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VERIFICATION

L_AGNES  NA o A, Plaintiff/Defendant, verify that the facts

set forth in the foregoing are true and correct to the best of my information,
knowledge and belief.
1 understand that the statements contained herein are subject to the Penalties

of 18 Pa. C.5.A., §4904 relating to unsworn falsification to authorities.

ﬁ’m AAAA Ly

(Print N'amc}

44%&8 dﬂqwz

(ngnamrc)

Date: [ =] 5-06




Certiﬁcate of Service

I hereby certify that 1 have served a copy of this petition upon all other parties or their
attorney of record by: ‘

Please check:
o BECT o
1/ , Regular First Class Mail e &“f ,)‘
Certified Mail o JER T3 005
Other I Pg&fg L%L‘Q f{ffu';ﬁf;g SION

Hones Ay

Name of Petitioner (Print Name)

Ao Vo

Signature of Petiioner  (Sign your name)

© Dated: [—-—~1’§-0~€




DATE: F&bma‘ry 9,2006

SUBJECT: (C-20054629

C-20054630
TO: Cheryl W. Davis, Director , '

Office of Special Assistants 7 ,
FROM: James J. McNulty | | oe %EWE L

Seetelay " FEB 10 2006

AGNES MANU
F.A REALTY INVESTORS CORPORATION
VS

PHILADELPHIA GAS WORKS @@CUM’E NT
 FOLDER

Copies of the Initial Decision have been served upon all parties of interest.
Exceptions have been filed by:

- AGNES MANU

Reply Exceptions have been received from:

ce: Susan Hoffner



Pmlaﬂemma Gas Works QP;;@W/ @

800 West Montgomaery Avenue, Philadelphla, PA 10122
; Laureto A. Farinas, Senior Atorney
Legal Department
Direct Dial: 215-684-6982
FAX: | 215:684-6798
E-mai; | tsuretofarinas@pgworks.com

Febriary 19,2000 RECEIVED

James McNulty, Secretary ' o FEB 19 2006
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission | | 191

Room B-26, Norh Office Bullding - PAPUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
HarﬂSbUfg, PA 17105-3265 RECHETARY'S BUREAU

Re: Agnes Manu v. PGW, Docket No. C - 20054629
F.A. Realty Investors Corp. v. PGW, Docket No. C — 20054630

Dear Secretary McNulty:

Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code §5.61, the Philadelphia Gas Works ("PGW") hereby
files the original and three (3) copies of its Answer the Complainants’ Motion for
Enlargement of Time to File Complainants’ Exceptions to the Initial Decision, Nunc
Pro Tunc. ‘ '

PGW did not receive the Complainant’s motion. PGW learned, in passing, that

~ the motion had been filed from Commission Staff, who sent, by fax, an incomplete
copy. PGW contacted the Complainant, Steve Frempong, to inform him that PGW
had not been served with the motion. On February 7, 2008, by fax, Mr. Frempong

~ provided PGW with a copy. Mr. Frempong has indicated that he does not object to
PGW's filing an answer to the motion Nunc Pro Tunc.

If additional information is needed about this matter, please contact me at my
direct-dial number above. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely

-w-/ :
/\ Vo Y e
( - Laureto Farinas ~
\\ ;

Enclosures

o Service List ‘ o DOCUMENT
* ‘ FOLDER
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' ~ RECEIVED
BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIoN  FEB 19 2008

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

SRR SECRETARY'S BUREAU
Agnes Manu :

E.A. Realty Investors Corp.

: Docket Nos. C — 20054629

v, : ~ € ~20054630
Philadelphia Gas Works DOCKETE |
' " FEB 27 2006

Answer of Philadelphia Gas Works to the Complainants’
Motion for an Enlargement of Time to File
Complainants’ Exceptions to the Initial Decision

Pursuant to 52 Pa, Code §5.61, the Phifadelphia Gas Works (“PGW”} hereby
files its Answer the Compiainan’ts’ Motion for Enlargement of Time to File
Complainants' Exceptions to the Initial Decision, Nunc Pro Tunc. PGW did not receive
the Complainant's motion. PGW learned that the motion had been filed from
 Commission Staff, who sent, by fax, an incomplete copy. PGW contacted the
Complainant. Steve Frempong, to inform him that PGW had not been served with the
motion. On February 7, 2008, by fax, Mr. Frempong provided PGW with a copy. Mr.
Frempong has indicated that he does not object to PGW’s filing an answer to the
motion, Nunc Pro Tunc. In opposition to the Complainants' motion PGW answers the
following: | |

