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Abandonment of Service by Columbia Gas of 	:
Pennsylvania, Inc., of natural gas service to six (6) 	:
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							:
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	v.						:		C-2016-2522399		
							:
Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc.			:		



INITIAL DECISION


Before
Mary D. Long
Administrative Law Judge


INTRODUCTION

	An application by a natural gas distribution company to abandon service to six customers is approved.  The company has sustained its burden of proving that the abandonment is prudent and in the public interest.


HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDING

	On October 30, 2015, Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. (Columbia or Company) filed an application with this Commission seeking approval to abandon natural gas service to six natural gas service customers located in Centre County, Pennsylvania.  Notice of this application was published in the Centre Daily Times, a newspaper of general circulation in Centre County, on November 20, 2015.  Notice was also published in the Pennsylvania Bulletin on November 28, 2015.  The Office of Consumer Advocate filed a notice of intervention and public statement on December 10, 2015.  Protests to the application were filed by Rhonda Decker and Thomas Smith.  The Pennsylvania State University (PSU) filed a petition to intervene on December 14, 2015.

	Further, on December 3, 2015, the Commission entered an Opinion and Order in Columbia’s base rate proceeding, R-2015-2468056, which approved a settlement between Columbia and PSU.  Pursuant to that settlement, the Commission removed PSU’s amended complaint from the base rate proceeding and consolidated it with the application for abandonment.  That complaint was thereafter re-docketed at C-2016-2522399.

	A standard Prehearing Conference Order was issued on January 11, 2016.  A prehearing conference was held by telephone on January 28, 2016.  Counsel represented the Company, Office of Consumer Advocate (OCA), and PSU.  Additionally protestants Rhonda Decker and Thomas Smith participated.  The parties agreed to a procedural schedule which included the submission of written testimony and an evidentiary hearing on April 21, 2016.

	On January 18, 2016, PSU filed a Notice of Withdrawal and Satisfaction of Amended Complaint.  PSU represented that the circumstances which gave rise to the amended complaint had changed and PSU no longer needed the relief requested.  Neither Columbia nor any other party objected to the withdrawal.

On February 1, 2016, Robert Bucha (Complainant) filed a formal complaint with the Commission.  Mr. Bucha, whose service may be abandoned by Columbia, objected to the proposed conversion to an alternate fuel source as proposed by Columbia.  Mr. Bucha also attached a protest to the abandonment application.  Columbia filed an answer to Mr. Bucha’s complaint on February 18, 2016.  Columbia also filed a motion to consolidate Mr. Bucha’s complaint with the abandonment application.  Columbia also stated that it did not object to Mr. Bucha’s late-filed protest so long as the motion to consolidate was granted.  Columbia’s motion also included a notice to plead.  No objections were made, and by order dated March 10, 2016, the request for consolidation was granted.

By email dated Friday, April 8, 2016, counsel for Columbia informed me that Columbia had reached agreements with each of the six affected landowners.  Columbia requested that the hearings be cancelled and that the evidence in this proceeding be permitted to be submitted by stipulation.  By interim order dated April 14, 2016, the request to cancel the evidentiary hearing was denied, but the in-person hearing was converted to a telephonic hearing.  

The April 21, 2016 hearing convened as scheduled.  Columbia, OCA and PSU each appeared through counsel.  Additionally, the protestants Robert Bucha, Thomas Smith and Rhonda Decker each appeared.  Columbia moved for the admission of its pre-served testimony which included settlement agreements which had been reached with each of the six affected landowners.[footnoteRef:1]  Neither OCA nor PSU offered pre-served testimony or exhibits for admission into the record.  Additionally, Mr. Bucha, Ms. Decker and Mr. Smith each represented that they were satisfied with the agreement reached with Columbia and that they no longer opposed the application.[footnoteRef:2] [1:   	These agreements are part of the record as CONFIDENTIAL Columbia Exhibits RCW-3, RCW-4, RCW-1R, RCW-2R, RCW-3R, and RCW-4R.  These exhibits were protected by order dated April 19, 2016.
]  [2:   	N.T. 8-9 (April 21, 2016).] 


Columbia filed a brief in support of its application.  No other briefs were filed.  By order dated May 31, 2016, the record was closed.

