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180 Hibernia rd. PA PUC
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215-284-2232

May 12, 2017

Secretary. Craig Adams/Shawane Lee
Pa. Public Utility Commission PECO

P.O. Box 3265. 2301 Market Street
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265. Philadelphia, PA 19103

Attn Joel H Cheskis

| have received your initial decision regarding Glenn DeHaven vs PECO C-2017-2585680
and hereby notify you of my exception.

PECO has transferred payments on electric accounts from an evicted tenant to my
account, the owner, to get back payments due to “foreign loads. “The PUC should
oversee the utility.

I am not a lawyer, it would cost more to hire a lawyer to respond than the amount of
monies PECO is transferring to my account from the evicted tenant. The evicted tenant
paid $1,036.69 for electric service while renting 184 Hibernia rd. The evicted tenant had
an outstanding balance to PECO of $1,602.08 prior to renting 184 Hibernia, unknown to
me. PECO is not applying the paid monies to the 184 Hibernia account, but making me
responsible.

If you ignore the fact that this is a farm (see attached photo}, the tenant used the “foreign
load” electric services that serves only one dwelling and a barn, and were responsible for
paying electric by the lease, rule in favor of the tenant, then how can the owner of the
property be responsibie for past electric?

} answer each section of the decision attached. | look for an impartial review based on
facts. | have been wronged by PECO and should not be forced to pay an evicted tenant's
electric charges. The worst case wouid be (foreign load statue) $1.893.52 - $1,036.69
paid on 184 account attached) = $893.52. PECQ is using me to collect past due bilis of an
evicted tenant prior to renting my property. The tenant is responsible to pay the electric
per the lease. The evicted tenant lost at district court and is using PECO and PECO is
twisting the existing statutes to make me pay. The evicted tenant case is scheduled to be




litigated in Court of Common Pleas along with other damages the evicted tenant has
caused to our property. If you only knew the misery the evicted tenant has caused my
Wife and myself.

I look forward to a just hearing.
Sincerely,

Gienn DeHaven

cc Becky Corbin

180 Gordon Drive, Suite 106

Exton, PA 19341
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PA PUC
SECRETARY'S BUREAU BEFORE THE
. PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Glenn DeHaven

v. : C-2017-2585680

PECO Energy Company

INITIAL DECISION
GRANTING PRELIMINARY OBJECTION AND DISMISSING COMPLAINT

Before
Joel H. Cheskis
Administrative Law Judge

INTRODUCTION

This decision dismisses a complaint filed against an electric distribution company
by a customer who seeks to have transferred back to his tenants’ account an amount he was
charged for usage incurred by his tenants that was transferred to his account after foreign load
was found at the service address. Even when accepting as true all well pleaded material facts in
the complaint, as well as every reasonable inference from those facts, and viewing the complaint
in the light most favorable to the complainant, it is clear that the complainant is not entitled to

relief under any circumstances as a matter of law. As a result, the preliminary objections filed by

the company will be granted and the complaint will be dismissed.
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HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDING

On January 11, 2017, Glenn DeHaven filed a formal complaint with the
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) against PECO Energy Company, Docket
Number C-2017-2585680. In his complaint, Mr. DeHaven averred that PECO billed him for




$1,800 of electric usage that was accrued by his tenants because foreign load was found at the
service address. Mr. DeHaven added that he is not responsible for the bill because electric usage
is part of the lease and the disputed usage is associated with a barn, a low voltage dog
containment system and a small koi pond. This usage amounts to approximately $50 per month.
Mr. DeHaven requests a thorough investigation regarding how the tenants’ usage can be assigned
to the landlord’s account. Mr. DeHaven attached various documents to his complaint in support
of his position that he is not responsible for the foreign load. ,
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The formal complaint was served on PECO electronically by the Commission’s

Secretary.’

