& OMMONWEALTH OF PENNSY@BANIA
PEWRSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY CONMMISSION
P.0. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, PA 17105-3265

INREFLY PLEASE
REFER TQ DUR FILE

October 2, 2003

PECU EREROY COMPANY DOCUMENT
2301 MARKET STREET §23-1 ‘ L
PO BOX 8699 | ; F O L D E Q

PHILADLELPIHA PA 19101-8699

Re  Ashia Ra-Ifa v, PECO Energy Company
Z-01162199

Dear Mr. Sankar:

On September 19, 2003, Ashia Ra'lfa filed Exceptions to the Initial Decision of
Admumstrative Law Judge Cynthua Fordham in the above captioned matter. Our review of the
Exceptions revealed that no certificate of service or other indications of service accompanied that
filing. Accordmgly, we have enclosed a copy of the Exceptions for your use  This shall
constitute serviee ol the Exceptions tor purposes of 52 Pa. Code §5.533.

Parsuant to 52 Pa. Code §5.535, you shall have ten (10) davs from the date of
service ol the enclosed Exceptions o reply. The Exceptions were filed September 19, 2003.
Although the Exceptions were timely filed, due to the tailure of Mr. Ra'lfa to note service on
PECO Energy Company, and in order to avoid prejudice to either party, we shall deem the filing
date 1o be the date of this letter for purposes of Section 332(h) of the Public Utlity Code, 66 Pa.
C S §332(h), relating to the time for Comnussion constderation of Exceptiuns.

Sincerely,
b james'). McNuity T
Secretary

Enclosure

Docxsrgg
31 WATERVIEW LANE | |
PIILADELPHIA PA 19154 - 0CT 06 2003 |
Office of Special Assistants
Ducument Folder
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OCT 13 2003
BEFORE THE
PENNSYLYV ANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIDINLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
, SECRETARY'S BUREAU
ASHIA RA'IFA
DOCKET NO Z-01162199
v.

PECO ENERGY COMPANY

REPLY OF RESPONDENT PECO ENERGY COMPANY
TO COMPLAINANT’S EXCEPTIONS
Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code § 5.535, PECO Energy Company ("PECO Energy”) responds as

follows to Complainants” Exceptions:

L BACKGROUND

This vase urises from the complaint of Ashia Ra’Ifa to the Public Unlity Commission
("PUC” or “Commission™) against Respondent, PECO Energy Company (“PECO Energy” or
“Coumpany”j filed on or about February 13, 2003 and served on PECO Energy on or around
February 21, 2003. In her Complaint, Complainant appealed an mformal decision rendered by the
Bureau of Consumer Services (BCS) decision dated January 8, 2003, which required the
(ﬂfa‘)mpiaxnant to pay $900.00 by Janvary 31, 2003 and a budget bill amount of $209.00 plus
$100.00 toward her arrearage bcginnirig, with her bill due 1n February 2003.  PECO Energy filed
ity Answer on or around March 17, 2003, A hearing was held on Augu$t 4, 2003, before
Adnunistrative Law Judge Cyathia W. Fordham (hereinafter “ALJ Furdhum“); ALJ Fordham
~issued her Initral Decision on August 20, 2003, On or around September 19, 2003 Complarant
filed Exceptions. PECO Fnergy was served with Complainant’s Exceptions on Octobef 2, 2003

and recerved these Exceptions via mail on October 8, 2003.

DOCKE‘E‘EQ
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1. ARGUMENTS

PECO Eneigy agrees with ALJ Fordham’s conclusion that certain transportation
expenses and credu card expenses are “'unreasonable, disallowable expenses.” The Commission
should unly consider reasonable expenses since payment arrangements such as the one provided
to Ms. Ra'lfa “are financed at the expensce of all other r‘atcpaycrs” Schriver v. Columbia Gas of
Pennsylvama, Inc, C-00970759 (entered December 23, 1997)(qu0tmv Bolt v. Duguesne Light
Qump‘my, 66 PA PUC 463, 464 (1988)). Considering such expenses in determining a payment
~wrrangement would allow ratepayers to avoid their dut y to pay their utihty bills.