On June 13, 2016, Columbia filed a petition to reopen the record in order to correct the address of Mr. Bucha.  Attached to the petition were revised pages of the application and written testimony which supported the application.  By interim order entered June 16, 2016, the petition was granted and the revised materials were admitted into evidence.  That order also reclosed the record.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. is a jurisdictional public utility.

Columbia seeks to abandon residential gas service to six customers located at 877 and 891 Fountain Road, Snow Shoe, PA; 120 Doe Ridge Lane, Bellefonte, PA; and 1706, 1752 and 1751 Egypt Hollow Road, Bellefonte, PA.  (Columbia St. No. 1 at 2-3)

Protestant/Complainant Robert Bucha resides at 1751 Egypt Hollow Road. (Columbia Ex. 1)

Protestant Rhonda Decker resides at 1706 Egypt Hollow Road.  (Columbia Ex. 1)

Protestant Thomas Smith resides at 1752 Egypt Hollow Road.  (Columbia Ex. 1)

The proposed abandonment of service stems from Columbia's decision to abandon an approximately 10-mile section of the Snowshoe Lateral that currently provides natural gas service to the six affected customers.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 9)

The Snowshoe Lateral is an approximately 21-mile long, 8-inch steel pipeline placed into service by Columbia's predecessor in 1958.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 3)  

The pipeline originates at an interconnection with Columbia Gas Transmission, LLC (TCO) in northern Centre County, PA and traverses in a south-by-southwest direction to a point of interconnection with Columbia's 12-inch steel pipeline near Pleasant Gap, PA.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 3-4)  

That 12-inch pipeline extends from an interconnection between Columbia and Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation (TETCO) at Pleasant Gap, PA to Columbia's distribution system in State College, PA.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 4)  

Columbia has used the Snowshoe Lateral to deliver the majority of the gas supplies used to serve its customers in the State College market area.[footnoteRef:3]  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 4)   [3:   	The “State College market” refers to the general State College-Bellefonte area served by Columbia.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 4)] 


The Company also can receive gas supplies for the State College market through interconnections with TETCO and Dominion Transmission, Inc. (DTI) near Pleasant Gap, PA.  (Columbia Statement No. 1, p. 4-5)

From December 2012 to June 2013, Columbia began evaluating its internal maximum allowable operating pressure (MAOP) documentation for its transmission class facilities, including the Snowshoe Lateral.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 5)  

This evaluation showed insufficient documentation regarding the Snowshoe Lateral's pressure testing.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 5)

In 2014, Columbia hired a third party engineering firm to assess whether the Snowshoe Lateral should undergo a hydrostatic test or be replaced.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 6)  

The firm's study determined that hydrostatic testing was not recommended because, among other things, the pipeline was over 60 years old, the pipeline had many unknown attributes since it was built by a predecessor company, and a large portion of the pipeline traverses mountainous terrain.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 6) 
The cost of hydrostatic testing would likely exceed $14 million.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 6)
 
Due to the cost of the required testing and the concern that the line would not be able to withstand the test, Columbia initially concluded in 2014 that it would replace the entire Snowshoe Lateral at a cost of $53 million.  (Columbia Statement No. 1, p. 6-7)

In February 2015, Columbia learned that DTI would be posting upwards of 20,000 Dth of capacity on DTI's line into Pleasant Gap beginning in April 2015.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 8)  

This available capacity caused the Company to reevaluate whether it needed to replace all 21 miles of the Snowshoe Lateral.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 8)  

Columbia determined that if it obtained 20,000 Dth of capacity from DTI, the Company could abandon an approximately 54,200-foot middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral and replace the upper and lower sections with 6-inch and 8-inch plastic pipe, respectively, for an estimated investment of $16.1 million.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 9)  

Because replacing the entire Snowshoe Lateral could cost approximately $53 million, this alternative would save approximately $36.9 million in capital investment.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 9)  

The capital cost savings resulting from the revised Snowshoe Lateral project will enable Columbia to reallocate those dollars to the Company's Age and Condition budget and expedite the replacement of other older pipe in the Company's system and make the system safer.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 11)  

Columbia was successful in securing the additional DTI capacity and moved forward with its plan to abandon the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral and replace the upper and lower sections with plastic pipe.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 9-10)
When deciding which portion of the Snowshoe Lateral to abandon, the Company considered the replacement cost savings and the amount of pipe Columbia could avoid replacing with the minimum number of customers to be abandoned.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 9)  