On February 3, 2017, PECO filed an answer to Mr. DeHaven’s complaint. In its
answer, PECO affirmed or denied the various averments Mr. DeHaven made in his complaint.
In particular, PECO stated that Mr. DeHaven’s tenants complained of high bills and possible
foreign wiring at the service address. As a result, a PECO technician visited the property and
found foreign wiring in a rear barn, fish pond and trough heater connected to the tenants’ meter.
The tenants’ balance of $1,893.52 was then transferred to Mr. DeHaven’s account. PECO

provided several attachments to its answer and concluded that the complaint should be
dismissed. SN S ST AN O b bl Reada a g e men

Also on February 3, 2017, PECO filed a preliminary objection in response to
Mr. DeHaven’s complaint. In the preliminary objection, which was accompanied by a notice to
plead, PECO argued that the Commission has found that a landlord must pay the utility for any
account balance, including arrearages, once a foreign load or wiring has been found. PECO
added that, once the foreign load is corrected by the landlord and verified by the utility, the
utility will place the account back in the name of the tenant and the arrearage, if any, will remain
the landlord’s responsibility with any dispute regarding the financial responsibility of the parties

being a matter to be resolved in the Court of Common Pleas, not the Commission. PECO

! PECO has signed a waiver of the Section 702 requirements for service of formal complaints, 66 Pa.C.S.

§ 702, and has agreed to electronic service instead under the Commission’s Waiver of 702 program. Service is
listed in the Audit History of the Commission's docketing system for this case as having been effected on January
25, 2017.




provided significant legal argument in support of its position and concluded that the complaint
should be dismissed as a matter of law because it relates to a dispute about the assignment of
financial responsibility for a foreign load in a building owned by the complainant. PECO
attached a copy of Mr. DeHaven’s complaint to its preliminary objection in support of its

osition that the complaint should be dismissed. — .
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On February 7, 2017, Mr. DeHaven wrote on a copy of the notice to plead that
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accompanied PECO’s preliminary objection that he denies PECO’s preliminary objection,

Mr. DeHaven provided no other answer to PECO’s preliminary objection.

[ A T ]~ For e Feaanty oty bemdry e_\c.._\l~<_?‘

On March 29, 2017, a motion judge assignment notice was issued informing the
parties that I was assigned as the Presiding Officer and responsible to resolve any issues which
might arise during the preliminary phase of this proceeding. The preliminary objection filed by
PECO is ready for disposition. For the reasons discussed below, PECO’s preliminary objection

will be granted and the complaint will be dismissed.

FINDINGS OF FACT

——

1. The Complainant in this case is Glenn DeHaven. Lr-

2. The Respondent in this case is PECO Energy Company. T /.

3. The service address is 184 Hibernia Road, Coatesville, PA. T,

4. On January 11, 2017, Mr. DeHaven filed a formal complaint against PECO. T v-c<

5. On February 3, 2017, PECO filed an answer to Mr. DeHaven’s complaint. 1, _ «_

6. On February 3, 2017, PECO filed a preliminary objection in response to Mr. ~ Tr e

DeHaven’s complaint.




7. On February 7, 2017, Mr. DeHaven filed an answer to PECO’s

preliminary objection.
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Section 5.101 of the Commission’s Rules of Administrative Practice and
Procedure provides for the filing of preliminary objections. 52 Pa.Code § 5.101. Commission
preliminary objection practice is comparable to Pennsylvania civil practice respecting the filing
of preliminary objections. Equitable Small Transportation Intervenors v. Equitable Gas
Company, 1994 Pa PUC LEXIS 69, Docket No. C~-00935435 (July 18, 1994) (Equitable).
Section 5.101(a) provides:

(a) Grounds. Preliminary objections are available to parties
and may be filed in response to a pleading except motions and
prior preliminary objections. Preliminary objections must be
accompanied by a notice to plead, must state specifically the legal
and factual grounds relied upon and be limited to the following:

(1) Lack of Commission jurisdiction or improper service of
the pleading initiating the proceeding.

(2) Failure of a pleading to conform to this chapter or the
inclusion of scandalous or impertinent matter.

(3) Insufficient specificity of a pleading.
(4) Legal insufficiency of a pleading.

(5) Lack of capacity to sue, nonjoinder of a necessary party
or misjoinder of a cause of action.

(6) Pendency of a prior proceeding or agreement for
alternative dispute resolution.

(7) Standing of a party to participate in a proceeding.

52 Pa.Code § 5.101(a)(1)-(7).




For purposes of disposing of preliminary objections, the Commission must accept

as true all well pleaded, material facts of the nonmoving party, as well as every reasonable

inference from those facts. County of Allegheny v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 490

A.2d 402 (Pa. 1985); Commonwealth of Pennsylvania v. Bell Telephone Co. of Pa., 551

A.2d 602 (Pa. Cmwlth. 1988). The Commission must view the complaint in this case in the light
most favorable to Mr, DeHaven and should dismiss the complaint only if it appears that Mr.

