BEFORE THE


PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION





Marcella Gawron and Mark Gawron





                            v.                                                                          C-00015645





PPL Electric Utilities Corporation





INITIAL DECISION





Before


Richard M. Lovenwirth


Administrative Law Judge





I. HISTORY OF  THE PROCEEDINGS





	On June 18, 2001 Marcella Gawron and Mark Gawron (hereinafter, collectively, Complainant) filed a formal complaint against PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (hereinafter Respondent).  The subject matter of the complaint, after being amended at a mediation session and at the Initial Hearing, is the alleged excessive nature of the bills rendered to Complainant for service at a rental building at 146 Bellman Street St., Throop, Pennsylvania 18512 for the years 1999, 2000, and 2001.


	An answer was filed by Respondent on  July 9, 2001 which denies the excessiveness of the said bills.


	A mediation session was held wherein some of the issues were resolved (as reported upon the record of the Initial Hearing), and the Initial Hearing was convened on January 17, 2002 at the State Office Building, Scranton, Pennsylvania.  Respondent moved three exhibits into the record. Complainant presented one witness and Respondent presented the testimony of three witnesses.  No briefs were filed.











II. FINDINGS OF FACT





		1.  Complainants are Marcella Gawron and Mark Gawron who, along with Gerald Gawron, are the owners of a building situated at 146 Bellman Street, Throop, Pennsylvania 18512, which, in their capacity as landlords, they lease to tenants the five apartments situated therein.


	2.  Respondent is PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, which is a Pennsylvania public utility which has received from this Commission a certificate of public convenience enabling it to provide electric service to the public for compensation within the boundaries set forth in its said certificate, including the address of the building owned by complainant (hereinafter leased premises) as set forth in finding of fact number one.


	3.  The meter in the leased premises which registers consumption of electricity in the areas of the leased premises for which Complainant is the ratepayer of record registers consumed electricity used by the electric motor on the gas heater, the electric hot water heater which supplies hot water to the clothes washer and dryer, the basement lighting, the outdoor lighting, the laundry room lighting,  and the electric clothes washer and dryer.  The potential for electric usage by said electric appliances is 635.4 kwh per month without the motor on the gas heater, and an additional 70 kwh per month during the winter months when the motor on the gas heater is operative (or a total of 705.4 kwh) (PPL Exhibit number one).


	4.  During the calendar years of 1999, 2000, and 2001 (being the years which Complainant alleges excessive electric bills were received), each monthly bill based upon an actual reading was based upon electric usage less than or about the same as the estimated potential for monthly usage, as set forth in the previous finding of fact (PPL Exhibits 1 and 2).


	5.  The meter registering electric usage to Complainant was tested on July 9, 2001, and found to operating at 99.8% accuracy.


	6.  The complainant does not know the patterns of  electric usage of the tenants at the leased premises with respect their usage of clothes washer and dryer and common area lighting; and although Complainant collects the monies deposited in the washer and dryer by the tenants, no testimony was given as to how much usage could be computed from said collections. 


III. DISCUSSION


	The foregoing findings of fact, which shall not be restated in this portion of the decision, must result in dismissal of the complaint.  The actual usage by Complainant is less than the potential for usage, and the Complainant cannot state the pattern of usage by the tenants.


	Accordingly, we shall dismiss the complaint.


IV. CONCLUSION OF LAW


	This Commission has jurisdiction over the parties to this proceeding and over the subject matter thereof.


V. ORDER


	Upon consideration of the foregoing, we now issue this ORDER:


	That the complaint filed by Marcella and Mark Gawron against PPL Electric Utilities Corporation on  June 18, 2001 at C-00015645 be and is hereby DISMISSED.


Dated:                                        ___________________________________


                                                 Richard M. Lovenwirth, Administrative Law Judge
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