The upper and lower sections were to be rebuilt because larger numbers of customers, including customers in the Borough of Bellefonte, would otherwise need to be abandoned.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 9; Columbia Exhibit NMP-1)

As a result of this evaluation, Columbia determined it should abandon the approximately 10-mile section of pipe that currently provides natural gas service to the six affected customers.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 9)  

The Company has estimated that the initial year's revenue requirement (pretax return and depreciation) resulting from replacing the entire middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral will be approximately $4,904,010.  (Columbia St. No. 2, p. 3)  

The total annual non-gas distribution revenue received by Columbia from these six customers would be approximately $3,783.70.  (Columbia St. No. 2, p. 3)  

The annual revenue deficiency that would result from replacing the entire Snowshoe Lateral and maintaining service to the six affected customers would be $4,900,226.30 (i.e., $4,904,010 - $3,783.70).  (Columbia St. No. 2, p. 3; Columbia Exhibit RCW-1).

The Company estimates that the annual cost of acquiring the DTI capacity is $1.5 million.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 9)  

Columbia does not anticipate future customers being added to this middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral that would increase annual distribution revenues.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 11-12)

Columbia estimates that the cost of installing 7,800 feet of 2-inch plastic pipeline within the existing right-of-way for the pipeline being abandoned to serve the customers on Egypt Hollow Road would be approximately $850,000.  (Columbia St. No. 3, p. 8-9)

The proposed abandonment will only affect the six customers identified in the Application, as all customers who are served from the northern and southern sections of the Snowshoe Lateral will maintain their gas service.  (Columbia St. No. 1, p. 12)  

Alternative fuel sources, such as propane and electricity, will be available to each of the six affected customers after their natural gas service is abandoned.  (Columbia Exh. No. 1, pp. 10-11) 

Because the six customers currently use natural gas, “conversion to propane can be readily achieved by changing nozzles and making adjustments to appliances so that they are compatible with propane usage.”  (Columbia Exh. No. 1, pp. 10-11) 

Columbia has agreed to compensate the six affected customers to help offset their costs for converting to alternative fuel sources.  (See CONFIDENTIAL Columbia Exhibits, RCW-3, RCW-4, RCW-1R, RCW-2R, RCW-3R, RCW-4R)  

In aggregate, the total compensation to be paid under these agreements is $48,864.30.  (Columbia St. No. 2R-S, p. 1-2)  

Each customer's compensation was based upon his or her specific circumstances and the estimates provided by contractors to install alternative heating and appliances.  (Columbia St. No. 2R-S, p. 2)  



DISCUSSION

A.	The Standard of Proof

	Before a public utility may abandon service to the public, the utility must first apply for, and obtain, a certificate of public convenience.[footnoteRef:4]  Section 1103(a) of the Code, defines the general standard by which the Commission determines whether to grant a certificate of public convenience: [4:  	Section 1102(a)(2) of the Public Utility Code (the “Code”), 66 Pa.C.S. § 1102(a)(2).
] 


A certificate of public convenience shall be granted by order of the commission, only if the commission shall find or determine that the granting of such certificate is necessary or proper for the service, accommodation, convenience, or safety of the public.  The commission, in granting such certificate, may impose such conditions as it may deem to be just and reasonable.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  	66 Pa.C.S. § 1103(a).
] 


The touchstone for the Commission’s approval of a public utility’s voluntary relinquishment of its franchise right is the public interest.[footnoteRef:6]   [6:  	Lucey v. Columbia Gas of Pa. Inc., Docket No. A-2011-2276780 (Opinion and Order entered February 6, 2014)(citing Pennsylvania Railroad Company v. Pa. Publ. Util. Comm’n., 146 A.2d 352, 356 (Pa.Super. 1959), vacated on other grounds, 152 A.2d 422 (Pa. 1959).  
] 


	Among the factors the Commission considers in assessing whether public convenience and necessity will be served by any proposed abandonment are: (1) the availability of supply; (2) the economics of maintaining the system; (3) the number of customers affected; (4) the availability of alternative fuels and/or suppliers; (5) the costs of converting to alternate fuels or suppliers; and (6) the allocation of such costs.[footnoteRef:7]   [7:  	Able Company, Ltd., 1996 Pa. PUC LEXIS 108, 23 (1996); Re Leechburg Gas Company, 66 Pa. PUC. 29 (1988); Re Victor Gas Company, 49 Pa. PUC. 649 (1976); Application of National Fuel Gas Distribution Corporation for Approval of Abandonment of Service, Docket No. A-121850F2023 (Order entered March 26, 2003).
] 


	As the party seeking affirmative relief from this Commission, Columbia bears the burden of proof.[footnoteRef:8]   [8:  	66 Pa.C.S. § 332(a).] 