In addition, PECO Energy agrees wuh ALJ Fordham's use of Ms. Ra’Ifa’s $ gross income
in determining the payment arrangement. Gross mcome 1s @ more suitable indicator of a
utepayer’s financial condition. Besides medical covcragé and taxes, other expenses that are
non-essential may be deducted. The Commission mu&t consider gross income, as opposcd to net
meome, 10 prowde payment arrangements to ratepayerb ina umform and consistent manner.

Based on the information provided by Ms. Ra’Ifa and PECO Energy, and Ms. Ra'lfa’s
paymen: history, AlJ Fordham’s decision ié reasonable. Based Qn’ Ms. Ra'Ifa’s income and
teasonable expenses, she should be required to make a lump sum payment of $900.00 plus any
missed consumption amounts. Ratepayers have an obligation to pay any undisputed amounts.
52 Pa. PUC § 56.81; See PreHearing Order dated July 21, 2003 attached as Exhibit “A”. ALJ
Fordham’s order for Ms. Ra'lfa to pay her budget bill amount plus $100.00 is also reascrable.
Ratepayers have an obligation to pay their bills. The budget bill amount will enable Ms. Ra’'Ifa
te plan for future momhly paymems; The budget bill amount can potentially be lowered by Ms.
Ra'lfa controlhing hcr use of eteutrxc service. Also, the $100.00 monthly arrearage payments are

consistent with Ms. Ra’lfa’s income and expenses.
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Iy CONCLUSION
For the toregoing reasons, Complamant’s Exceptions dated September 19, 2003 should
be DENIED. the Initial Decision of Administrative Law J udge Cynthia W. Fordham

should remam undisturbed.

Respectfully submitted,

=~ Priya Sunkar®
Counsel for PECO Energy Company
2301 Market Street, $23-1
Philadelphia, PA (9101-8699
215-841-6841
priya sankar@exeloncorp.com
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| 0CT 13 2003
BEFORE THE
" PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY CO\{R&IE&%UTIUTY CONMMISSION
| SECRETARY'S BUHEAU
~ ASHIA RA'IFA
DOCKET NO.Z-01162199
v,

PECO ENERGY COMPANY

I. Priva Sunkar, hereby declare that [ afn an attorney representing PECO Energy
Company: that as such I am authorized to make this verification on 1ts behalf; thatkthe
facts set forth tﬁe forcgoing Pleading are true to the best of my knowledge. information
and belief, and that | make this verification subject to the penames of 18 Pa. C.S. §4904

pertaining to false statements to authorities.

Date:  October 13, 2003 -~ /-
i S m‘\.

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

VERIFICATION | |
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OCT 13 203
o ; ; ) o , LIC UTILITY CONMSSION
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMPfé&JfS; ?E';‘AHY'S gggtﬁu ¥
ASHIA RA'IFA |
DOCKET NO.Z-01162199
v.

PECO ENERGY COMPANY

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that 1 have this day served a copy of PECO Energy Company's
Answer in the above matter upon all interested parties by mailing & copy thereof Certified
mail, properly addressed and postage prepaid to.

Ashia Ra'lfa
311 Watecview Lane B13

Philadelphia, PA 19154-2535

Dated at Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, October 13, 2003.

“ounsel for PECO Energy Company
2301 Murket Street, S23-1

PO Box 5699

Philadelphia, PA 19101-8699
215-841-6841
priya.sankar@exeloncorp.com
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DATE: Uctober 24, 2003
SUBJECT Z-01162199

O Cheryl W. Davis, Director
Office of Speeial Assistants

FROM. Jamies J. MeNulty

Secietary
nvi

ASHIA RA-TFA
Vs
PECO ENERGY COMPANY

Copres of the [nitial Decision have been served upon all pariies of mterest.
Exceptions have beeq filed by:
ASHIA RA-IFA E@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ? E

DEC 3 2003

Reply Exceptions have been received from:

PECO ENERGY COMPANY

‘D‘OCUMEN |
F OLDER £

v Susun Hoffner




