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MOTION OF COMMISSIONER WAYNE E. GARDNER

	Before the Commission today for consideration is the Initial Decision (I.D.) issued in the above-captioned case.  While I agree with the outcome, I feel that clarification is needed.

	The decision points out that from December 27, 2002 to January 28, 2008, PECO was unable to gain entry to the property, was not able to read the meter at the service address, and no bills were issued.[footnoteRef:1]  This statement, while accurate, gives the impression that service was being provided but not paid for by any ratepayer.  During the hearing, PECO clarified that, during this period, there was no service to the property, no customer of record and there was no billing. [1:   Finding of Fact 13 and I.D. at 6.] 


	Additionally, it should be noted that part of Finding of Fact 14 in the I.D. is contrary to the record in this proceeding.  The ALJ cites the transcript at page 54 to support this Finding of Fact; however, in my review, this part of the transcript only supports when PECO installed the AMR device and not that PECO back-billed for service.  PECO specifically testified that it did not back-bill for any service.[footnoteRef:2]  Also, the account statement supports PECO’s testimony on this issue. [2:   Tr. at 32-33.] 


THEREFORE, I MOVE THAT:

1. The Initial Decision be modified consistent with this motion.

2. The Office of Special Assistants prepare an Opinion and Order consistent with this motion.


__________________________		_________________________________________	
DATE						WAYNE E. GARDNER, COMMISSIONER	
