BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Sandra Hopely						:
							:
	v.						:	Docket No. F-2014-2404303
							:
PECO Energy Company



ORDER ADMITTING EXHIBITS, REJECTING 
FURTHER ARGUMENT, AND CLOSING THE RECORD


		At the hearing in this matter, on April 17, 2014, I directed the Respondent PECO Energy Company (PECO) to supply additional exhibits for the record, as authorized by 52 Pa. Code §5.404.  Respondent supplied the additional exhibits on April 22, 2014 (PECO Energy Exhibits 11-14) and no timely objections to admission were received; however, clarification was needed as to proposed PECO Energy Exhibit 14.  Therefore, I issued a subsequent Order, dated May 22, 2014, which required clarification.  PECO supplied that clarification on May 28, 2014, and Complainant was given until Monday, June 9, 2014, to file any objections to the clarification.

		On June 2, 2014, I received from the Complainant, a copy of PECO Energy Exhibit 9, a Bureau of Consumer Services (BCS) decision which had already been admitted into the record, and a copy of a lease, which is part of proposed PECO Energy Exhibiit 12.  Attached to these documents was a cover letter containing argument about PECO Energy Exhibit 9, and raising new claims as to forgery regarding the lease in proposed PECO Energy Exhibit 12.

		I will not consider the contentions in Complainant’s cover letter, and they will not be admitted into the record.  The time for making argument as to PECO Energy Exhibit 9 was at the hearing on April 17, 2014, when that document was moved into the record.  No objections or other arguments were raised by Complainant at that time, and Complainant declined the offer to submit briefs.  Tr. 67, 69-70.  In addition, the time for opposing admission of proposed PECO Energy Exhibits 11-14, other than the clarification previously discussed in PECO Energy Exhibit 14, expired on May 1, 2014, as was explained to Complainant at the hearing.  Tr. 69-70.  

		I note further that PECO’s witness was asked by me to supply for the record, in PECO Energy Exhibit 12, all the documentation that Complainant provided in support of her 2011 application for PECO service at 4615 Van Kirk Street, the service location in question.  Therefore, the lease claimed to be forged was purportedly provided by Complainant herself.  Additionally, Complainant’s signature on the lease appears to be identical to Complainant’s signature on the Formal Complaint.

		As no timely objections were received concerning the admission of proposed PECO Energy Exhibits 11-14, and the clarification of PECO Energy Exhibit 14, these documents are admitted into the record.  Copies given to me by PECO will be supplied to the Secretary’s Bureau.  The record of this case can now be closed.  There has been no request and there is no need for further hearings or briefs.   

THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

		1.	That late-filed PECO Energy Company Exhibits 11-14, with the subsequent clarification of PECO Energy Exhibit 14, are admitted into the record of this proceeding.
 
		2.	That the record is now closed for decision writing. 
		
		
Dated:  June 12, 2014					___________________________________
							Kandace F. Melillo



							Administrative Law Judge
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