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I. INTRODUCTION

The Office of Consumer Advocate (OCA) submits this Reply Brief in response to the Brief
of Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. (Columbia or the Company). On August 22, 2024, the
OCA, Columbia, and CAUSE-PA filed Main Briefs. The OCA’s Main Brief contained a
comprehensive discussion of the evidence and its opposition to the Company’s proposed
Municipal Levelization Charge (MLC). Thus, in this Reply Brief, the OCA only responds to those
matters raised by Columbia that were not previously addressed or that require clarification or
response. The OCA supports the arguments asserted by CAUSE-PA to the extent they do not
conflict with the arguments set forth in the OCA’s Main Brief.

II. LEGAL STANDARDS

Notably absent from Columbia’s Main Brief is any discussion or citation to statute, case
law, regulation, or Commission decision that the Company would submit governs its proposed
MLC rate design. The OCA’s Main Brief sets forth the applicable legal standards in this
proceeding as to Columbia’s burden of proof under Section 315(a) to demonstrate that its proposed
MLC is a just and reasonable rate under Section 1301(a) and a not unduly discriminatory rate under
Section 1304. 66 Pa.C.S. §§ 315(a), 1301(a), 1304.

Additionally, in rendering its decision in this matter, the Commission must “consistent with
its other statutory responsibilities, take such action with due consideration to the interests of
consumers.” 71 P.S. § 309-5.

III. ARGUMENT

While the Company in its Main Brief succeeded in providing its litany of grievances

against local municipalities that Columbia considers to be guilty of imposing unjustifiably

burdensome requirements related to utility restoration work; the Company’s Main Brief is notably



void of any citation to the Public Utility Code (Code) to support its MLC proposal. Columbia does
not even assert that the proposed MLC is just and reasonable under Section 1301(a). The only
support it provides for its request for approval of the MLC is that the MLC is “experimental” and
a proposed “pilot program.” However, every rate a utility charges consumers must be just and
reasonable and not unduly discriminatory, which the MLC is clearly not. 66 Pa.C.S. §§ 1301(a),
1304. There are no exceptions for rates that are experimental, temporary, or piloted. /d.
Furthermore, Columbia attempts to bolster its argument by comparing the MLC to the pilot
program which laid the foundation for utility Customer Assistance Programs (CAPs) and pipeline
capacity release programs. Such comparison is false and should be rejected given that neither of
the referenced pilot programs resulted in unjust and unreasonable rates or rates that are unduly
discriminatory. Here, Columbia has failed to carry its burden of proof; the MLC rate is unjust and
unreasonable and unduly discriminatory because it creates unreasonable differences in rates as
between localities, makes an unreasonable preference and disadvantage to consumers in rates
based on where they reside, is not aligned with well-established principles of cost causation, is an
attempt at impermissible single-issue ratemaking, is not adopted in any other state, and is not
supported by record evidence as being necessary. 66 Pa.C.S. §§ 315(a), 1301(a), 1304.
Accordingly, the MLC does not serve or protect the interests of Columbia’s consumers, which the
Commission must consider pursuant to 71 P.S. § 309-5. Therefore, the Commission should reject

the proposed MLC for all the reasons stated above and as set forth in the OCA’s Main Brief.



IV. CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated above, the OCA requests that the Commission reject the Company’s
proposed Municipal Levelization Charge because the Company has failed to meet its burden of
proving that the rate is permitted under Sections 1301(a) and 1304 of the Public Utility Code, 66
Pa. C.S.§§ 1301(a), 1304, and consistent with generally accepted ratemaking principles. The OCA
also respectfully requests the Commission to adopt the OCA’s proposed findings of facts,

conclusions of law, and ordering paragraphs set forth in Appendices A, B, and C of its Main Brief.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Melanie Joy El Atieh
Melanie Joy El Atieh
Deputy Consumer Advocate

Counsel for: PA Attorney I.D. # 209323
Patrick M. Cicero, Consumer Advocate MEIAtieh@paoca.org

Office of Consumer Advocate

555 Walnut Street

5% Floor, Forum Place Harrison W. Breitman
Harrisburg, PA 17101-1923 Assistant Consumer Advocate
Phone: 717-783-5048 PA Attorney I.D. #320580
Fax: 717-783-7152 HBreitman@paoca.org

Dated: August 30, 2024
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