1. Admitted. PGW admits that the Complainant filed complaints égainsi PGW.
While the first matter, Manu v. PW, C — 20054629, is a complaint from a residential
customer, pro se. The second matter, F.A. realty Investors Corporation v. PGW, C -
20054630, is a complaint filed by a corporation that is unrepresented by counsel as |
such, the Complaint is in violation of 52 Pa. Code §1.23. By way of further averment,
the Complainant, F.A. realty Investors Corporation continues to be in violation of 52 Pa.
Code §1.23, as the instant motion has not been filed by counsel for Compilain'ant, F.A,

realty Investors Corporation. DOCU M ENT
FOLDER



2. Denied. PGW denies the averments in Paragraph 2 of the Motion. PGW has no
knowledge of the Comp!amants states of mine or their beliefs as they attended the
hearing held on September 28, 2005. By way of further averment, all parties o these
~matters were served with a Prehearing Order: setting forth the requirements for the
hearing. The Prehearing Order instructs the paﬂies on the preparation for the hearing
as well as the presentation of evidence at the hearing. The Prehearing Order does not
contain any information relating to the Initial Hearing as a “scheduling hearing”. The
Complainants should have discovered well before the date of the hearing that the
hearing was not merely a scheduling hearing. The Complainants’ mistaken beliefs as
to ihe nature of the hearing have no relevance to their failure to file exceptions within 20
 days following in issuance of the Initial Decision.

3. Admitted. PGW admits that the Complaints moved for a continuance in the
hearing of the matter for the reasons averred. By way of further averment, by order
dated August 15, 2005, the Administrative Law Judge granted the Complainant's
previous request for a continuance due to illness requiring hospitalization. The original
initial hearmg was scheduled for August 18, 2005. The Complamants have had more
the enough time to find qualn“ ted counsel.

4. Denied, the Complainants participated in the hearing and defended their_
interests. ;

5. Denied. PGW denies the conclusion that the Administrative Law Judge was bias
because the Initial Decision does not recount their motion for a continuance. The record
of the proceeding contains the motion and the Administrative Law Judge's ruling.

6. Denied. The Complainants were given an opportunity to review the transcript,
but failed to request a c:opy of the transcript from the reporter at the conclusion of the
hearing.

7. Denied, emphaitcany The Findings of Fact in the Initial Decision are supported
by the evidence produced at the hearing of this matter.

8. Denied. As the Initial Decision was issued December 28, 2005, the holiday week
notwithstanding, the exceptions were due well after the end of the holiday season.




Wherefore, the Complainants have failed to show good cause for the extension
of the time in which to file exceptions to the Initial Decision in the above captioned
matters, this Commission should deny the Complainants’ motion.

Respectfully submitted,

February 19, 2006 B | e f,a——;

»(‘J(c " .“‘. ARy el

( Laureto A. Farinas, Esq.

" Philadelphia Gas Works
800 W. Montgomery Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 19122




-

Dated: February 19, 2006 . | N G N> m
‘ Laureto Farinas, Esquire

VERIFICATION

l, Laur’eto Farinas, hereby declare that | ém counsel for the Philadelphia Gas
Works. i Authorized T6 miake (IS VEHACAUGH 6T itS BERAI. THE Tacts set forth in the
foregoirﬁg Answer are true and correct to the best of my knoMedge, information and
belief. | éxpect 1o be able to prove these facts at a hearing held in this matter. This
verification is made subject 1o the penalties of 18. Pa. C.S. §4904, concerning false :

statements to authorities.

\
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| RECEIVED
BEFORE THE FEB 19 2006 |

PENNSYLVAN!A PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Agnes Manu ... . ScoRETARYSBUYREAU

F. A. Realty Investors Corp. :
: Docket Nos. C ~ 20054629
V. : C - 20054630

| DOCUMENT
Philadelphia Gas Works FQLDE R
Memotandum In Support of the Answer of

Philadelphia Gas Works to the Complainants’ Motion for an
Enlargement of Time to File Complainants’ Exceptions to the initial Decision

In the underlying Complaint, the Complainants challenge the accuracy of the
billing of the Complainants’ accounts. A hearing was originally scheduled for August
18, 2005. By order dated August 15, 2005, the Administrative Law Judge granted a
continuance in this matter. After notice, a hearing was held on September 28, 2005,
during Whichs the Complainant, Ms. Agnes Manu appeared on her own behalf and Mr.
Steven Frempong, principle of the Complainant, F. A. Realty Investors Corporation
appeared without counsel.' On December 28, 2006, the Initial Decision was issued
dismissing the complaints. Pursuant to Pa Code 52 §5.533, any Exceptions to be filed
by either party were due by January 17, 2006. The Complainants failed o file its
exceptions by the due date. The Complainanis now file this- motion for an enlargement
of time.

