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NOTES:

This docket was started pursuant to Order No. 24,688 file on 10/27/06.

Hearing Examiner Kreis asked which party bares the burden of truth? Who provides
testimony first, etc. Counsel for KeySpan states that they have a procedural schedule in
place with the exemption of finalizing the dates. Staff and OCA will file testimony first.
Staff believes that it is the Company should demonstrate that their methodology is just and
reasonable. The OCA agrees with Staff. The Company disagrees with this; they believe that
there is a disagreement in this docket and feel that Staff bares the burden to support this
filing as the two disputes as this was done after the rates were approved by the Commission.
Staff believes that there are 4, not 2, issues. Staff would like to suggest that Staff state their
position before the Company.

The Company does not believe that their rates should not be adjusted on two of the issues.

OCA states that there is a potential fifth issue that resulted from DG 06-121.

The company recognized only two issues that remain unresolved. They do not believe that
there are four outstanding issues, or a fifth as the OCA pointed out.



The company plans to file for intervenors status in the Northern Case. They also will be
filing a petition for rehearing in docket DG 07-033 as they do not agree with how it was
wording on the four issues. They are also going to send a petition to consolidate with
Northern’s case.

Staff opposes the request to consolidate with Northern as the two companies are completely
different in many aspects. By consolidating it would create confusion as the issues in the
Northern case are different from the issues in this proceeding. The second issue results from
the expedited time frame in which the COG proceedings are done. There is not enough time
to gather all the issues that are pertinent thus the reason for the two issues resulting after
the COG proceedings.

As for the exhibit that was entered in as an exhibit, the Hearings Examiner will leave it up to
the Commission as to if they will enter it in as a full exhibit.
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