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MOTION OF VICE CHAIRMAN ROBERT K. BLOOM
Before the Commission for consideration is the Initial Decision of Administrative Law Judge John H. Corbett, Jr. (ALJ) regarding the inability to pay Complaint of Asia Jones (Complainant) against Duquesne Light Company (Respondent).
In the Bureau of Consumer Services (BCS) Decision
, the Complainant was directed to pay a lump sum payment of $537 by September 1, 2003 and beginning with the October bill, she was directed to pay budget bills plus $10.  The Complainant has paid $100 on the account and received an energy assistance grant of $523 on December 1, 2003
.

The ALJ dismissed the Complaint with prejudice for failure to appear.  He also recommended the BCS payment arrangement and a Claypool
 catch-up amount.
The ALJ stated, inter alia, “the Complainant will be directed to pay Respondent for all missed payments related to current consumption, as well as the initial down payment
 of $537.00, less any payments received under the BCS payment plan.”  (ID p. 5)

The ALJ has not properly credited the energy assistance payment of $523.  In Leslie Smith v. Columbia
, the Commission found that the appropriate use of energy assistance funds was to apply those dollars in the following sequence; (1) to reduce any arrearage, (2) to pay the current bill, (3) to reduce a monthly bill and, (4) to be applied as a credit toward future bills.

The arrearage portion includes a lump sum payment, Claypool catch-up amount and the amount to be paid each month as part of the payment arrangement.  The $523 energy grant and the $100 payment, should be applied consistent with that breakdown so that the Complainant has satisfied the lump sum amount and has paid $86 toward the consumption portion of the bill
.  
THEREFORE, I MOVE THAT:
1. The Initial Decision be modified consistent with this Motion.


2. The energy grant should first be applied to the lump sum payment and then the Claypool catch-up amount.


3. The Office of Special Assistants shall prepare an Opinion and Order consistent with this Motion.

______________________


_________________________
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ROBERT K. BLOOM






VICE CHAIRMAN

� BCS Case No. 1391036 issued July 31, 2003.


� Respondent Exhibit 1, as revised.


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


� The correct term is lump sum payment.


� Docket No. 00946118 entered August 17, 1995.


� Grant $523 plus payment of $100 = $623 credit - $537 lump sum = $86 credit on consumption portion.





