BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Robert E. Diehl					:
							:
	v.						:		C-2009-2149261
							:
PPL Electric Utilities Corporation			:



CORRECTED PAGE 13

ERRATA NOTICE



This is to advise all parties of record that Page 13 is incorrect of the above captioned Initial Decision served November 4, 2010.  Please replace Page 13 in your copies of the Initial Decision with the attached page.

The Initial Decision on the PA PUC website will be corrected as indicated above. This correction will not affect the exception period established by the Commission’s Service Letter.   




		4.	To meet the burden of proof, a complainant must first set forth a prima facie case to shift the burden of production to the other party.  Hurley v. Hurley, 2000 Pa. Super. 178, 754 A.2d 1283 (2000).  

		5.	Public utility tariffs have the force and effect of law and are binding on both the public utility and its customers.  Pennsylvania Electric Co. v. Pa. P.U.C., 663 A.2d 281 (Pa. Commw. 1995).  

		6.	A public utility may not charge a rate other than as set forth in its tariff.  66 Pa. C.S. §1303.

		7.	Subsidized rates, such as Rate RTS, which do not cover their costs of service must be transitioned to cost-based rates, with the generation component based on competitive procurement.  Lloyd v. Pa. P.U.C., 904 A.2d 1010, 2006 Pa. Commw. LEXIS 438 (2006); 66 Pa. C.S. §2807(e).

		8.	Complainant failed to establish a prima facie case.

		9.	Complainant failed to sustain his burden of proof and his Complaint should be denied.  66 Pa. C.S. §332(a).

ORDER

		
		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:
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