B.	Application of the Standard to the Facts of This Case

	The genesis of the proposed project is the considerable expense which would be incurred to hydrostatically test an aging pipeline in order to comply with modern gas safety requirements.  	Columbia reached the conclusion that given the age of the pipeline and the cost of performing the testing, that prudence dictated that the entire line be replaced.  However, after the acquisition of the additional capacity from DTI, Columbia was able to modify the project to reduce the cost of replacing the entire line.  However, this alternative required the abandonment of gas service to six of its customers in the middle portion of the pipeline.  Reviewing the evidence presented by Columbia, and in light of the settlements reached with each of the customers to be abandoned, I conclude that Columbia has met its burden of proving that the abandonment of six customers is in the public interest.

	1.	The Availability of Supply

	The proposed abandonment will not adversely affect remaining customers in the Centre County area.  After the proposed abandonment of the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral, Columbia will continue to have the same or higher pipeline capacity deliverable to the Centre County market as it had prior to the abandonment.  In fact, Columbia has secured 20,000 Dth of primary firm capacity from DTI, which will be used to meet the peak day requirements of all firm service customers in the State College market.  

	In addition, the settlement approved in Columbia’s base rate proceeding at Docket No. R-2015-2468056, contains certain provisions to ensure that Columbia’s system is capable of serving the State College market before and after the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral is abandoned.[footnoteRef:9]  Under that settlement, Columbia cannot sever the connection between the Snowshoe Point of Delivery (POD) and the State College market until PSU is able to deliver 100% of its load at the TETCO POD.[footnoteRef:10]  To fulfill that commitment, Columbia has agreed to make such improvements to the TETCO POD that would accommodate the provision of service to the State College market.[footnoteRef:11]  These improvements must be constructed and operational before the Snowshoe Lateral is severed.[footnoteRef:12]  In sum, the base rate settlement provisions help ensure that adequate supply is available to serve the State College market.  [9:   	See Public Utility Commission v. Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc., Docket No. R-2015-2468056 (Opinion and Order entered December 5, 2015), at pp. 26-27.  
]  [10:   	Id. at pp. 26-27.  
]  [11:  	Id. at p. 27.  ]  [12:   	Id.  ] 


	For these reasons, there is available supply and physical deliverability to serve current and projected requirements of the State College market.  

	2.	The Economics of Maintaining the System

	The proposed abandonment is in the public interest because maintaining the current system is uneconomical for several reasons.  First, the annual distribution revenues from the six affected customers are insufficient to justify the capital expenditures necessary to continue providing service to those customers.  Under standard ratemaking procedures, the Company’s customers pay a return, plus income taxes and depreciation, on Columbia’s capital expenditures.  As a result, if Columbia proceeded with its original plan to replace the whole Snowshoe Lateral, the Company’s customers would have to bear the entire cost of the approximately $53 million project.  Conversely, Columbia’s plan to abandon the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral will cost $ 16.1 million, a capital cost savings of approximately $36.9 million from the original project to replace the entire line.  

	The Company has estimated that the initial year’s revenue requirement (pretax return and depreciation) resulting from replacing the entire middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral will be approximately $4,904,010.  To be economically justified, the six customers’ annual non-gas distribution revenues would have to be equal to at least that amount.  However, the revenues from the six customers fall well below that mark.  The six customers consumed a total of 5,392 therms from October 2014 through September 2015.  Using Columbia’s currently effective base rates, including a customer charge of $16.75 per month and a per therm charge of $0.47806, the total annual non-gas distribution revenue received by Columbia from these six customers would be approximately $3,783.70.  Thus, the annual revenue deficiency that would result from replacing the entire Snowshoe Lateral and maintaining service to the six affected customers would be $4,900,226.30 (i.e., $4,904,010 - $3,783.70).  Therefore, there are substantial economic benefits to abandoning service to the six affected customers.