DeHaven would not be entitled to relief under any circumstances as a matter of law. Equitable,

supra;, see also, Interstate Traveler Services, Inc. v. Commonwealth, Department of

Environmental Resources, 406 A.2d 1020 (Pa. 1979).
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In this case, Mr. DeHaven complained that he is not responsible for the high
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electric bill he received from PECO. He stated that the disputed load was for an upper barn, a
low voltage dog containment system and a small koi pond. Mr. DeHaven noted that electric
usage for these items are his tenants’ responsibility as per the lease and that the total amount of
usage is approximately $50 per month. Mr. DeHaven also complained in his complaint that this
agreement was litigated in court and that PECO does not have the ability to override that
Judgment. Mr. DeHaven requested a thorough investigation of the matter and claimed that he
will not be responsible for the disputed foreign load. In its preliminary objection, PECO stated
that a technician visited the property in response to a high bill complaint from the tenants and
foreign load was found. PECO added that the Commission has held that a landlord must pay the
utility for any account balance, including arrearages, once a foreign load or wiring has been

found. PECO concluded that Mr. DeHaven’s complaint should, therefore, be dismissed.
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PECO’s preliminary objection will be granted and Mr. DeHaven’s complaint will

be dismissed because, even when accepting as true all well pleaded material facts in the
complaint, as well as every reasonable inference from those facts, and viewing the complaint in
the light most favorable to Mr. DeHaven, it is clear that Mr. DeHaven is not entitled to relief
under any circumstances as a matter of law. Mr. DeHaven’s complaint will, therefore, be
dismissed. .\, e A& Ao Freein Le veagporrde (o~
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To begin, the term “foreign load” refers to utility service which is not related to
serving a tenant but for which the tenant is being billed. Santos v. Metropolitan Edison Co.,
Docket No. C-00967757 (Order entered August 7, 1997). Foreign load occurs when a tenant’s
meter registers usage for utility service provided to a dwelling unit or units other than the
tenant’s or to a common area of a building such as haliway lighting or to communal laundry
room appliances. George W. Kopf, Jr. v. PECQ Energy Co., Docket No. C-2012-2332993
(Opinion and Order entered June 13, 2013) (Kopf) at n. 1. Foreign load exists where tenants
have a meter and are direct utility customers and where utility service for other tenants or for the
landlord is being billed through their meter. David P. Boyce v. Duguesne Light Company,
Docket Number Z-00223698 (Opinion and Order entered September 1, 1994) (Boyce); see also,
1-A Realty v. Pa. Pub. Util. Comm’n., 63 A.2d 480 (Pa. Cmwlth 2013) (communal street lights

in a mobile home park were connected to the electric boxes of the homes of the nearest tenant),
Gnana Chinniah v. PPL Electric Utilities Corp., Docket No. F-2012-2325248 (Opinion and
Order entered May 9, 2013) (Chinniah) (foreign load was created by a detached storage shed
located in the middle of a backyard of a duplex on the boundary between the two properties), and
Kopf, supra (the foreign wiring condition related to electric service to common areas in a second
floor hallway, basement and outside light of a rental property). -
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In addition, Section 1529.1 of the Public Utility Code governs the payment of

utility services in rental properties. This Section reads as follows:

§ 1529.1. Duty of owners of rental property

(a) Notice to public utility. - It is the duty of every owner of a

Vz_oo - ookl Fed

residential building or mobile home park which contains one or ¥~~~ o Reata
more dwelling units, not individually metered, to notify each a5, o6 o

public utility from whom utility service is received of their

(N
ownership and the fact that the premises served are used for rental PE Lo ik >
purposes. 50w e o bNo
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(b) History of account. - Upon receipt of the notice provided in '
this section, if the mobile home park or residential building
contains one or more dwelling units not individually metered, an
affected public utility shall forthwith list the account for the e Prodet, ©Aal-
premises in question in the name of the owner, and the owner shall DL\
thereafter be responsible for the payment for the utility services W »s L reahd 2

T4 Drey Mol Vheee
oA O W ety
6 @.\}\{ o Q’\V“'\
r\.t’ve_—\ -v'\‘L UL‘.’__é,,

e\ vy




rendered thereunto. In the case of individually metered dwelling
units, unless notified to the contrary by the tenant or an authorized
representative, an affected public utility shall list the account for
the premises in question in the name of the owner, and the owner
shall be responsible for the payment for utility services to the
premises.

