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Before the Commission for consideration are the Exceptions of Sandra Johnson (Complainant) to the Initial Decision of Administrative Law Judge Cynthia Fordham (ALJ) regarding her inability to pay Complaint against PECO Energy Company (Respondent).
The ALJ recommended that the Complaint be dismissed and that the Bureau of Consumer Services (BCS) Decision
 directing a lump sum payment of $977 by September 28, 2002 and then a payment arrangement of budget bills plus $100 per month be affirmed.  At the time of the hearing the Complainant’s arrearage was $1,928.49 and she had not complied with the BCS Decision.

The Office of Special Assistants (OSA) recommends granting the Complainant’s second Exception, concerning her monthly gasoline allowance.  The Complainant testified that her expense was $30 per week not $30 per month as stated in the Finding of Fact No. 7.  Based on that correction, OSA would “modify the BCS [D]ecision by subtracting the aforementioned gasoline allowance of $90.00 from the $1,255.00 arrearage for a total of $1,165.00.”  OSA also directs a Claypool
 lump sum payment for all missed payments pursuant to the BCS Decision and reduces the payment arrangement to budget bills plus $10 per month.  I disagree.

This Complainant has a Level 3 income.  She lives alone.  The reduction of the payment arrangement to a Level 1 income is not justified and the method utilized by OSA is erroneous.  OSA has simply subtracted the additional $90 in gasoline expenses from the arrearage portion of the payment arrangement.  That is not how payment arrangements are calculated.
As stated in Freneic Young v. PECO Energy Company, Docket No. C-00956790, entered February 14, 1996, the Commission considers necessary living expenses such as rent/mortgage, food, utilities and phone expenses up to $25.  Other expenses are considered but viewed as life style choices that each person makes.

In this particular case, Complainant’s arrearage is approximately $2,000.  The pay back period at $10 a month would be in excess of 16 years.  Her payment history is poor.  Her arrearage has grown since filing her Complaint with BCS.  It should be noted that even though the Complainant’s second Exception is granted, the payment arrangement is not altered.
Finally, OSA’s recommendation does not recognize the Commission’s recent action in Charles Stammel v. PG Energy, Docket C-20027994, entered May 21, 2003, which limited the Claypool catch-up amount
 to the consumption portion of the payment arrangement.
THEREFORE, I MOVE THAT:
1. The Exceptions of Sandra Johnson are denied.


2. Sandra Johnson is directed to pay budget bills plus $100 per month until her arrearage is satisfied.


3. PECO Energy Company shall issue a bill within 15 days of the entered Order to Sandra Johnson which represents the lump sum payment of $977.00 plus the Claypool catch-up amount which represents the missed payments for the consumption portion of the BCS Decision.


4. Sandra Johnson shall pay the billed amount within 30 days of receipt of the bill.


5. The Office of Special Assistants shall prepare the appropriate Order consistent with this Motion.
 ____________________________        _______________________________________

                       DATE

                 ROBERT K. BLOOM, VICE CHAIRMAN
� BCS Decision No. 1104261 issued September 5, 2002.


� Claypool v. T.W. Phillips.  Docket Z-00248730, December 22, 1995.


� OSA incorrectly uses the term lump sum for the Claypool catch-up amount.





