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V.

Pike County Power and Light Company

INTERIM ORDER

On January 1, 2006, the customers of Pike County Light & Power
 Company (Pike) expertenced a significant increase in their generation rates, By Order dated
February 14, 2006, the ‘Pennsy]vani’a Public Utility Commission (PUC) initiated a 60-day
investigation into the competitive market conditions in Pike’s service territory at Docket
Number P—00052168'. The PUC difccted pértics to respond to a series of questions that
nddressed the lack of competitive options in Pike’s service territory énd the high éosx of default
generation service. The Order required the PUC’s Law Bureau m‘ file a report on the
invéstigation after the conclusion of the investigation. On March 10, 2006, Direct Energy,
LLC, a licensed electric generation supplier, filed a Petition with the PUC seeking to implement
an auction for retail‘ aggregation service in order to bring some rate relief to Pike's customers.
The PUC approved Direct Energy’s Petition, with modifications, on April 20, 2006. The above‘
‘referenced Formal Compiainté, investigation and Direct Energy;s Pﬁtition are rela‘tcd. On
March 22, 2006, a Prehearing Notice was issued indicating that an Initial Prehearing
Conference would be held on May 24, 2006 in Scranton, Pennsylvania. The OCA filed a
Notice of Intervention and Public Statement on April 5, 2006. Tbe Office of Sm’all’ Business
Advocatc filed a Notice of Intervention and Public Statement on April 24, k20_06. On May 5,
200‘6,‘ the Office of Consumer Advocate filed a Motion for an extension of time for the
scheduled prehearing conference. Due to the ongoing nature of para]jel proceedings, the

scheduled prehearing conference cannot be effective at this time, and the Motion should be




granted. Therefore, in the ofdering paragraph below the prehearing conference will be

cancelled and continued for a period of sixty days.

ORDER
THEREFORE,
IT IS ORDERED:
L. The Motion for an Extension of Time for the Prehearing Conference filed

by the Office of Consumer Advocate is granted; and

2. The Prehearing Conference scheduled for May 24, 2006, in the above

referenced Formal Complaints is cancelled. The matter is continued for a period of sixty days.
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