariff accomplishes this. 

V. CONCLUSION 

Duquesne shall resubmit its compliance filing as modified by this Opinion 

and Order. The compliance filing shall be due on or before December 23, 1998, 

and shall precisely reflect the balanced consideration reflected in the May 29, 

1998, August 13, 1998, and October 16, 1998 Orders as reconsidered, clarified, 

amended, and corrected by this Opinion and Order. 

With the corrections, clarifications, and modifications granted herein, this 

Commission, Duquesne and the other parties to this proceeding, as well as the 



electric consumers in this Commonwealth, will be well-positioned to begin and 

implement successfully the difficult task of moving expeditiously and effectively 

to a full competitive electric generation market; 

THEREFORE, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

1. That Duquesne is directed to amend Tariff Electric-Pa.v P.U.C. No. 18, 

the Electric Generation Supplier Services Tariff, and the various attachments as is 

required by this Opinion and Order. 

2. That Duquesne is directed to file with the Commission revised stand­

alone case compliance tariffs, including a suppliers' tariff, together with all 

necessary data and analyses, on or before December 23, 1998, which must actually 

be received at the Commission's Office of the Secretary by the close of business 

on that date. 

3. That Duquesne is directed to revise its Stranded Cost Allowance balance 

to reflect our determination conceming the Deferred Fuel Regulatory Asset and its 

associated deferred taxes. 
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4. That a copy of this Opinion and Order shall be served upon all parties to 

the proceedings at Docket No. R-00974104. 

BY THE COMMISSION, 

James J. P 
Secretary 
James J. McNulty 

(SEAL) 

ORDER ADOPTED: December 17, 1998 

ORDER ENTERED: m ^ m 
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PENNSYLVANIA RETAILERS' 
224 PINE STREET 
HARRISBURG PA 17101-1325 

KANDACE F MELILLO ESQUIRE 
WAYNE T SCOTT ESQUIRE 
PA PUC OFFICE OF TRIAL STAFF 
PO BOX 3265 
HARRISBURG PA 17105-3265 
MESSENGER 

MICHAEL REID DIR MATERIALS 
MGMT SVCS 
ADMINISTRATIVE RESOURCES INC 
500 COMMONWEALTH DRIVE 
WARRENDALE PA 15086-7513 

KENNETH MAIMAN ESQUIRE 
KENNETH L WISEMAN ESQUIRE 
ROBERT M LAMKIN ESQUIRE 
ANDREWS & KURTH LLP 
425 LEXINGTON AVENUE 
NEW YORK NY 10017-3903 

JAMES P DOUGHERTY ESQUIRE 
PAMELA POLACEK ESQUIRE 
MCNEES WALLACE & NURICK 
PO BOX 1166 
HARRISBURG PA 17108-1166 

THOMAS J AUGSPURGER ESQUIRE 
JOHN HORTON 
EMMITT HOUSE 
MIDCON CORPORATION 
701 EAST 22ND STREET 
LOMBARD I L 6014 8 

MARK MCGUIRE ESQUIRE 
RONALD CARROLL ESQUIRE 
JENNER & BLOCK 
601 THIRTEENTH STREET N W 
12TH FLOOR 
WASHINGTON DC 20005 

DAVID L CRUTHIRDS 
ELECTRIC CLEARINGHOUSE INC 
1000 LOUISIANA STE 5800'' 
HOUSTON TX 77002-5050 

RENEE DONALDSON SALES 
COORDINATOR 
MIDCON CORPORATION 
3200 SOUTHWEST FREEWAY 
HOUSTON TX 77027 

JOHN E STEMBER ESQUIRE 
1705 ALLEGHENY BLDG . 
429 FORBES AVENUE 
PITTSBURGH PA 15219 



GPU4 ENERdY 
2800 POTTSVILLE PIKE 
READING PA 196740-0001 

PETER J THOMPSON ESQUIRE 
KENNETH L WISEMAN ESQUIRE 
1701 PENNSYLVANIA AVE NW 
STE 200 
WASHINGTON DC 20006-4805 

MARGARET PETERS ESQUIRE 
PEOPLES NATURAL GAS COMPANY 
625 LIBERTY AVENUE 
PITTSBURGH PA 15222-3197 

STEPHEN BARON 
J KENNENY & ASSOCIATES INC 
35 GLENLAKE PARKWAY 
SUITE 475 
ATLANTA GA 30325 

ALAN J BARAK ESQUIRE 
3700 VARTAN WAY 
HARRISBURG PA 17110 

MARY MCFALL HOPPER ESQUIRE 
PECO ENERGY COMPANY 
2301 MARKET STREET 
PO BOX 8699 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19101-8699 

