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	COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

P.O. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, PA 17105-3265
	IN REPLY PLEASE REFER TO OUR FILE

C-2014-2422723

P-2014-2426846


July 28, 2014
Re:  
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement 
v. Uber Technologies, Inc.
Re:  
Petition of the Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement of the Pennsylvania Public 
Utility
Commission for an Interim Emergency Order requiring Uber Technologies, 
Inc. to immediately cease and desist from brokering transportation service for 
compensation between points within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.
TO ALL PARTIES: 


On July 1, 2014, Administrative Law Judges (ALJs) Mary D. Long and Jeffrey A. Watson issued an Order granting the Petition of the Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement (I&E) for Interim Emergency Relief at Docket No. P-2014-2426846 (Cease and Desist Order).  The ALJs determined that I&E demonstrated the requisite need to order Uber Technologies, Inc. (Uber) to immediately cease and desist from utilizing its digital platform to facilitate transportation for compensation to passengers using non-certificated drivers in their personal vehicles within Pennsylvania.  In addition, ALJs Long and Watson certified the granting of relief by interim emergency order to the Commission as a material question, in accordance with 52 Pa. Code § 3.10(b).   The material question certified to the Commission was whether I&E met the requirements for obtaining interim emergency relief set forth at 52 Pa. Code § 3.6(b).  By Order entered July 24, 2014, the Commission determined that I&E met the requirements for obtaining interim emergency relief.  Accordingly, this matter returns to the Office of Administrative Law Judge (OALJ) for further proceedings on the underlying Complaint at Docket No. 
C-2014-2422723.


Additionally, on July 24, 2014, Commissioner James H. Cawley issued a Combined Statement for the above-captioned proceeding and the proceeding involving Lyft, Inc. at Docket No. P-2014-2426847 (and the underlying Complaint proceeding involving Lyft, Inc. at Docket No. C-2014-2422713).  In the Combined Statement, Commissioner Cawley requested the issuance of this Secretarial Letter seeking additional information to aid in the formulation of a final Order in the Complaint proceedings at Docket Nos. C-2014-2422723 and C-2014-2422713.
Section 106.D of the Commission’s Procedures Manual provides that: 
In contested on-the-record proceedings, Commissioner(s) shall inform the Secretary; the Director of Operations; the Chief Counsel; the Chief Administrative Law Judge; all parties to the case and other Commissioners, of particular issues that a Commissioner wishes explored in the case – or request that the Secretary inform appropriate parties.  All 
individuals and parties shall be notified, in writing, by the Commissioner or by the Secretary.
Accordingly, in order to create a complete record in the Complaint proceeding at Docket No. C-2014-2422723, the Parties are directed to address the following questions:

(1) The number of transactions/rides provided to passengers in Pennsylvania via the connections made with drivers through Internet, mobile application, or digital software during the following periods:
(a) From the initiation of Uber’s service in Pennsylvania to June 5, 2014 (the date I&E filed the Complaint against Uber);
(b) From the receipt of the cease and desist letter from the Commission’s Bureau of Technical Utility Services dated July 6, 2012, to June 5, 2014;
(c) From June 5, 2014, to July 1, 2014 (the date the Cease and Desist Order became effective); and
(d) From July 1, 2014, to the date on which the record in this Complaint proceeding is closed.  
(2) Should there be a finding that Uber’s conduct in any one or all of the periods in question (1), above, was a violation of the Public Utility Code, whether refunds or credits to customers would be an appropriate remedy.
(3) Whether either evidence of prior unlawful operations or contumacious refusal to obey Commission orders negates the need for the proposed service and/or the fitness of the applicant as a common carrier such that no certificate of public convenience can be issued by the Commission.
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Sincerely,






Rosemary Chiavetta,








Secretary

Cc:
All Parties of Record

Chairman Robert F. Powelson, PUC


Vice Chairman John F. Coleman, Jr., PUC
Commissioner James H. Cawley, PUC


Commissioner Pamela A. Witmer, PUC


Commissioner Gladys M. Brown, PUC


Jan Freeman, Executive Director, PUC

Mary Beth Osborne, Director of Regulatory Affairs, PUC


Bohdan Pankiw, Chief Counsel, PUC

Hon. Charles Rainey, Chief Judge, OALJ

Hon. Mary D. Long, OALJ

Hon. Jeffrey A. Watson, OALJ
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