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OPINION AND ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION:  



Before the Commission for consideration and disposition are the Excep​tions filed on March 6, 2002, by Alexandrea Semrau (Complainant), relative to the Initial Decision of Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Herbert Smolen, issued on February 15, 2002, in the above-captioned proceeding.  Reply Exceptions were filed by PECO Energy Company (Respondent) on March 14, 2002.

History of the Proceeding



On September 7, 2001, the Complainant filed a Formal Complaint against the Respondent.  The Complainant alleged that an unpaid balance of $351.91, for electrical service at a residence located at 6928 Large Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, had been improperly transferred to an account opened by her for electrical service at a residence located at 7255 Bingham Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.  The Complainant also alleged credit reporting inaccuracies.  On October 8, 2001, the Respondent filed an Answer denying the material allegations of the Complaint.  



An evidentiary hearing was held on December 3, 2001, at which the Complainant appeared pro se.  By Initial Decision issued on February 15, 2002, ALJ Smolen dismissed the Complaint.  Exceptions and Reply Exceptions were filed, as noted above.

Discussion



It is well-settled that we are not required to consider expressly or at great length each and every contention raised by a party to our proceedings.  (University of Pennsylvania v. Pa. P.U.C., 485 A.2d 1217, 1222 (Pa. Cmwlth. 1984)).  Accordingly, any exception or argument not specifically addressed herein shall be deemed to have been duly considered and denied without further discussion.  



We note at the onset that the Complainant’s Exceptions are not in strict compliance with Section 5.533(b) of our Regulations, 52 Pa. Code §5.533(b).  Section 5.533(b) provides as follows:  

(b)
Each exception shall be numbered and shall identify the finding of fact or conclusion of law to which exception is taken and cite relevant pages of the decision.  Supporting reasons for the exceptions shall follow each specific exception.  (Emphasis Added).  

Since the Complainant is appearing pro se in this matter, we shall waive any technical defects and entertain the Exception as filed, 52 Pa. Code §1.2(c).  



In her Exceptions, the Complainant contends, inter alia, that the ALJ erred by overlooking a prior Commission decision, allegedly issued at Docket No. C‑20015954, that established that she was not the party responsible for the billing for electrical services at 6928 Large Street during the relevant time period.  Our review of the proceeding at Docket No. C-20015954 does not support the Complainant’s contention.  



The proceeding at Docket No. C-20015954 concerned a Complaint filed by the Complainant against Philadelphia Gas Works in regard to residential gas service provided to 6928 Large Street.  That proceeding was closed upon the filing of a Certifi​cate of Satisfaction by the Parties.  Contrary to the Complainant’s assertions, this Commission did not issue an Order pertaining to the Complainant’s responsibilities for electric utility service at 6928 Large Street in that proceeding.  Accordingly, we will deny the Exceptions.

Conclusion



Our review of the record evidence leads us to conclude that ALJ Smolen’s Initial Decision is supported by applicable statutory and case law, as well as substantial and competent record evidence.  Accordingly, the Exceptions will be denied; THEREFORE,



IT IS ORDERED:



1.
That the Exceptions filed by Alexandrea Semrau are hereby denied.  



2.
That the Initial Decision of Administrative Law Judge Herbert Smolen is hereby adopted, consistent with this Opinion and Order.



3.
That the Complaint of Alexandrea Semrau against PECO Energy Company is hereby dismissed. 



4.
That Alexandrea Semrau is liable to PECO Energy Company for the transferred balance of $351.91 at issue in this proceeding. 



5.
That this matter be marked closed. 








BY THE COMMISSION,








James J. McNulty








Secretary

(SEAL)

ORDER ADOPTED:  May 9, 2002

ORDER ENTERED:  May 10, 2002
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