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PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND BUSINESS ADDRESS. 

My name is Alan J. Fleissner, and my business address is 800 Cabin Hill Drive, 

Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601. 

BY WHOM ARE YOU EMPLOYED AND IN WHAT CAPACITY? 

I am employed by Allegheny Energy Service Corporation, and my title is Senior 

Consulting Engineer, Transmission Siting. My time is devoted to transmission-related 

tasks performed for the Allegheny Energy, Inc. ("Allegheny") companies, primarily 

Allegheny Power and the Trans-Allegheny Interstate Line Company ("TrAILCo"). 

DID YOU PREPARE DIRECT TESTIMONY TI-IAT WAS FILED PREVIOUSLY IN 

THIS CASE? 

Yes. That testimony generally described the process by which the proposed line route for 

the TrAIL was determined. I also explained how that route corresponds to the right-of- 

way ("ROW") currently controlled by West Penn Power Company ("West Penn"), and 

how TrAILCo will acquire the additional ROW needed for the Trans-Allegheny 

Interstate Line ("TrAIL"). 

PURPOSE OF TESTIMONY 

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE PURPOSE OF YOUR SIJPPLEMENTAL DIRECT 

TESTIMONY. 

The purpose of this supplemental testimony is to describe two minor adjustments to the 

route of the Prexy Segment of the 500kV line and the Pennsylvania 502 Junction Segment 

that TrAILCO plans to make, and the reasons for these adjustments. 
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I EXHIBITS 

2 Q. PLEASE IDENTIFY THE EXHIBITS TO YOUR SUPPLEMENTAL TESTIMONY 

3 AND SUMMARIZE THE CONTENTS OF THOSE EXHIBITS. 

4 A. I am sponsoring 3 exhibits with this testimony: 

5 0 TrAILCo Exhibits AJF-4 and AJF-5 are two aerial photographs showing the 

route of the first adjustment. 

TrAILCo Exhibit AJF-6 is an aerial photograph showing the route of the second 

8 adjustment. 

9 FIRST ADJUSTMENT 

10 Q. WI-IERE IS THE FIRST ADJUSTMENT LOCATED? 

11 A. This adjustment is located on the Prexy Segment west of Rocky Ridge Road in 

12 Greene County, PA. 

13 Q WHY IS THIS ADJUSTMENT BElNG PROPOSED? 

14 A During a recent review of the line route, thee  instances were discovered where 

structures or other issues were discovered on the proposed line route which 

followed the easements purchased previously by West Penn. One, an air 

ventilation system that serves an underground mine, was found to have been built 

along the original route. This system consists of several small metal buildings 

that contain ventilation fans. This facility cannot be allowed to remain within the 

easement of the proposed line, and an adjustment to the route is therefore needed. 

2 1 Second, it was also found that the current route crosses a wetland and waterfowl 

22 area that had been constructed within the West Penn easement on land owned by 

23 the Pennsylvania Game Cominission ("Game Commission") in this same area. 
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Finally, three recently-drilled gas wells were found in the same area. These wells 

were not present during the initial study. 

WHAT ADJUSTMENT IS BEING PROPOSED FOR DEALING WITH THESE 

THREE ISSUES? 

TrAILCo Exhibits AJF-4 and AJF-5 show the adjustment. It begins near the 

Norfolk Southern Railroad and then angles east away from the original proposed 

route, as shown on Exhibit AJF-4. It crosses the Game Commission land, 

avoiding the constructed wetland and waterfowl area, until it crosses Girards Fort 

Road. Just north of this road, the adjusted proposed route then angles slightly to 

the west, continuing on Game Commission property. The line would then 

continue northward for approximately 1,200 feet, until it once again angles to the 

west to return to the originally proposed route, as shown on TrAILCo Exhibit 

AJF-5. This adjustment is approximately 8,200 feet (1.55 miles) in total length. 

HOW MUCH DOES THIS VARY FROM THE ORIGINAL PROPOSED 

ROUTE? 

This adjusted route continues to follow the same general path of the originally- 

proposed route but is located a maximum of 1,200 feet east fiom the originally- 

proposed route. 

WAS THE GAME COMMISSION CONSULTED ABOUT THIS POSSIBLE 

ADJUSTMENT? 

Yes, TsAILCo sought the Game Commission's input on the adjustment at a 

meeting held on June 12, 2007, between representatives of TrAILCo and 

representatives of the Gane Commission. Since this adjustment would remove 
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the line from the wetland and waterfowl area constructed by the Game 

Commission, its representatives expressed a preference for this proposal over the 

original route in this area. 