	Second, Columbia does not anticipate future customers being added to this middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral that would increase annual distribution revenues.  The terrain in the area where the proposed abandonment will occur is mountainous and rugged.  Therefore, any future development in the area would likely be expensive and difficult.  Consequently, Columbia does not expect future customers in that area.  

	Third, the economic benefits of abandoning the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral substantially exceed the costs of acquiring the 20,000 Dth of DTI firm capacity.  The Company estimates that the annual cost of acquiring the DTI capacity is $1.5 million.  By comparison, the annual cost of service related to replacing the entire Snowshoe Later is approximately $4.9 million, or about $3.4 million more than the annual cost of acquiring the DTI capacity.  Thus, there will be substantial economic benefits stemming from the proposed abandonment.  

	It is also worth noting that Columbia considered several alternatives to the abandonment of these six customers.  First, Columbia could have simply replaced the entire line at a cost of $53 million.  Next, with the acquisition of the DTI supply, Columbia also evaluated the economics of extending 7,800 feet of 2-inch plastic pipe just to the customers on Egypt Hollow Road who initially protested the Application.  The Company concluded that the cost of installing such pipe would cost approximately $850,000.  Since annual expected total distribution revenue to be generated by these three customer accounts was $2,030.01, Columbia determined that installing this alternative plastic pipeline also was not economically justified.

	For all of these reasons, replacing the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral to continue providing service to the six affected customers is not economically justified.

	3.	The Number of Customers Affected

	The proposed abandonment limits the number of customers to be abandoned to the six customers identified in the Application.  As explained by Columbia witness Paloney, “All other customers who are served from the northern and southern sections of the Snowshoe Lateral will maintain their gas service from Columbia.”[footnoteRef:13]  Customers also will continue to have access to sources of competitive natural gas supply.  Moreover, the Commission previously approved abandonments to six or more natural gas customers.[footnoteRef:14]  Therefore, the small number of customers affected is in keeping with prior abandonments approved by the Commission and further demonstrates that the proposed abandonment is in the public interest. [13:  	Columbia St. No. 1, p. 12. 
]  [14:  	E.g., Application of National Fuel Distribution Corporation for Approval of the Abandonment of Six (6) Natural Gas Service Customers Located in Washington Township, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, Docket No. 
A-121850F2041 (Final Order entered July 15, 2009).
] 


	4.	The Availability of Alternative Fuels and/or Suppliers

	The proposed abandonment is in the public interest because alternative fuel sources will be available to each of the six affected customers after their natural gas service is abandoned.  Because the six customers currently use natural gas, conversion to propane can be readily achieved by changing nozzles and making adjustments to appliances so that they are compatible with propane usage.  Electricity also is an available energy source for each of the six customers.  Both propane and electricity have been accepted by the Commission as acceptable alternatives to natural gas in past abandonment cases.[footnoteRef:15]  Therefore, alternative fuel sources are readily available to the six affected customers. [15:   	See, e.g., Re Leechburg Gas Co., 66 Pa. PUC 29 (1988); Re Victor Gas Co., 49 Pa. PUC 649 (1976).  
] 


	5.	The Costs of Converting to Alternate Fuels and Allocation of Such Costs

	Columbia has agreed to compensate the six affected customers to help offset their costs for converting to alternative fuel sources.[footnoteRef:16]  The Commission generally requires a utility seeking to abandon service to provide some contribution to its affected customers to convert to an alternate fuel supply.  Here, Columbia has reached agreements with all six of the customers affected by the proposed abandonment.  Under these agreements, the six customers will receive compensation that will help offset the costs of converting to an alternative fuel source.  Each customer’s compensation was based upon his or her specific circumstances and the estimates provided by contractors to install alternative heating and appliances.  In aggregate, the total compensation to be paid under these agreements is $48,864.30.  No party raised an objection to this amount. [16:  	See CONFIDENTIAL Columbia Exhibits, RCW-3, RCW-4, RCW-1R, RCW-2R, RCW-3R, RCW-4R.] 


C. 	Conclusion

	In totality, the proposed abandonment of six customers on the Snowshoe Lateral is in the public interest and is approved.  Columbia has demonstrated that the abandonment is consistent with similar applications approved by the Commission and that the energy needs of the abandoned customers will be met. 

