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January 31, 2005 

IN REPLY PLEASE 
REFER TO OUR FILE 

F-01373792 

MARTHA V DAVIS 
330 HILLSIDE LANE 
KENNETT SQUARE PA 19348 

Martha V. Davis 
v. 

PECO Energy Company MAR 2 3 2005 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

This is to advise you that no timely filed exceptions and no requests for review from 
the Commissioners have been received within the specified time period to the decision 
issued in the subject case. 

Therefore the decision of the Administrative Law Judge is final without further 
Commission action. 

A copy of the final order has been enclosed for your records. 

Very truly yours, 

Enclosure 
Certified Mail 
Receipt Requested 
LJM 

USA LUTZ ESQUIRE 
PECO ENERGY COMPANY 
2301 MARKET STREET S23-1 
PO BOX 8699 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19101-8699 

James J. McNulty 
Secretary 

PATRICIA T WIEDT ASSISTANT COUNSEL 
PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 
PO BOX 3265 
HARRISBURG PA 17105-3265 
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PENNSYLVANIA 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 

Martha V. Davis 

v. 

PECO Energy Company 

F I N A L O R D E R 

F-01373792 

SB h 

MAR 2 3 2005 

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 Kandace F. Melillo 
dated October 8,2004, has become final without further Commission action; 

THEREFORE, 
6= 

IT IS ORDERED: 

1. That the Formal Complaint filed by Martha V. Davis against 

PECO Energy Company at Docket No. F-01373792 is sustained in part, as provided 

below. 

2. That PECO Energy Company shall cease and desist from advising its 

customers that their security deposits will be refunded, when the deposit is being or may 

be applied to the customers' account to reduce past due bills. 

3. That PECO Energy Company shall, upon inquiry, inform customers 

of the criteria for security deposit refunds, set forth in 52 Pa. Code §56.53, and shall 

inform customers that their deposits may be applied to reduce arrearages, i f timely 

payments of bills for service are not made. 
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m o 
4. That the Formal Complaint filed by Martha V. Davis against PECO 

Energy Company at Docket No. F-01373792 is in all other respects denied. 

BY THE COMMISSION, 

James J. McNulty 
Secretary 

(SEAL) 

ORDER ENTERED: JAN 3 1 2005 
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