The Complamants motion is governed by Pa. Code 52 §1.15(a) (1) Extensaons
of time and continuances. That section states in pertinent part, “...Upon motion made
after the expiration of the specified period, the act may be permitied to be done where
reasonable grounds are shown for the failure o act.”? The Complainants fail to provide
reasonable grounds for failing to file exceptions within 20 days following the issuance of
the Initial Decision. |

1 Pursuam 0 Pa, Code 52 §1.22, the Complainant F. A. Realty Investors Cotporation should have been
represented by counsel throughout this course of this matier. ; B——
#Pa. Code 52 §1.15(aX1)




The Complainants argue that they had a mistaken belief that the purpose of the
Initial Hearing was for scheduling. The Complainants’ mistaken beliefs as to the nature
of the hearing have no relevance to their failure to file exceptions within 20 days
following in t‘ssuahce of the Initial Decision. Additionally, ali parties {o these matters
were served with a Prehearing Order setting sets forth the requirements for the hearing.
The Prehearing Order instructs the parties on the preparation for the hearing as well as
the presentation of evidence at the hearing. The Prehearing Order does not contain
any information relating to the Initial Hearing as a scheduling hearing. The
Complainants should have discovered well before the date of the hearing that the
hearing was not merely a scheduling hearing.

 The Complainants allege that their request for a continuance is evidence of a
bias of the Administrative Law Judgé. The Administrative Law Judge granted a previous
continuance to the Complainants. The original hearing was scheduled for August 18,
2005. The denial of the Complainants' second request for a continuance has no
bearing on their inability to file exceptions within 20 days foilowihg in issuance of the
Initial D’écision. , |

The Complainants argue that they need time to review the transcript of the
proceeding. At any time after the hearing on September 28, 2005, the Complainants |
could have orderé.d a copy of the transcript. The Complainants’ failure to order the
transcript of the proceeding has no relevance to their failure to fite exceptions within 20
days following in issuance of the Initial Decision.

Finally, the Complainants argue that the issuance of the Initial Decision on
Decein’ber 28, 2005 (during the‘holiday season) prevented them from filing exceptions
within the following 20 days. To be timely, the exceptions should have been filed on or
before January 17, 2006. The due date for the filing of exceptions occurred well after
the holiday season. | |



CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, as the Complainants have failed to show good cause
to grant its request, PGW respectfully requests that this Commission deny the

" Complainants’ Matidn for an Enlargement of Tirie to'File' Complainants’ Exceptions to
the Initial Decision, in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

At

- .
- - //_’Maﬂ-'
o e

G Ve

e Laureto A. Farinas, Esq.

e Q - Philadelphia Gas Works
: 800 W Montgomery Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 19122




. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY ~THAT | HAVE THIS DAY SERVED A TRUE COPY OF
THEFOREGOING DOCUMESNT UPON THE PARTICIPANTS LISTED BELOW,
INACCORDANCE WITH TH E REQUIREMENTS OF § 1.54 (RELATING TO SERVIGE
 BY A PARTICIPANT).

Service List

Agnes Manu
7000 Woodbine Avenue
Philade]phia. PA 19151

F. A. Realt)( Investors Corposration
5800 N. 17" Street
Philadelphia, PA 19141

/M—:T i

. L
g

Ot Va.

February 19, 2006 ; . a
‘ Laureto A. Farinas, Esq.