	Further, no party opposes the proposed abandonment of natural gas service.  Columbia has reached agreements with all six customers affected by the proposed abandonment, including Mr. Bucha, Mr. Smith, and Ms. Decker, who initially protested the instant Application.  As a result, none of the Protestants moved their testimony into the record.  (Tr. 8-9)  Therefore, nothing in the record contradicts the Company’s position that the proposed abandonment is in the public interest.
	Columbia also points out that this project is an economical alternative to replacing the entire line and aligns with the Company’s responsibility to provide safe and reliable distribution service.  If the proposed abandonment is approved, Columbia can proceed with its plan to abandon the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral and save approximately $36.9 million in capital restoration costs.  This would enable Columbia to reallocate these dollars to the Company’s Age and Condition budget and expedite the replacement of other older pipe in the Company’s system and make the system safer.

	Based on the foregoing, Columbia’s proposed abandonment of natural gas service is in the public interest.  I approve Columbia’s proposed abandonment of natural gas service and the agreements reached with the six customers.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

	1.	The Commission has jurisdiction over the parties in this matter.  66 Pa.C.S. § 1102

	2.	Under Section 1102(a)(2) of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Code, a public utility must obtain a certificate of public convenience from the Commission prior to abandoning or surrendering, in whole or in part, any “service.”  66 Pa. C.S. § 1102(a); see Borough of Grove City v. Pa. Publ. Util. Comm’n, 505 A.2d 346 (Pa.Cmwlth. 1986).

	3.	The Commission shall grant a certificate of public convenience only after finding that “the granting of such certificate is necessary or proper for the service, accommodation, convenience or safety of the public.”  66 Pa.C.S. § 1103(a).

	4.	Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. has met its burden under 66 Pa. C.S. 
§ 332(a) that the proposed abandonment of natural gas service and the six agreements reached with the customers whose service is proposed to be abandoned are in the public interest.  


ORDER


	THEREFORE,

	IT IS ORDERED:

	1.	That the application of Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc., docketed with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission at Docket No. A-2015-2513395, for approval of the abandonment of natural gas service to six natural gas service customers located in Centre County, Pennsylvania, is hereby approved, subject to the following conditions:

		a.	Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. shall pay the amounts of compensation set forth in CONFIDENTIAL Columbia Exhibits RCW-3, RCW-4, RCW-1R, RCW-2R, RCW-3R, and RCW-4R to the six customers to help defray the cost of converting to an alternative fuel source within 30 days of entry of the Commission’s Order in this proceeding;

		b.	Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. shall purge and cap all services lines, which had been used to deliver gas to the affected customers, at its sole cost and expense in compliance with the directives of the Gas Safety Division of the Commission’s Bureau of Transportation and Safety, as part of its abandonment of the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral; 

		c.	Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. shall continue to comply with the terms of the PSU Settlement as part of its abandonment of the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral; and

		d.	Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. shall file a sworn certification with this Commission of its compliance with these terms and conditions within 90 days of its abandonment of the middle section of the Snowshoe Lateral.

	2.	That Docket No. A-2015-2513395 shall remain open until the subject facilities of Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. meet the approval of the Gas Safety Division of the Bureau of Transportation and Safety, as evidenced by its letter to that effect, which letter shall be served upon the Applicant as well as the affected customers, and inserted into the documents folder for this application proceeding.

	3.	That upon Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. filing the certificate of compliance and the Gas Safety Division of the Bureau of Transportation and Safety inserting its letter in accordance with the foregoing ordering paragraphs, Docket No. A-2015-2513395 shall be marked closed.

	4.	That if Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. does not comply with the foregoing terms and conditions for abandoning service or fails to file and serve the required certificate of compliance as set forth in the foregoing ordering paragraphs, its application for abandonment of natural gas service at Docket No. A-2015-2513395 shall be dismissed without further action.

	5.	That the formal complaint filed by Robert Bucha against Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. at Docket No. C-2016-2528019 is satisfied and shall be marked closed.

	6.	That the formal complaint filed by Pennsylvania State University against Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. at Docket. No. C-2016-2522399 shall be marked closed.


Date:  June 24, 2016							/s/				
						Mary D. Long
						Administrative Law Judge
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