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Administrative Case 2006-0494 
Informal Conference 

Reported by Rig Sandy Rural Electric Cooperative 

5. Staff Questions 

All Utilities 

1 I See handout No 1 bvhich reflects several types of tree pruning. Regardless of 
whether or not the Commission sets any tree trimming standards, shodd Through or 
V pruning, Side pruning, Under pruning or Topping be allowed? 

Yes. Utilities should be permitted to incorporate all the above mentioned 
methods to manage ROW growth. The use of Tree Growth Retardant  should be 
permitted as well. 

2. If the utility does not own the property over tvhich its distribution lines are 
located, what are the utility's legal rights as far as access to the propert). and ability 
to trim. trees? 

Rig Sandy RFCC's membership application grants permission to maintain ou r  
line. Big Sandy RECC also obtains written easements on current construction 
projects. 

Big Scindv RECC 

1.  Does Big Sandy only analyze reliability numbers on a system nide basis. as Big 
Sandy's states in its response to Item No 1 of Staffs Second Data Request in this 
case? If yes, h o u  are these numbers then used to target certain areas'? 

Big Sandy R E C C  only analyzes reliabilib numbers on a system \F icle basis. 
Outage reports contain the location information. Circuits o r  areas are  
investigated .ohenever numerous outages have occurred in that  area. 



7. Staff guidance fo r  testimony 

Relicihilin. I - e ~ o i ~ i n g  recirrirement 

1 I Is it  appropriate for the Public Service Commission to require regular 
reporting of reliability information from all distribution utilities? 

No. Big Sandy RECC is already required to report reliability numbers to 
RUS on Form 7. This information is available to the PSC. 

2. Should the PSC develop standardized criteria for recording and reporting 
reliability information? 

No. The  reliability numbers required by RUS should be sufficient. 

3~ Is i t  appropriate for the Commission to require reporting at a level snialler 
than the entire system (Le. by substation or circuit) 

No. The  system-wide numbers should be adequate. 

4. Are there any concerns about sharing this infonriation \vithin the industry or 
kvith the public? 

No. The  information reported on RUS form 7 is subject to public disclosure. 

1 .  Please comment on the appropriateness of a reliability performance standard. 
An esample of a perforniance standard is found in the RUS reqriirement of no 
more than fi1.e hours outage for the average customer for ani reason. and no 
more than one hour caused by potver supply. 

A performance stand -c.c-ould be unreasonable, however a guideline such as 
RIJS 1730-1 can be helpful. 

2. Is i t  more appropriate to develop performance standards on a utility by utility 
basis or a circuit by circuit basis? FL’hat is the most appropriate level for 
ap p 1 y i n g per fo rm an c e standard re q 11 ire ni e n t s ? 

A s>.stem-n ide performance guideline should be sufficient such  as RUS 1730- 
1. 



3 .  Conment on an appropriate requirement to respond to non-atrainment of a 
performance standard. or in the alternative esplain \\hy a respons? 10 non- 
attainment is not necessary. 

A Co-op that fails to meet the RUS 1730-1 guidelines a re  pro\.ideci with 
recommendations of correcting the situation and must respond Fvith a 
corrective action plan. 

1.  Please provide comments regarding the appropriateness of a PSC defined 
ROW niariagement minimum standard. 

ROW management standards would be inappropriate because each utility 
system has a different terrain and  vegetation management needs. 

2. If such a standard were created, to what level of detail should it be defined? 

A standard would be inappropriate, therefore, broad standards should be 
considered. 

3 .  Does a PSC requirement give the utility any advantage when performing 
ROW maintenance? 

No. ROW maintenance is already governed by RTJS 

4, Are there disadvantages? 

lies. I t  would interfere with the good will of the Co-ops and their members 
in addressing ROW needs. 

Witness to all responses: 

Jeff Prater, Operations Superintendent 


