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ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION:

On December 14, 2012, PECO Energy Company (“PECO” or “the Company”) filed Supplement No. 61 to Tariff Electric – Pa. P.U.C No. 4, proposing to modify Rule 18.7 Reconnection Charge of the Electric Tariff by adding a remote reconnection charge.  Supplement No. 61 was filed to become effective on February 14, 2013.  

Remote Reconnection Charge

Discussion

Supplement No. 61 proposes to add a remote reconnection charge to Rule 18.7 Reconnection Charge of the Electric Tariff.  As part of PECO’s Smart Meter Technology Procurement and Installation Plan, PECO has installed new AMI meters which have the ability to be remotely connected and disconnected.  The reconnection charge of $20 is significantly lower than the $75 to $1,650 cost of physically reconnecting at the customer’s site.  The $20 remote reconnection fee was reached by a cost study of 2011 reconnects.  An average cost of $20 was calculated using the total number of reconnects and the costs for each type including:  postage, payment agreement processing, and information technology costs. The reduced revenue from the remote reconnection charges will be offset by reduced operational expenses.  Remote reconnection does not require dispatch of a truck to physically reconnect at the customer’s site.

	Disposition

		PECO’s proposed tariff modification applies to customers with AMI meters.  The tariff modification will include a significant reduction in cost for reconnect for customers.  The remote reconnect will also reduce operational expenses for PECO by reducing the need to dispatch a truck to physically reconnect customers.  For these reasons, we will approve PECO’s Remote Reconnection Charge modification. 

Conclusion

Upon our review of PECO’s Supplement No. 61, we find that the proposed revisions contained therein do not appear to be unlawful, unjust, unreasonable, or contrary to the public interest.  As discussed above, the proposed tariff modification will reduce customer costs for reconnect and PECO operating expenses.  No objections have been received, and no complaints have been filed against this tariff supplement.

Accordingly, we will permit Supplement No. 61 to become effective on the date requested.  However, approval of this filing does not constitute a determination that this filing is lawful, just, or reasonable, but only that further investigation or suspension does not appear to be warranted at this time; THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1.	That PECO Electric Company’s Supplement No. 61 to Tariff Electric – Pa. P.U.C No. 4 is hereby permitted to become effective on February 14, 2013.

2.	That this Order is without prejudice to any issues that may be raised by any party with respect to the tariff changes implemented by Supplement No. 61 to Tariff Electric – Pa. P.U.C No. 4 in future proceedings.

			3.	That the proceeding at Docket No. R-2012-2339475 be marked closed.
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