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Before the Commission for consideration are the Exceptions filed by Garry Easley (Complainant) to the Initial Decision of Administrative Law Judge Louis G. Cocheres (ALJ).  The Complainant had filed an inability to pay complaint against PECO Energy Company which was an appeal of the Bureau of Consumer Service's (BCS) Decision
. 
 

The Complainant did not appear at the duly scheduled hearing and the ALJ dismissed the Complaint with prejudice for failure to appear.  The ALJ, also pursuant to Claypool
, directed the Complainant to make all missed payments pursuant to the BCS Decision.
 

The Complainant in his Exceptions alleges that he is unable to pay his electric bill "because he is handicapped and heavily medicated due to mental illness."  Attached to his Exceptions were copies of his income, food stamp and rent receipts and a suspension notice for his phone service.  
 

The Office of Special Assistants recommends that the Exceptions be denied since the Complainant has not met his burden of proof.  While I agree with the ultimate recommendation, further analysis is necessary.
 

The Complainant has filed several Medical Certificates that have been certified by a physician because he has had a medical condition that would have been aggravated by the termination of his electric service.  Similarly, if the Complainant has a mental condition that qualifies for a medical certification, he should contact the BCS to seek advice as to the proper procedure to be followed.
 

I also note that he states in his Exceptions that he has "been committed to several mental institutions...as I am not considered compitent [sic] the majority of the time." He offers the name and phone number of his doctor.  The Complainant did not provide any substantive evidence that would lead this Commission to conclude that he is not competent to represent his interest in this proceeding.  In such cases, the burden lies with the Complainant to notify this Commission if there is a guardian or other third party representative.
  

  

THEREFORE, I MOVE THAT:
1. The Office of Special Assistants’ recommendation be modified consistent with this Motion.

2. The Office of Special Assistants shall prepare the appropriate Order consistent with this motion.

    ____________________________
                    _______________________________________
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                                   ROBERT K. BLOOM, VICE  CHAIRMAN
� BCS Case No. 1016735 issued March 21, 2002.


� Claypool v. T.W. Phillips Gas and Oil Co., Docket No. Z-00248730, entered December 22, 1995.