(c) Failure to give notice. - Any owner of a residential building or

mobile home park failing to notify affected public utilitiesas pPec, =t
required by this section shall nonetheless be responsible for Alocw oM ce
payment of the utility services as if the required notice had been

given.

66 Pa.C.S. § 1529.1. The Commission has established that the presence of "foreign load"

prevents a dwelling unit from being deemed "individually metered" as that term is used in

Section 1529.1. Boyce, supra.

It is further noted as a preliminary matter that Pennsylvania law is clear that the
Commission has no jurisdiction over cases involving disputes between landlords and tenants.

The Commission addressed Section 1529.1 in Ace Check Cashing Inc. v. Philadelphia Gas

Works, Eddie and Jennifer West, Indispensable Parties, Docket No. C-2008-2056428 (Opinion
and Order entered May 21, 2010) (Ace). In Ace, the Commission reversed its then-existing

policy in foreign load cases articulated in Afshari v. PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Docket
No. C-20055547 (Order entered April 9, 2008) that allowed a hearing to determine the amount of

electric usage attributable to the foreign load. In reversing this policy, the Commission stated:

While the Commission has jurisdiction over the regulation of
utility companies and utility service, the Commission does not
have jurisdiction to adjudicate every dispute that involves a utility,
€.g., personal injury case, discrimination case, etc., and does not
have the authority to settle disputes on every contract to which a
public utility is a party. Accordingly, the Commission does not
have subject matter jurisdiction over a dispute between a property
owner and a tenant — two non-utility parties. While such a dispute,
arguably, may involve utility rates, when the charges owed to the
utility for past service are settled, the only issue to be decided is
financial responsibility for the charges. That matter should be
handled by the courts.
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Ace at 4-5. The Commission added: “The ultimate dispute here is financial responsibility for an
established amount of charges for past utility service between a landlord and a tenant. The
dispute does not concern the utility or the utility’s service and, therefore, its resolution does not
require the Commission’s regulatory expertise.” Id. at 6; see also, Edmund V. Corazzini v. UGI
Penn Natural Gas, Inc., Docket No. F-2009-2101282 (Opinion and Order entered July 16, 2010)

(the landlord may seek damages from his tenant through the courts but that is a private matter

that is outside the Commission’s jurisdiction) (Corazzini).

In this case, Mr. DeHaven does not dispute in his complaint that foreign load is
present. As he stated in the complaint, “the load disputed was the upper barn, a low voltage dog
containment system and a small koi pond on the patio.” These are the type of situations that
the Commussion has found to constitute foreign load. See e.g.,Chinniah, supra. Furthermore,
Mr. DeHaven attached to his complaint a mailing entitled “Landlords can get tangled up by
PECO foreign wiring policies.” Although it is unclear where this mailing came from, since
Mr. DeHaven attached it to his complaint, it is clear that he was aware of what foreign wiring is

and its impact on a landlord’s responsibility for electric usage at a rental property
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In addition, when viewing every well plead averment in the complaint, as well as
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every reasonable inference from those averments, and viewing the complaint in the light most
favorable to the complainant, it is clear that the matter complained of involves a dispute between
a landlord and a tenant over which the Commission does not have jurisdiction, even though the
dispute pertains to utility rates. Ace. The ultimate dispute here is financial responsibility for an
established amount of charges for past utility service between a landlord and a tenant. Id. The
fact that this mattemsliti(d_\g_altgi__—_imvz_“mmlmm as Mr. DeHaven stated in his
complaint, further affirms that the Commission has no jurisdiction over this dispute between a
landlord and a tenant. PECO acted properly by transferring the disputed amount to Mr.
DeHaven and Mr. DeHaven'’s proper recourse is through the court of common pleas again.
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As noted above, if there is foreign load present, Section 1529 of the Public Utility

