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DISSENT OF COMMISSIONER AARON WILSON, JR. 

 I dissent from staff’s recommendation.  I believe that reconsideration is appropriate for the reasons set forth below and in my earlier dissent on this case.  

U.S. Steel makes a cogent argument that our electric restructuring decisions generated a legal and policy expectation that electric distribution tariffs were to be undisturbed during the transition period.  Otherwise, the Commission would not have gone to the lengths it did to ensure that all pre-existing tariffs, including the very HVPS tariff that is the subject of this proceeding, were properly affirmed, adopted, and included in restructuring proceedings.  

U.S. Steel also makes a credible claim that there is sufficient uncertainty regarding the underlying facts and practices to warrant a referral to our Office of Administrative Law Judge for further examination.  In such matters, the Commission should provide more, not less, due process and deliberation.  Chester Water Authority v. Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, 2967 C.D. 2001 (Opinion and Order issued April 28, 2003).  
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