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1. The second sentence of Paragraph 24 of this Decision reads:

SECPA acknowledges the Recommended Decision notes the record lacks direct evidence associated with this addition, but it responds, because LUB controlled in the information relating to energy consumption when this occurred, SECPA relied on evidence demonstrating that electricity consumption at Well No. 7 fell by approximately 75 percent during a subsequent period when the second well was not operating.

In the second sentence of Paragraph 24, the phrase “because LUB controlled in the information relating to energy consumption…” inadvertently includes the word “in.”  The second sentence of Paragraph 24 shall be amended to read as follows:

SECPA acknowledges the Recommended Decision notes the record lacks direct evidence associated with this addition, but it responds, because LUB controlled the information relating to energy consumption when this occurred, SECPA relied on evidence demonstrating that electricity consumption at Well No. 7 fell by approximately 75 percent during a subsequent period when the second well was not operating.

2. The first sentence of Paragraph 36 of this Decision reads:

We are also not persuaded by SECPA’s arguments concerning the addition of a second deep well in 1984, and we uphold the Recommended Decision’s finding that the record does establish this past event constitutes a change in service under Decision No. 76027.  
This first sentence of Paragraph 36 inadvertently omits the word “not” in the phrase stating:  “…and we uphold the Recommended Decision’s finding that the record does [not] establish this past event constitutes a change in service under Decision No. 76027.”  The first sentence of Paragraph 36 shall be amended to read as follows:

We are also not persuaded by SECPA’s arguments concerning the addition of a second deep well in 1984, and we uphold the Recommended Decision’s finding that the record does not establish this past event constitutes a change in service under Decision No. 76027.  
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