Philadelphia Gas Works

800 W. Montgomery Avenue

Philadelphia, PA 18122
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Ph“ﬂﬂemhiﬂ 335 wm'kS ‘f._...a* E"" ‘g ﬁl 800 West Montgomery Aanue. Fhiladelphia, PA 19422 |
Laureto A. Farlnas, Senlor Attormey
Legal Department

- ' Direct Dial: 215-684-6982
' FAX: 215-684-6798
E-tnail ~laumto.faﬂnas@pgworks.'com ~
March 20, 2008 ‘ ~

RECEIVED

James McNulty, Secretary

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission ,
Reom B-20, North Office Building MAR 2 0 2008
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265  PAPUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

v SECRETARY'S PP ul
Re: Agnes Manuv. PGW, Docket No. C — 20054629
E. A. Realty Investors Corp. v. PGW, Docket No. C—~20’05463ﬁ

Dear Secretary McNuilty:

Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code §5.61, the Philadelphia Gas Works ("PGW") hereby
files the original and three (3) copies of its Answer the Complainants’ Motion To Strike
PGW's Answer to the Complainant’s Motion for Enfargement of Time to File ‘
~ Complainants’ Exceptions to the initial Decision, Nunc¢ Pro Turnc.

~ If additional information is needed about this matter, please contact me at my
direct-dial number above. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

% B
PR % "
L

Laureto Farinas
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PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION  MAR 2 0 2006

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
. o " GEGRETARY™™ PI'REAU
Agnes Manu
F.A. Realty Investors Corp.
: Docket Nos. C — 20054629
v. e C — 20054630

LIOCHKETER ...
Philadeiphia Gas Works @ APR; G5 ZDOGE DOCUMENT
FOLDER

Answer of Philadelphia Gas Works to the Complainants’
Motion to Strike PGW'’s Answer to Complaints’ Motion for Enlargement of
Time to File Complainants’ Exceptions to the Initial Decision, Nunc Pro Tunc

Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code §5.61, the Philédelphié Gas Works (“PGW") hereby
files its Answer the Complainants' Motion To Strike PGW's Answer to the
Complainants’ Motion for Enlargement of Time to File Complainants’ Exceptions to the
Initial Decision, Nunc Pro Tune. In opposition to the Compilainants’ motion PGW
answers the following: | _

1. Admitted in part. PGW admits that the Complainants’ Motion for enlargement of
- time to file exceptions was dated January 13, 2006. PGW did not receive the
* Complainant's motion. After PGW leamed that the motion had been filed from
Commission Staff, PGW contacted the Complainant, Steve Erempong to inform him
that PGW had not received with the motion. On February 7, 2006, by fax, Mr.
Frempong providéd PGW with a copy. By way of further averment, Mr. Frempong had
'.nndlcated that he did not object to PGW's filing an answer to the motion, nunc pro tunc.

2. Admitted. PGW admits that the Answer to Complainants’ motion for enlargement
of time to file exceptions on February 19, 2008, after understanding that the
Complainants did not ob'je}ct to the filing, nunc pro tunc.

3. Admitted in part. PGW leamed that the motion had been filed from Commission
staff. T'he Com’miss'ion staff faxed an incomplete ‘cépy, PGW denies that it received a
complete copy of the Complainants’ motion for enlargement of time to file exceptions
until ‘February 7, 2006 as faxed by»the:eomplainant, Mr=Frempong.====- g e o




0 © - ‘

4. Admitted in part. PGW did not have the complete motion until February 7, 2006.

5 Denied. PGW did not have the complete motion until February 7, 2006. PGW
filed the answer twelve days later on February 19, 2006.
e 2 ﬂﬁ»waEmphaﬁcaﬁy denied. PGW contacted the Complainant, Steve Frempong to
inform him that PGW had not been received the motion. In the telephone conversation
in which Mr. Frempong discussed the essential elements of the motion, PGW asked if
he objected to the filing of the motion beyond the twenty days since filed with the
Commission. Mr. Frempong indicated that he did not object.

Wherefore, The Complainants’ have failed to show a sulfficient basis for striking
PGW'’s Answer to the Complainants’ Motion for Enlargement yof‘ Time to File |
Complainants’ Exceptions to the Initial Decision, Nunc Pro Tunc. PGW has shown
good cause accept the filing of the Answer, nunc pro tunc. The Commission should
deny the Complainants’ motion to strike PGW's Answer to the Complainants’ Motion for
Eniargement of Time to File Complainants’ Exceptions to the Initial Decision, Nunc Fro
Tune.