SCOTT J RUBIN ESQUIRE 
INT'L BROTHERHD ELEC WORKERS 
3 LOST CREEK DRIVE 
SELINSGROVE PA 17870-9357 

PAUL E RUSSELL ESQUIRE 
PENNSYLVANIA POWER & LIGHT 
TWO NORTH NINTH STREET 
ALLENTOWN PA 18101-1179 

DONALD KAPLAN ESQUIRE' 
PRESTON GATES ELLIS & 
ROUVELAS MEEDS 
1735 NEW YORK AVE NW 
STE 500 
WASHIGNTON DC 20006-4759 

MATTHEW KAHAL 
EXETER ASSOCIATES INC 
12510 PROSPERITY DRIVE 
SUITE 350 
SILVER SPRING MD 20904 

GERALD GORNISH ALAN KOHLER 
& DANIEL CLEARFIELD ESQS 
WOLF BLOCK SHORR & SOLIS-
COHEN 
STE 300 212 LOCUST STREET 
HARRISBURG PA 17101 

ANGELA JONES ESQUIRE 
SMALL BUSINESS ADVOCATE 
COMMERCE BLDG STE 1102 
300 N SECOND STREET 
HARRISBRUG PA 17101 
MESSENGER 

KEVIN MCKEON S, JANET MILLER 
WILLIAM T HAWKE ESQUIRES 
TODD STEWART ESQUIRE 
MALATESTA HAWKE & MCKEON 
PO BOX 1778 
HARRISBURG PA 17105-1778 

GARY JEFFRIES ESQUIRE 
CNG ENERGY SERVICES 
ONE PARK RIDGE CENTER 
PO BOX 1574 6 
PITTSBURGH PA 15244-0746 

TIM MERRILL ESQUIRE 
4 PENN CENTER WEST 
SUITE 200 
PITTSBURGH PA 15276 

VICKIREN AESCHLEMAN DIR 
QST ENERGY INC 
300 HAMILTON BLVD STE 300 
PEORIA I L 61602 

SHEILA HOLLIS ESQUIRE 
MARY ANN RALLS ESQUIRE 
1667 K STREET NW STE 700 
WASHINGTON DC 20006-1608 

JOSEPH DWORETZKY ESQUIRE 
JOHN LAVELLE JR ESQUIRE 
ONE LOGAN SQUARE 12TH'FLOOR 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19103 

JOHN WILSON DIRECTOR 
COMMUNITY ACTION ASSOC 
222 PINE STREET 
HARRISBURG PA 17101 

JOHN MOOT ESQUIRE 
KURT BILAS ESQUIRE 
VICTOR A CONTRACE 
1440 NEW YORK AVENUE NW 
WASHINGTON DC 20005 

HOWARD LOUIK ESQUIRE 
300 FORT PITT COMMONS 
445 FORT PITT BLVD 
PITTSBURGH PA 15219 

DENEICE COVERT ZEVE ESQUIRE 
TERRY LUPIA ESQUIRE 
14TH FLOOR STRAWBERRY SQUARE 
HARRISBURG PA 17120 
MESSENGER 

ROBERT STEFANKO ESQUIRE 
341 SOUTH BELLEFIELD AVENUE 
PITTSBURGH PA 15213 

CINDY DATIG ESQUIRE 
DOLLAR ENEERGY FUND 
P O BOX 42329 
PITTSBURGH PA 15203 



RO(J£R CL^RK ESQUIRE 
THE' ENVIRONMENTALISTS 
905 DENSTON DRIVE 
ANDLER PA 19002-3901 

ALBERT BENINCASA ESQUIRE 
46 9TH AVENUE 
SEA CLIFF NY 11579 

ID M DESALLE ESQUIRE 
TERRANCE FITZPATRICK ESQ 
RYAN RUSSELL OGDEN & 
SELTZER 
800 N THIRD STREET STE 101 
HARRISBURG PA 17102-2025 

