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Public Citizen hereby responds to the Opposition to its Motion for 

Clarification filed by American Electric Power Company,Inc. (AEP) on 

December 9,2004. 

AEP is incorrect in stating that the extent of Public Citizen's 

participation in this proceeding has already been fully considered and 

determined. The Presiding Administrative Law Judge believed that Public 

Citizen was seeking limited participation status and granted our apparent 

motion for such status. Since he was unaware that we were attempting to 

seekfull party status, he clearly was not deciding whether or not we were 

entitled to it. 



AEP is, unfortunately, also incorrect in stating that Public Citizen has 

"never contended that Commission Staff's participation will not ensure, or 

exceed, the protection for the public interest that it claims it can offer." 

Public Citizen rcgrets that it has been forced to We concurrently with this 

response a Request to Subpoena the Trial Staff or other appropriate 

Commission official to respond to Public Citizen's concerns regarding tho 

lack of technical, utility and FERC expertise on the part of the Commission 

Staff. The Divi,sionof Investment Management refuses to even answer 

Public Citizen's questions regarding what in-house expertise it may or may 

not possess. 

While we bedieve that the Division is well iritentioned in seeking to 

protect the public interest, we do not believe that they are well informed. 

For example, Public Citizen's counsel has approximately thirty more years' 

FERCpractice experience than any member of the Division: Public 

Citizen's expert witness, Dr. Casazza, has more years' experience than that 

in actual electric utility operations. Yet the Treliminary Statement" of the 

Division makes it clear that they will continue to rely on what they perceive, 

without adequate expertise in our view, to be "contemporary realities" of the 

electric utility industry and PERC iniatives. The Division's refusal to hire 

technical or FERC experts, and the Commission's apparent failure to 










