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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

BEFORE THE 

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 

ANTHEM PARTNERS I, L.P., 

 

   Complainant. 

 

v. 

 

PECO ENERGY COMPANY, 

 

   Respondent. 

 

DOCKET NO. C-2012-2329573 

 

 

COMPLAINANT, ANTHEM PARTNERS I, L.P.’S ANSWER TO  

NEW MATTER OF RESPONDENT, PECO ENERGY COMPANY 

 

 Complainant, Anthem Partners I, L.P. (“Anthem Partners”), by and through its 

undersigned counsel, Fox Rothschild LLP, hereby answers the New Matter of Respondent, 

PECO Energy Company (“PECO”) and states as follows: 

1. Denied.  The allegation in Anthem Partners’ Complaint regarding the money it 

spent to replace faulty equipment is relevant as to the measure of harm caused by PECO’s failure 

to exercise reasonable care in providing public utility services.  By way of further response, 

Anthem Partners seeks, among other relief, a reduction in the amount that PECO claims Anthem 

Partners owes for alleged services rendered. 

2. Denied.  The allegations in Paragraph 2 are legal conclusions, and therefore, no 

response is required.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, The allegation in Anthem Partners’ 

Complaint regarding the money it spent to replace faulty equipment is relevant as to the measure 

of harm caused by PECO’s failure to exercise reasonable care in providing public utility 

services.  By way of further response, Anthem Partners seeks, among other relief, a reduction in 

the amount that PECO claims Anthem Partners owes for alleged services rendered. 
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3. Admitted. 

4. Denied.  The allegations in Paragraph 4 are legal conclusions, and therefore, no 

response is required.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, The allegation in Anthem Partners’ 

Complaint regarding the money it spent to replace faulty equipment is relevant as to the measure 

of harm caused by PECO’s failure to exercise reasonable care in providing public utility 

services.  By way of further response, Anthem Partners seeks, among other relief, a reduction in 

the amount that PECO claims Anthem Partners owes for alleged services rendered. 

WHEREFORE, Complainant, Anthem Partners, I, L.P. respectfully requests that the 

Commission dismiss the New Matter of Respondent, PECO Energy Company.   

      

Respectfully submitted, 

 

______________________________ 

CHRISTINE SOARES, ESQ. 

PA Attorney I.D. #203497 

Fox Rothschild LLP 

2000 Market Street, 20th Floor 

Philadelphia, PA  19103-3222 

(215) 299-2864 (phone) 

(215) 299-2150 (fax) 

             csoares@foxrothschild.com   

 

Dated:  December 10, 2012 
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PECO ENERGY COMPANY, 
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DOCKET NO. C-2012-2329573 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that I have on this day served a true copy of Anthem Partners I, L.P.’s 

Answer to Respondent, PECO Energy Company’s New Matter upon the following, in 

accordance with the requirements of 52 Pa. Code § 1.54, by first class mail: 

 

Shawane L. Lee 

2301 Market Street, S23-1 

PO Box 8699 

Philadelphia, PA  19101-8699 

 

Attorney for Respondent, PECO Energy Company 

 

 

             

       CHRISTINE SOARES, ESQUIRE 

 

 

Dated:  December 10, 2012 