ARE THERE ANY OTHER BENEFITS TO THIS ADJUSTMENT? 

Yes, this adjustment addresses the concern expressed by the Board of Supervisors 

of Whitely Township in a letter to this Commission dated May 29,2007. 

DOES THIS ADJUSTMENT AFFECT ANY OF THE ANALYSES OR 

CONCLUSIONS OF THE STUDY DOCUMENTED IN TRAILCO EXHIBIT 

JH-1 FILED IN THIS PROCEEDING? 

Members of the routing team, acting under my supervision, recommended the 

adjustment as the best choice solution to resolve the three conflicts found on the 

original route. They also reviewed the change to see if it had any material effect 

to the original analysis addressed in TrAILCo Exhibit JI-1-1, and they found that it 

did not. 

DOES THIS ADJUSTMENT AFFECT ANY ADDITIONAL LANDOWNERS? 

No. In fact, one less parcel is crossed by the adjustment than by the original 

route. With regard to the other parcels, only the location of the crossing has 

changed. 

ARE THERE ANY DETRIMENTS TO USING THIS ADJUSTMENT? 

The only detriments to this adjustment are that this adds four new angles to the 

line and increases the length of the line by about 500 feet, which will increase the 

cost of construction very slightly. However, in the overall cost of the project, 

these added costs are expected to be minimal. 
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SECOND ADJUSTMENT 

WHERE IS THE SECOND ADJUSTMENT LOCATED? 

This adjustment is located on the Pennsylvania 502 Junction Segment south of the 

proposed 502 Junction Substation in Greene County, Pennsylvania. 

PLEASE DESCRIBE THIS ADJUSTMENT. 

This second adjustment moves the last tangent of line westwards by 1,200 feet to 

a point immediately adjacent to the existing Harrison-502 Junction 500 kV line. 

The adjusted route then parallels this existing line to be connected to the proposed 

502 Junction Substation. This change is shown on TrAILCo Exhibit AJF-6. 

WHY IS THIS ADJUSTMENT BEING PROPOSED? 

During the engineering investigation into the requirements to remove the existing 

three-point 500 kV tap structures at the proposed 502 Junctioil Substation site and 

relocate these existing lines into the proposed substation bay locations, the details 

of the planned entrance of this new line fiom the south were reviewed in greater 

depth. Although the design details of the substation layouts are not yet available, 

TrAILCo has concluded that it would be advantageous to have the Pennsylvania 

502 Junction Segment line parallel the three existing lines across the substation 

property into the new bay locations. This adjustment also addresses concerns 

expressed by area residents at the open house in Greene County on April 2,2007, 

regarding the original proposed route crossing between existing homes and 

placing one home with an existing 500 kV line on one side and the new 500 kV 

line on the other side. Lastly, the adjustment increases the amount of line parallel 

to an existing transmission line. The advantages of this include reduced land 
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impact by having one wider ROW rather then two separate ROWS, and reduced 

access road issues during construction and maintenance, since TrAILCo will be 

able to utilize the access road for the existing line. 

HOW MUCH DOES THIS ADJUSTMENT VARY FROM THE ORIGINAL 

PROPOSED ROUTE? 

This route continues to follow the same general path of the originally proposed 

route. However, it is located a maximum of 1,225 feet west from the originally 

proposed location. 

DOES THIS ADJUSTMENT AFFECT ANY OF THE ANALYSES OR 

CONCLUSIONS OF THE STUDY REFLECTED IN TRAILCO EXHIBIT JH-I? 

Members of the routing team, acting under my supervision, again selected this 

adjustment and recommended that this was the best choice solution to resolve the 

issues. They also reviewed the change to see if it had any material effect to the 

original analysis addressed in TrAILCo Exhibit JH-1 and found that it did not. 

DOES THIS ADJUSTMENT AFFECT ANY ADDITIONAL PARCELS OF 

LAND? 

No, it does not. Only the crossing location for the parcels of land previously 

identified for this portion of the line route will be changed by this adjustment. 

ARE THERE ANY DETRIMENTS TO USING THIS ADJUSTMENT? 

The number of planned angles in the line remains the same. The only detriment to 

this adjustment is a minimal increase in length - less than 700 feet -- that might 

cause a very small increase in construction cost. However, in the overall cost of 

the project these added costs are expected to be insignificant. 
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1 Q. DOES THIS CONCLUDE YOUR SUPPLEMENTAL DIRECT TESTIMONY? 

2 A. Yes, it does. However, I reserve the right to file such additional testimony as may 

3 be necessary or appropriate. 



TrAILCo Exhibit AJF-4 