Code requires the company to transfer the disputed amount to the landlord and resolve any issues




of apportionment of the outstanding amount in a court of common pleas. Even when viewing the
complaint in the light most favorable to Mr. DeHaven, it is clear that foreign load is present. As

a result, PECO acted correctly in transferring the tenants’ account balance to Mr. DeHaven. ® {5 «xq/es_
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Furthermore, it is noted that the amount of electric usage that constitutes the
foreign load is irrelevant. The Commission added in Ace that there is “no de minimus
exception,” noting that the reason for the change in policy was to incent the landlord to correct
the foreign load situation. Ace at 8. Therefore, Mr. DeHaven'’s argument that the foreign load
constituting only $50 a month should not make him responsible for the entire $1,800 bill is

irrelevant. Commussion precedent requires that the entire balance, including arrearages, be

transferred to the landlord. The specific amount of the $1,800 owed by Mr. DeHaven and the
specific amount owed by his tenants is a matter for a court of common pleas. Ace, supra.
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Finally, it is noted that Mr. DeHaven did not raise any other issue in his complaint
that, even when accepted as true, as well as every reasonable inference, and viewed in the light
most favorable to Mr. DeHaven, is sufficient to warrant a hearing on any violation of the Public
Utility Code, a Commission order or regulation or a Commission-approved tariff of the company
and deny PECO’s preliminary objection. ‘™= Have o Lo mmisie o s
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Therefore, even when accepting as true all well pleaded facts in the complaint, as
well as every reasonable inference from those facts, and viewing the complaint in the light most
favorable to Mr. DeHaven, it is clear that Mr. DeHaven is not entitled to relief under any
circumstances as a matter of law. As a result, PECO’s preliminary objection will be granted and

the complaint will, therefore, be dismissed.
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1. The Commission has jurisdiction over the subject matter and the parties to

this proceeding. 66 Pa.C.S. § 701.




2. Section 5.101 of the Commission’s Rules of Administrative Practice and

Procedure provides for the filing of preliminary objections. 52 Pa.Code § 5.101.

3. Commission preliminary objection practice is comparable to Pennsylvania
civil practice respecting the filing of preliminary objections. Equitable Small Transportation
Intervenors v. Equitable Gas Company, 1994 Pa PUC LEXIS 69, Docket No. C-00935435
(July 18, 1994).

4. Preliminary objections must be accompanied by a notice to plead, must
state specifically the legal and factual grounds relied upon and be limited to the following: (1) Vs wsmen
lack of Commission jurisdiction or improper service of the pleading initiating the proceeding;
(2) failure of a pleading to conform to this chapter or the inclusion of scandalous or impertinent
matter; (3) insufficient specificity of a pleading; (4) legal insufficiency of a pleading; (5) lack of
capacity to sue, nonjoinder of a necessary party or misjoinder of a cause of action; (6) pendency
of a prior proceeding or agreement for alternative dispute resolution; or (7) standing of a party to

participate in a proceeding. 52 Pa.Code § 5.101(a)(1)-(7).
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accept as true all well pleaded, material facts of the nonmoving party, as well as every reasonable
inference from those facts. County of Allegheny v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 490

A.2d 402 (Pa. 1985); Commonweaith of Pennsylvania v. Bell Telephone Co. of Pa., 551

A.2d 602 (Pa. Cmwlth. 1988).

6. For purposes of disposing of preliminary objections, the Commission must
view the complaint in this case in the light most favorable to the complainant and should dismiss ¥ ' 5 </ <=__
the complaint only if it appears that the complainant would not be entitled to relief under any T~< T o4, .

circumstances as a matter of law. Interstate Traveler Services, Inc. v. Commonwealth Do ne ¥
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Department of Environmental Resources, 406 A.2d 1020 (Pa. 1979).

7. “Foreign load” refers to utility service which is not related to servinga ) . 5 «, 2
tenant but for which the tenant is being billed. Santos v. Metropolitan Edison Co., Docket No.

C-00967757 (Order entered August 7, 1997).

.
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8. Foreign Joad occurs when a tenant’s meter registers usage for utility
service provided to a dwelling unit or units other than the tenant’s or to a common area of a
building such as hallway lighting or to communal laundry room appliances. George W. Kopf, Jr.
v. PECO Energy Co., Docket No. C-2012-2332993 (Opinion and Order entered June 13, 2013)
atn. 1. e fark IR N S

9. Foreign load exists where tenants have a meter and are direct utility
customers and where utility service for other tenants or for the landlord is being billed through
their meter. David P. Boyce v. Duquesne Light Company, Docket Number Z-00223698
(Opinion and Order entered September 1, 1994); see also, 1-A Realty v. Pa. Pub. Util. Comm’n.,

63 A.2d 480 (Pa. Cmwlth 2013), Gnana Chinniah v. PPL Electric Utilities Corp., Docket No.

F-2012-2325248 (Opinion and Order entered May 9, 2013).
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10.  The presence of "foreign load" prevents a dwelling unit from being
deemed "individually metered" as that term is used in Section 1529.1 of the Public Utility Code.
David P. Boyce v. Duguesne Light Company, Docket Number Z-00223698 (Opinion and Order
entered September 1, 1994).

