
RECEIVED 
BEFORE THE 

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION MAY 1 0 2010 

SALVATORE TAMBURRINO 

vs. 

PHILADELPHIA GAS WORKS 

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 
SECRETARY'S BUREAU 

Docket No.: C - 2010 - 2167296 

COMPLAINANT SALVATORE TAMBURRINO'S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO 
THE RESPONDENT'S PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS 

Complainant, Salvatore Tamburrino, pro se^ respectfully responds to the Respondent's 

Preliminary Objections in the following corresponding numbered paragraphs. 

Additionally, Complainant's position is the PGW Landlord Cooperation Program (PGW 

LCP) specifically states "[landlord] will be held liable for gas usage incurred at your residential 

rental property after August 9, 2008." Please see Exhibit 3 paragraph 1, of Complainant's 

Complaint. The PUC has jurisdiction and authority to interpret this policy and determine if the 

lien amounts are correct. Complainant avers the lien amounts are inaccurate, and based on 

PGW's own gross malfeasance, gross negligence, and poor judgment. The debt PGW is 

attempting to collect was based on its own conduct, not the Landlord/Complainant. 

1. - 3. (inclusive) Admitted. By way of further answer, the Complaint is a 

document which speaks for itself, and the Complainant denies owing that money to 

PGW. That is why Complainant commenced this action. 

4. Admitted in part, and denied in part. Under the PGW LCP, PGW specifically 

states that Landlords will be held responsible for gas usage incurred after August 9, 2008. 

PGW notified Landlords of this policy and currently advertises this policy on their 

official website. PGW is attempting to collect a debt wherein PGW's gross malfeasance, 

gross negligence, and poor judgment caused the debt. Further, although PGW/City of 

Philadelphia filed the alleged liens of record, the Complainant denies that the amounts of 



the liens are correct and liens may be fraudulent and made in bad faith. Complainant 

respectfully demands strict proof in support of the Respondent's allegations. 

5. Admitted in part, denied in part. Complainant denies owing any amount to 

PGW/City of Philadelphia on the subject account. PGW cannot file a lien against Subject 

Property based on its own gross malfeasance, gross negligence, and poorjudgment. 

PGWs conduct caused this debt. 

6. The Complaint speaks for itself and demands strict proof in support of 

Respondent's allegation. 

7. Denied as a conclusion of law to which no response is required. By way of 

further answer, the regulation and case law to which Respondent cites speak for 

themselves. Further, Complainant's position is the PGW LCP is not being fairly or 

consistently applied to Complainant, and the outstanding debt is due to PGW's own gross 

malfeasance, gross negligence, and poorjudgment. 

8. The Complaint speaks for itself, thus, no response to the corresponding allegation 

is required. 

9. Denied as a conclusion of law to which no response is required. By way of 

further answer, "Nothing in this title shall abrogate the power of a city natural gas 

distribution operation to collect delinquent receivables through the imposition of liens 

..." does not prevent the owner of the property from challenging the lien. Complainant 

simply is challenging the amount due and outstanding, and the PGW LCP states that the 

Landlord is responsible for gas usage incurred after August 9, 2008. 

10. Admitted in part, and denied in part. The Responsible Utility Customer 

Protection Act does not permit PGW to collect a debt based on its own gross 

malfeasance, gross negligence, and poorjudgment. Further, PGW is not permitted to file 

false and inaccurate liens against said property. PGW personnel informed Complainant 

that the lien amounts were incorrect, inaccurate, and inconsistent with PGW Policy. 



11. Denied. The Complaint disputes the amount of the lien because the amount is 

based on PGW's own gross malfeasance, gross negligence, and poorjudgment. Further, 

the Complainant relied on the PGW LCP which is inconsistent with the lien amount. The 

Complaint speaks for itself. By way of further answer, the Complaint also avers that 

much of the alleged lien was imposed for fees that were allegedly incurred before the 

enactment of the code provision in question. 

12. Admitted in part, and denied in part. PGW may collect a legitimate claim, but 

PGW cannot collect a debt based on its own gross malfeasance, gross negligence, and 

poorjudgment. 

13. Denied. The Complaint speaks for itself. By way of further denial, whether or 

not the Complainant is personally liable for the alleged gas service is irrelevant: 

Complainant owns the building in question and his title to the building is now impaired. 

Complainant seeks to remove this cloud on the title of his property. 

14. Denied as a conclusion of law. Respondent is left to its proofs. 

WHEREFORE, Complainant respectfully requests that this Honorable Commission overrule 

the preliminary objections and order the Respondent to answer the Complaint. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 

SALVATORE TAMBURRINO 



VERIFICATION 

I verify that the statements made in this complaint are true and correct. I understand that 

false statements herein are made subject to the penalties of 18 Pa.C.S. § 4904 relating to unsworn 

falsification to authorities. 

RECEIVED 

h M m d - A m ^ ^ ^ MAY102010 

Salvatore Tambumno, pA p U B L l c UT,L1TY COMMISSION 
Complainant SECRETARY'S BUREAU 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

IT is hereby certified that a true and correct copy of the within Response In Opposition 

To The Respondent's Preliminary Objections, with proposed Order was served upon: 

Mr. Laureto Farinas, Esq. 
Philadelphia Gas Works 
800 Montgomery Avenue 
Philadelphia, PA 19122 

RECEIVED 
MAY 1 0 2010 

PAPUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 
SECRETARY'S BUREAU 

Respectfully Submitted, 

)̂ dsro_ \^Wi*ft ^-q-x^s 
SALVATORE TAMBURRINO 



BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

SALVATORE TAMBURRINO 

vs. 

PHILADELPHIA GAS WORKS 

Docket No.: C - 2010 - 2167296 

ORDER 

AND NOW, this day of _, 2010, upon consideration of the 

Respondent, Philadelphia Gas Works' Preliminary Objections and the Complainant Salvatore 

Tamburrino's Response In Opposition Thereto, it is hereby ORDERED AND DECREED that 

said Preliminary Objections are OVERRULED. 

Respondent shall file a verified answer to the Complaint within twenty days of this 

Order. 

DECEIVED 
MAY 1 0 20)0 

BY THE COMMISSION; 
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