
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

In the Matter of:

THE JOINT APPLICATION PURSUANT TO 1994 )
HOUSE BILL NO. 501 FOR THE APPROVAL OF )
AMERICAN ELECTRIC POWER/KENTUCKY )
POWER COMPANY (“AEP/KENTUCKY”) )
COLLABORATIVE DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT )
PROGRAMS, AND FOR AUTHORITY TO ) CASE NO. 95-427
IMPLEMENT A TARIFF TO RECOVER COSTS, )
NET LOST REVENUES AND RECEIVE )
INCENTIVES ASSOCIATED WITH THE )
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE AEP/KENTUCKY )
COLLABORATIVE DEMAND-SIDE MANAGEMENT )
PROGRAMS )

O  R  D  E  R

On February 28, 2000, the Commission issued its final Order in this proceeding 

wherein it imposed certain reporting requirements on American Electric Power/Kentucky 

Power (“AEP/Kentucky”) regarding the continuation of its Demand-Side Management 

(“DSM”) programs through the year 2002.  On March 20, 2000, AEP/Kentucky filed a 

Motion for Clarification or In the Alternative Petition for Rehearing in this matter.  

Ordering Paragraph 2 of the February 28, 2000 Order directed AEP/Kentucky to 

“continue to make semi-annual status filings with the Commission in the same manner 

as was done in the initial pilot phase of its DSM plan.”  Ordering Paragraph 3 of that 

Order directed AEP/Kentucky to “file, on an annual basis, separate impact evaluations 

for the residential and commercial DSM programs being extended for the next three 

years.”  
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AEP/Kentucky claims that the information required to be filed by Ordering 

Paragraph 3 is included in the semi-annual status reports required to be filed by 

Ordering Paragraph 2.  The result, according to AEP/Kentucky, will be annual filings 

that are duplicative of the information included in the semi-annual filings required by 

Ordering Paragraph 2.  AEP/Kentucky requests an Order clarifying the February 28, 

2000 Order to recognize that the semi-annual status reports required by Ordering 

Paragraph 2 satisfy the information reporting obligations imposed in the first sentence of 

Ordering Paragraph 3.  In the alternative, AEP/Kentucky requests an Order granting 

rehearing and amending the February 28, 2000 Order to eliminate the information 

reporting requirement imposed by the first sentence of Ordering Paragraph 3.

The Commission, having considered the motion and being otherwise sufficiently 

advised, finds that:

1. The information reporting requirements contained in the first sentence of 

Ordering Paragraph 3 of the February 28, 2000 Order are duplicative of the reporting 

requirements contained in Ordering Paragraph 2 of that same Order.

2. The February 28, 2000 Order should be amended to eliminate the 

requirement imposed by the first sentence of Ordering Paragraph 3.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Commission’s February 28, 2000 Order 

issued in this proceeding is amended to eliminate the reporting requirement imposed by 

the first sentence of Ordering Paragraph 3, which required AEP/Kentucky to file, on an 

annual basis, separate impact evaluations for the continuing residential and commercial 

DSM programs.



Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, this 6th day of April, 2000

By the Commission

ATTEST:

______________________
Executive Director
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