Respectfully submitted,

March 20, 2006 | 2
) J.;/ s

Laureto A. Farinas, Esq.
— Philadelphia Gas Works

800 W. Montgomery Avenue
Philadelphia, PA 19122




VERIFICATION

L ’Laﬁrétd F.atrinas; hereby deélare that | am counsel for the Philadel‘phia' Gas
Works. | am authoriied to make this verification on its behalf, The fac{s set forth in the
'foregoing Answer are true and correct to the bést of my knowledge, information and
belief. 1 expect fo be able to prove these facts at a hearing held in this matter. This
verification is made subject to the penalties of 18, Pa. C.S. §4904, co»ﬁceming false

statements to authorities.

' Dated: March 20, 2006 ’ . A
| ‘ Laureto Farinas, Esquire

RECEIVED
MAR 2 0 2006
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BEFORE THE MAR 2 0 2006
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
-—Agres-Manu v - , BEQRETAF{Y"‘ R
F. A. Realty Investors Corp. : ~
; : Docket Nos. C ~ 20054623

V. | o C-20054630 |
| y f"wc' METE DOCUMENT

Philadelphia Gas Works 127 0t o 5 o005 FOLDER

Memorandum In Support of the Answer of
Philadelphia Gas Works to the Complainants’ Motion to Stnke
PGW’s Answer to Complaints’ Motion for Enlargement of
Time to File Complainants’ Exceptions to the Initial Decision, Nunc Pro Tunc

In the undedying Complaint, the Com‘piéinants challenge the accuracy of the
billing of the Complainants’ accounts. A hearing was originally scheduled for August 18,
2005. 'By order dated August 15, 2005, the Administrative Law Judge granted a
continuancé in this matter. After notice, a hearing was held on September 28, 2005,
during which the Complainant, Ms. Agnes Manu appeared on her own behaif and Mr.
Steven Frempong, principle of the Complainant, F. A. Realty Investors Corporation
appeared without counsel.! On December 28, 2006, the Initial Decision was issued
dismissing the complaints. Pursuant to Pa Code 52 §5.533, any Exceptions to be filed
by either party were due by January 17, 2006. The Complainants failed to file its
oxcept%ohs by the due date. The Complainants filed a motion for an enlargement of
fime to file exceptions. On February 18, 2006, PGW filed an answer, nunc pro tunc to
the Complainants’ motion for Enlargement of Time to File Complainants’ Exceptions
because it had not received a com'plete— COpy of the Complainants’ motion until February
7,20086. |

The ’PGW'S, Answer to the Complainants’ motion for Enlargement of Time to File
Complainants’ Exceptions filed nunc pro tunc and the Complainants’ motion to strike
PGW Answer filed nune pro tunc, are governed by Pa. Code 52 §1.15(a) (1) Extensions

: Pursuant 10, Pa Code 52 §1 22 the Complainant F. A Realty Investors Corporaison should have been
representéd by counsel throughout this course of this matter.




of time and continuances. That section states in pertinent part, “...Upon motion made
after the expiration of the specified period, the act may be permitted to be done where
reasonable grounds are shown for the failure to act.” In its answer PGW provided the
mtoasons.for.the filing of the answer, nunc pro tunc. PGW did not receivef‘the complete
| copy of the Complainants’ motion until February 7, 2006. The Complainants fail to
provide reasonable grounds to strike PGW's answer filed nunc pro tunc.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, as the Complainants have failed to show good cause

to grant its request, PGW respectfully requests that this Commission deny the
Complainants’ Motion to strike PGW Answer to Complaints’ Motion for Enlargement of

Time to File Complainants’ Exceptions to the Initial Decision, Nunc Pro Tunc.

Respectfully submitted,

L

e

7

Ié’lw;ﬁ

: Frdle

2 pa. Code 52 §1.15(aX1)

Laureto A. Farinas, Esq.
Philadelphia Gas Works
800 W, Montgomery Avenue
Philadelphia, PA 19122



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

{ HEREBY CERTIFY THAT { HAVE THIS DAY SERVED A TRUE COPY OF

THEFOREGOING DOCUMENT UPON THE PARTICIPANTS LISTED BELOW,

INACCORDANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF § 1.54 (RELATING TO SERVICE

BY A PARTICIPANT).

Service List

- Agnes Manu

7000 Woodbine Avenue
Phitadelphia, PA 19151

F. A. Realty Investors Corporation

5800 N. 17" Street
Philadelphia, PA 19141

March 20, 2006

" RECEIVED
AR 2 0 2008

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
j SECRETARY'S BUREAU

e T

A U e
Laureto A. Farinas, Esqg.
Philadelphia Gas Works
800 W. Montgomery Avenue
Phitadelphia, PA 19122