THOMAS GADSDEN ESQUIRE 
MORGAN LEWIS S BOCKUIS 
2000 ONR LOGAN SQUARE 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19103 

DONALD AYERSMAN JR ESQUIRE 
1125 DENVER AVENUE 
MORGANTOWN WV 26505 

DAVID MAGNUS BOONIN 
NEW ENERGY VENTURE EAST LLC 
1845 WALNUT STREET 
SUITE 2525 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19103 

BRIAN KALCIC 
225 SOUTH MERAMEC AVENUE 
SUITE 720-5 
ST LOUIS MO 63105 

JOHN O'BRIEN ESQUIRE 
50 CHARLES LINDBURGH BLVD 
SUITE 207 
UNIONDALE NY 11553 

JAMES STEFFERS 
ENRON POWER MARKETING INC 
1400 SMITH STREET 
P O BOX 4428 
HOUSTON TX 77002 

KENNETH ZIELONIS ESQUIRE 
208 NORTH 3RD STREET 
SUITE 310 
P O BOX 12090 
HARRISBURG PA 17108-2090 

LAWRENCE E MONCRIEF ESQUIRE 
1364 SILVERTON AVENUE 
PITTSBURGH PA 15206 

BRUCE A AMERICUS 
SAMUEL W BRAVER 
ONE OXFORD CENTER 
2OTH FLOOR 
BUCHANAN INGERSOL 
PITTSBURGH PA 15219 

LOU SAUERS 
BCS 7TH FLOOR 
BARTO BUILDING 
P O BOX 3265 
HARRISBURG PA 17105-3265 
MESSENGER 

KEITH M SAPPENFIELD I I 
DIRECTOR OF MARKETING 
SUPPORT 
NORAM ENERGY MANAGEMENT INC 
P O BOX 2 628 
HOUSTON TX 654-5864 

DARLENE WESTFALL AGENT 
OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL 
564 FORBES AVENUE 
PITTSBURGH PA 15219 

HONORABLE LAWRENCE ROBERTS 
REP -51ST DISTRICT 
HOUSE PO MAIN CAHITOL 
HARRISBURG PA 17120 
MESSENGER 

HARVEY MARCUS 
OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL 
5644 HEMPSTEAD ROAD 
PITTSBURGH PA 15217 

HON RICHARD A KASUNIC 
DEMOCRATIC POLICY CHAIRMAN 
SENTATE PO MAIN CAPITOL 
HARRISBURG PA 17120 
MESSENGER 

ROBERT L SIMPSON EXEC DIR 
CRISPUS ATTUCKS ASSN INC 
605 SOUTH DUKE STREET 
YORK PA 17403 

MICHAREL W KRAJOVIC EX VP 
FAY PENN ECONOMIC DEV CNSL 
TWO WEST MAIN ST STE 407 
PO BOX 2101 
'UNIONTOWN PA 15401-1701 

HONORABLE RICHARD F VIDMER 
CHAIRMAN 
WESTMORELAND COUNTY COMMRS 
101 COURTHOUSE SQUARE 
GREENSBURG PA 15601 

HONORABLE PATRICK E FLEAGLE 
HOUSE POST OFFICE BOX 202020 
MAIN CAPITOL BUILDING 
HARRISBURG PA 17120-2020 
MESSENGER 

JEFFREY M BLADEN MGR 
CORP DEVELOPMENT 
NEW ENERGY VENTURES EAST 
1845 WALNUT STREET 
SUITE 2525 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19103 

JOHN E MOLINDA PE 
STRATEGIC ENERGY LTD 
2 GATEWAY CENTER 
PITTSBURGH PA 15222-1458 



JAMES CAWLEY ESQUIRE 
RHOADS & SINON 
DAUPHIN BANK BLDG 12TH FL 
ONE SOUTH MARKET SQ 
P 0 BOX 114 6 
HARRISBURG PA 17108-114 6 

