PENNSYLVANIA PRIVATE 


PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION


Harrisburg, PA  17105-3265

	Donald D. Cochrane

	
	
	

	   v.
	
	C-20030826

	
	
	

	PECO Energy Company



F I N A L    O R D E R



In accordance with the provisions of Section 332(h) of the Public Utility Code, 66 Pa. C.S. §332(h), the decision of Administrative Law Judge Michael C. Schnierle dated February 23, 2004, has become final without further Commission action; 
THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1.
The complaint of Donald D. Cochrane against PECO Energy Company at Docket No. C-20030826 is dismissed with prejudice for failure to prosecute.

2.
That within fifteen (15) days of the entry date of the Final Commission Order, PECO shall issue to Mr. Cochrane a bill in an amount equal to the sum of all amounts owed for consumption but not paid, as required by the Bureau of Consumer Services decision in BCS Docket No. 1327654.  This bill shall be calculated in accordance with the Commission's Order in Charles Stammel v. PG Energy, a Division of Southern Union Company, Docket Number C-20027994, Opinion and Order adopted May 1, 2003, entered May 21, 2003.

3.
That within fifteen (15) days after the date of the bill issued by PECO in accordance with the foregoing ordering paragraph, Donald D. Cochrane shall pay the amount set forth in that bill to PECO; thereafter, he shall make the monthly payments required by the decision of BCS in BCS Docket No. 1327654, and continue to make such payments monthly until the total debt has been fully liquidated.

4.
That if Mr. Cochrane complies with this payment plan, PECO shall not terminate electric service except for valid safety or emergency reasons. 

5.
That if Mr. Cochrane complies with this payment plan, PECO shall waive late payment charges.

6.
That if Mr. Cochrane fails to comply with this payment plan, PECO may terminate electric service to him upon compliance with the applicable notice provisions of the Public Utility Code, 66 Pa. C.S. §§101, et seq., and the Commission's regulations, 52 Pa. Code §§56.1, et seq.  Such termination of service shall not be precluded by 52 Pa. Code §56.92 solely because he has filed either an informal or formal complaint with this Commission which raises the same matters presented in this complaint or addresses the terms of the payment arrangement specified herein.








BY THE COMMISSION,








James J. McNulty








Secretary

(SEAL)

ORDER ENTERED: April 19, 2004