11.  Pennsylvania law is clear that the Commission has no jurisdiction over
cases involving disputes between a landlord and a tenant. Ace Check Cashing Inc. v.

Philadelphia Gas Works, Eddie and Jennifer West, Indispensable Parties, Docket No. C-2008-

2056428 (Opinion and Order entered May 21, 2010).  \hes T wres doohion @ar
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12.  Even when accepting as true all well pleaded material facts in the

complaint, as well as every reasonable inference from those fact, and viewing the complaint in

the light most favorable to Mr. DeHaven, it is clear that Mr. DeHaven would not be entitled

to relief under any circumstances as a matter of law and his complaint should be dismissed.

52 Pa.Code § 5.101. Do
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THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the preliminary objection filed by PECO Energy Company at Docket
Number C-2017-2585680 on February 3, 2017 is hereby granted.

2. That the formal complaint filed by Glenn DeHaven against PECO Energy
Company at Docket Number C-2017-2585680 dated January 11, 2017 is hereby dismissed.

3. That this matter be marked closed.

Date: April 3, 2017 /s/
Joel H. Cheskis
Administrative Law Judge
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Account Balance: $622.11

Atcount Number: 2933267006 Servce Address: Current Bl 52,213153
Account Name JENNY MUNSON 184 HIBEANIA RO fulled Prior: $335.€9 b
Account Status: ACTIVE COATESVILLE, PA 19320 Batance Due $622.11
Meter Bl Group €
Mail 1a: Credit Amount: $0.00 Ratey:
JENNY MUNSON Deposit Requested: $000 CAP fCO ELFCTRIC RESIDENTIAL SERVICE
184 HIBERNIA RD Deposit On-Hang. 5000
COATESVILLE, PA 13320 CAP Pre-peogram Arrears: $6 00
(484) 154-3179 £at: Payment Agreement Balance: $0.00
Account Trantacton Actinty
o =1 ~=. e B o= el S A “Hodgxt Ui |
R N -i, . - LI ' ‘f._ . . "I"Iﬂﬂl.btQ '1!:)10\‘& rj‘””“"j c:dr‘lﬂf“- 4
[CONNECTION CHARGE -
£3/11/2016 STANDARD
TRANTFER CE&IT FAOM
04/11/2016 2d947-26086 $1,602.80
04/11/2016 ELECTAIC SERVICE 03/10/2016 - 04/09/2016 26336 ACTUAL 123467400] 1254 Q
04/11/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 03/10/2016  04/09/2016 1342 ACTUAL 123467099 0 ] $165.38]  $1,228 93 $545.25|  $1.774.18] 05/03/2016 |  S1,774.18]  38% $0.00)
05/03/2016 PAYMENT = _-56.00]
05/05/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 04/09/2016 - 05/05/2016 27391 ACTUAL 123467100] 1055 [}
05/05/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 04/09/2016 - 05/05/2016 1342 ACTUAL 123467099 0 [ $136.99] $1768.18 $136.99|  $1,905.17] 05/27/2016 $L905A7[ a2 $0 00}
05/10/2016 LATE PAYMENT CHARGE $26 03
0%/11/2016 PAYMENT. e $175 00]
06/01/2016 PAYMENT = +5137 00!
06/06/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 05/05/2015 - 06/06/2016 28851 ACTUAL 123467100 1460 a
06/06/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 0570572016 - 06/06/2016 1342 ACTUAL 123467099, D a $188.37|  51.619.20] 5188 97 $1,808 17| 06/28/2016 $1,303 17 $0.00
07/06/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 06/06/2016 - 07/06/2016 1332 ACTUAL 12 1467099 1] 0
07/06/2016 [ELECTRIC SERVICE 06/06/2016 - 07/06/2015 30436 ACTUAL 123467100 1585 0 $209.66]  $1.808.17) $20966|  $2.017.83f 07/28/2036 |  $2,007.83 50 00
07/22/2016 PAYMENT »~ $200.00 L
08/02/2016 LATE PRYMENT CHARGE $0.02 ,
08/04/2016 ELECTNIC SERVICE (7/06/2016 - 08/04/2016 1342 ACTUAL 123457099 0 [
08/04/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 07/C6/2C16 - 08/04/2016 32500 ACTUAL 123467100 2064 [ $278.16]  $1.817.85i $278.16)  $2.086.01% 08/2€/2016 $2,096.01] $0.00)
08/11/2016 Iurs PAYMENT CHARGE $4.19
09/02/2016 _ [ELECTRIC SERVICE 08/04/2016 - 09/02/2016 1342 ACTUAL 123467099) 0 ]
09/02/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 08/04/2016 - 09/02/2016 34564 ACTUAL 123467100] 2064 0 $283.45)  $2,100.20] 5283.45]  §2,383 65| 09/27/2016 |  52,383.65) $0.00,
05/14/2016 PAYMENT . 533981
10/04/2016  |LATE PAYMENT CHARGE o %3S
10/04/2016 JELECTRIC SERVICE 09/02/2015 - 10/04/2016 1342 ACTUAL 123467095 0 0
10/0472016 _ [ELECTRIC SERVICE 09/02/2016 - 10/04/2016 36139 ACTUAL 123467100 1575 0 $212.18]  52.047.19 $212.38]  $2,259.37] 10/26/2016 |  $2,259 37 $0.00
wiarnas | TRANSSER TO INPA -$2.043 84]
10/18/2016 PAYMENT R -$128 88
INPA; 1N RAM
131/02/2016 ARREARAGE §1L.35,
11/02/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 10/04/2016 - 11/02/2016 1342 ACTUAL 123467099 [ Q
11/Q2/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 10/04/2016 - 11/02/2016 32513 ACTUAL 123467100 1374 [ < $70.64] $86.65) $81.99 $168.64) 11/28/2016 5168 64 159 $0.00
TNPAT TN PROGRAM
12/05/2016 ANREARAGE $11.35)
12/05/2018 ELECTRIC SERVICE 11/02/2016 - 12/05/2016 39316 ACTUAL 123467100] 2303 [
12/05/2016 ELECTRIC SERVICE 11/02/2016 - 12/05/2016 1342 ACTUAL 123457099) 0 0 $155.70 $163 64 $167.05) $335.69| 12,27/2016 $335.69; S01 50 00
INPA_ IN PR
01/05/2007 ]MREMAGE REVERSED $2.021.14
. 1of2
[ Lo 67
3y
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T A R g T T e AT S O [N R AT S
- DA g v o . t .
“ifvamsaction ks || ©cProductiype - perdod .|
01/05/2017 ELECTRIC SERVICE 12/05/2016 - 01/04/2017
014512017 ELECTRIC SERVICE 12705/2016 - 01/04/2017 ~$192 33| $335.69 $2,21353 $2.549 22] 01/27/2012 $2,549.22] £03 $0 00,
TATE PAYRAENT
03/06/2017 HARGE CARCELED -$33.59]
CREDNT DUE 10
01/06/2017 FOREIGN WIRING -sx.a?:l.szl $622.51
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COUNTY OF CHESTER