^^ROGER ODISIO 

170 DRAKE ROAD 

BETHEL PARK PA 15102 

4 ^ RUGH SR ELECTRICAL ENG 

UNIVERSITY OF PITTSBURGH 

FACILITIES MANAGEMENT DIV 

EUREKA BLDG 34 00 FORBES AVE 

PITTSBURGH PA 15260 

DAVID E POMPER ESQUIRE 
SPEIGEL & MCDIARMID 
1350 NEW YORK AVENUE NW 
WASHINGTON DC 20005-4798 

HONORABLE JACK WAGNER 

SENATE BOX 203042 

HARRISBURG PA 17120-3042 

MESSENGER 

HONORABLE MELISSA HART 

SENATE POST OFFICE 

MAIN CAPITOL 

HARRISBURG PA 17120 

MESSENGER 

HONORABLE MICHAEL R VEON 
HOUSE BOX 202020 
MAIN CAPITOL 
HAKRISBURG PA 17120-2020 

MESSENGER 

HONORABLE TIM MURPHY 

SENATE POST OFFICE 

MAIN CAPITOL 

HARRISBURG PA 17120 

MESSENGER 

R DAVID MYERS 

HONORABLE SUSAN LAUGHLIN 

16 EAST WING 

HARRISBURG PA 17120 

MESSENGER 

HONORABLE FRANCIS J DERMODY 
600 WOODLAND AVENUE 
OAKMMONT PA 15139 

HONORABLE ANTHONY' DELUCA 

ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 

DELEGATION 

11609 PENN HILLS DRIVE 

PITTSBURGH PA 15235-3329 

HONORABLE FRANK DERMODY 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
801 FREEPORT ROAD 
CHESWICK PA 15024-1209 

HONORABLE DAVID LEVDANSKY 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 

DELEGATION 
112 SECOND AVENUE 
ELIZABETH PA 15037-1539 

HONORABLE SUSAM LAUGHLIN 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
555 MERCHANT STREET 
AMBRIDGE PA 15003-2464 

HONORABLE TOM MICHLOVIC 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 

DELEGATION 
519 PENN AVENUE 
TURTLE CREEK PA 15145 

HONORABLE IVAN ITKIN 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
1148 GREENFIELD AVENUE 
PITTSBURGH PA 15217-2053 

HONORABLE TERRY E VAN HORNE 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
1625 FIFTH AVENUE 
ARNOLD PA 15068-4415 

HONORABLE FRANK J PISTELLA 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
506 S MILLVALE AVENUE 
PITTSBURGH PA 15224-2118 

HONORABLE FRANK GIGLIOTTI 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
2023 EAST CARSON STREEET 

PITTSBURGH PA 15203-1929 

HONORABLE HARRY READSHAW 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
5101 OLD CLAIRTON ROAD 
PITTSBURGH PA 15236 

HONORABLE TOM PETRONE 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 

DELEGATION 
179 STEUBEN STREET 
PO BOX 8557 
PITTSBURGH PA 15220 

HONORABLE RICHARD D OLASZ 

ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
3702 GREENSPRINGS AVENUE 
WEST MIFFLIN PA 15122-1753 

HONORABLE DON WALKO 

ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 

DELEGATION 
3722 BRIGHTON ROAD 
PITTSBURGH PA 15212 

HONORABLE JOSEPH PRESTON JR 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
6203 PENN AVENUE 
PITTSBURGH PA 15206-4005 



HONORABLE JOSEPH MARKOSEK 
ALLEGHENY'CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
4232 NORTHERN PIKE 
MONROEVILLE PA 15146-2732 

^P^RABLE DAVE MAYERNIK 
ALLEGHENY CO DEMOCRATIC 
DELEGATION 
440 PERRY HIGHWAY 
PITTSBURGH PA 15229 

HOUSE BOX 202020 
ROOM 163B EAST WING 
HARRISBURG PA 17120 

MESSENGER 

BEA SCHULTE COMMISSIONER 
DAN DONATELLA COMMISSIONER 
BEAVER COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
BEAVER PA 15009 


