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INTERIM ORDER SIX— :
OPBNING RECORD UNTIL APRIL 30, 2001, FOR SETTLEMENT DISCUSSIONS
: AND SUPPLEMENTIN G THE RECORD

Interim Order Five, issued August 3, 2000, granted the motion of
Allegheny Power, t/a West Penn Power Company (WPPC), to have the record remain
open until October 31, 2000. On October 5, 2000, WPPC filed its proposed Statement
No. 3, reflecting recent events that pertain to the proceeding. Neither the Township of
Springdale nor Duquesne Light Company (DLC) has had'an opportunity to
cross-examine the witness whose testimony is set forth in WPPC Statement No. 3. Given
that relevant litigation between DLC and WPPC has been resolved and given that the
restructuring plans of WPPC and DLC, respectively, under the Electricity Generation

- Customer Choice and Competition Act (66 Pa. C. S. A., Chapter 28), have become final, all

relevant facts can now be taken into consideration in order to finally resolve the formal
“complaint. To promote a timely resolution of the complaint, a post-hearing settlement
~ conference between the parties and the presiding officer has been scheduled for
January 30, 2001. At the settlement conference, it will be determined whether additional
hea;ring time is necessary for, among other reascns, cross-examining the witness whose

proposed testimony is tentatively identified as WPPC Statement No. 3.



 THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, AS FOLLOWS:

L. That the evidentiary record in Township of Springdale v. Duguesne
Light Company and West Penn Power Company, at Docket No. C-00967749, is hereby
reopened and will remain open until April 30, 2001.

2. That West Penn Power Company Statement No. 3, the Direct
Testimony of David L. Schroeder, is admitted into the record, subject to timely motions

and cross-examination by adverse parties.
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KTERFIELD

Dated: January 18, 2001
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C-00967749 Tovmshi‘f Springdale v. Duquesne &ht Company and
West Penn Powex Company

Complainant claims residents currenbly'serV1ced by Duquesne nght
Company are requesting service from West Penn Power Company.
Dugquesne Light Company and West Penn Power Company are statemated
in the transfer of electric service in the area over a dispute as
to how to calculate the purchase prlce of the distribution
facilities of both electric companies certified serv1ce area of
Springdale Township.
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
' PA Public Utility Commission

‘DATE:  January 30, 2001
~ SUBJECT: Township of Springdale v. Duquesne Light Company and
‘ ‘West Penn Power Company
Docket No. C-00967749

TO: Barb Barbush, Docket Management
PA Public Utility Commission 4 MM/\

FROM: James D. Porterfield, Administrative Law Judge |
: - Office of Administrative Law Judge, Pittsburgh

Enclosed for filing is ALY Exhibit No. 1 (original and one copy) with regard to the
above captioned case. Please place this exhlblt in the appropnate file.
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October 10, 2000

Honorable James Porterfield
 Administrative Law Judge

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

1103 Pittsburgh State Office Building

300 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15222
RE:  Springdale Township v Duquegﬁ? ,,
West Penn Power fg“
Docket # C-00967749
Dear Judge Porterfield:

I have reviewed West Penn Power Company’s Statement #3, Direct Written Testimony of
~ David L. Schroeder and in response, on behalf of the Township of Springdale, make the
following arguments. ' :

. m '%‘.%mslﬁp instituted this proceeding in 1996 prior to restructuring as stated on
g Q nes4 &l%ﬁchroeder Testimony. West Penn was aware of this proceeding and the
ential that theseicustomers could be transferred to it when they did their restructuring plan.
West %nﬁ%xp y made an error in its business judgement by not considering the impact of the
Springdale Township customers in its restructuring settlement. West Penn should not be able to
benefit from their mistake and oversight. '

Schiroeder’s testimony (page 8-9, lines 22-2) presumes that the Springdale Township
customers were included in Duquesne Light’s Stranded Cost Evaluation. Mr. Schroeder simply
does not know. His testimony therefore is zpeculative on this issue and should be stricken.

Schroeder’s testimony (page 9, lines 17-20) indicates that the Springdale customers were
not included in West Penn’s restructuring settlement. However, he fails to say that this was the
fault of West Penn from not considering the Springdale customers. Why should West Penn
benefit from its own mistake? Principles of estoppel should apply.

Likewise, Schroeder’s testimony (page 12 lines 3-7) indicates that it is inappropriate for
West Penn to assume the provider of last resort for Springdale customers because they were not
in West Penn’s restructuring proceeding. However, the reason they were not in West Penn’s




restructuring proceeding was that West Penn just simply forgot to consider this issue. Again,
West Penn should not be able to benefits from its owns mistakes.

>

Schroeder’s testimony (page 12 lines 20-23) indicates that Duquesne or its transferees
should provide the provider of last resort service. If these customers are transferred to West Penn
then West Penn is the transferee and can provide the provider of last resort service to the -
Springdale customers.

Nowhere in the testimony of West Penn does it indicate what significance 260 Springdale
Township residents would have on the bottom line of West Penn Power’s profit and loss
- statement. Nowhere does West Penn set forth the total amount of customers that they have and
- how 260 residents of Springdale Township would financially burden or substantially impact
West Pean’s financial position. It is subraitted that the impact of Springdale Township residents
would have a negligible impact on West Penn Power’s economic viability.

Respectfully submitted,

- Stgphen Yakdpgc, Jr.”

cc:  Larry R. Crayne, Esquire
- Duquesne Light Company

John L. Munsch, Esquire
Allegheny Energy
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