BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



PECO Energy Company’s Energy			:
Efficiency and Conservation Program		:
Section 1307(e) Reconciliation Statement		:		M-2012-2309311
For the period ended May 31, 2012			:



ERRATA NOTICE 


[bookmark: _GoBack]This is to advise all parties of record that the Initial Decision of ALJ Susan D. Colwell issued on August 3, 2012, in the above-captioned proceeding, contains a recurring non-substantive error.   On page 1, in the caption the word “year” should be deleted and replaced with “period”.  On page 1, paragraph 1, line 2, the word “year” should be deleted and replaced with “period”. On page 4, Ordering Paragraphs 1, 2 and 3, line 2 in each paragraph, the word “year” should be deleted and replaced with “period”.  

The Initial Decision on the PA PUC website will be corrected as indicated above. Please correct your copy of the Initial Decision.


BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



PECO Energy Company’s Energy			:
Efficiency and Conservation Program		:
Section 1307(e) Reconciliation Statement		:			M-2012-2309311
For the period ended May 31, 2012			:



RECOMMENDED DECISION


Before
Susan D. Colwell
Administrative Law Judge


HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDING


		On July 30, 2012, a public hearing was held in Harrisburg to review the Energy Efficiency and Conservation Program (EE&C) cost annual reconciliation for the year ended May 31, 2012, filed with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission by PECO Energy Company (PECO).  The hearing was conducted by Administrative Law Judge Elizabeth H. Barnes, due to my sudden unavailability on the day of the hearing. 

		The hearing was attended by the following counsel:  Anthony E. Gay, Esq., by telephone for PECO; and Richard A. Kanaskie, Esq. for the Commission's Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement (I&E).

		PECO presented one witness, Richard Schlesinger, manager of retail rates, regulatory filings and tariffs, who sponsored PECO Exhibits No. 1 and 2.  I&E introduced I&E Exhibit 1.

		The hearing resulted in a transcript of 15 pages.  The record closed following the receipt of the transcript on August 7, 2012.  The matter is now ready for decision.
ORDER

		THEREFORE,

		IT IS RECOMMENDED:

		1.	That the PECO Energy Company’s Energy Efficiency and Conservation Program Cost Annual Section 1307(e) Reconciliation for the period ended May 31, 2012, as set forth in Appendix A of this Recommended Decision, be, and hereby is, accepted insofar as it is undisputed.

		2.	That acceptance of the undisputed PECO Energy Company Company’s Energy Efficiency and Conservation Program Cost Annual Section 1307(e) Reconciliation for the period ended May 31, 2012 is expressly subject to such further review and revision as may be found necessary as a result of a subsequent Commission audit, or of some other proceeding.

3.	That acceptance of the undisputed PECO Energy Company Company’s Energy Efficiency and Conservation Program Cost Annual Section 1307(e) Reconciliation for the period ended May 31, 2012 shall not constitute approval of either the accuracy of the reported figures or the reasonableness of the underlying transactions.


Date:	August 29, 2012				_____________________________
							Susan D. Colwell
							Administrative Law Judge
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