PENNSYLVYANI A

Township Parcels

Borough Parcels
Major Roads
Interstate

US Rt

State Rt

Roads & Ramps
Local Road

Railroad Lines
Rivers & Streams

Lakes

Map Created:
Wednesday, March 4, 2015

County of Chester

Limitations of Liability and Use:

County of Chester, Pennsylvania makes no ciaims to
the completeness, accuracy, or content of any data
contained herein, and makes no representation of any
kind, including, but not kmited to, the warranties of
merchantability or fitness for a particular use, nor are
any such warranties 10 be implied or inferred with
respect to the information or data furnished herein
For information on data sources visit the GIS
Services page listed at www.chesco.org/gis.
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COUNTY OF CHESTER
PENNSYLVANIA

Parcels
Major Roads

== |nterstate
US Rt
State Rt
Local Road
Railroad Lines

Rivers & Streams

Lakes

Municipality
Zip Codes

Map C reated
Friday, March 03, 2017 £ N
C f Ch l“ /
ounty of Chester /
L N
Limitations of Liability and Use
County of Chester, Pennsy lvama makes no clamsto
the completeness, accuracy, or content of any data
contamed heren, and makes no representation of am
kind, including, but not limited to, the warranties of
merchantability or fitness for a particular use, nor are
any such warranties to be implied or inferred with
respect to the infarmation or data fumished herein

For information on data sources visitthe GIS
Services page listed at www chesco org/gis
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