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Total number of pages including this e file eservice page includes             pages in total.  

 

“EXCEPTIONS” OF VANEE FLOWERS, Pro se THE PROTESTANT AND 

COMPLAINTANT TO THE COMMESSION 

 

 
 

 I Vanee Flowers, Pro se disagree with the Decisions of The Formal complaint that 

violates, The Administrative Law Judge Arlene Aston was Bias towards and 

against the complainant Vanee Flowers throughout the entire hearing and was very 

unfair, unjust and denied her due process and violated her Civil Rights towards the 

complainant.  § 1.96. Unofficial statements and opinions by Commission 

personnel, by providing unofficial statements and opinions to the initial 

decision dated July 14, 2023 for a recorded telephone conference hearing on the 

record were Vanee Flowers, Pro Se the complainant v PECO Energy Company 

Case Before The Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission’s presided over by the 

assigned Administrative Law Judge Arlene Asthon, with court reporter, Mr. 

Brandon Magness,  Kadijah Scott Council for  PECO Energy Company who never 

provided myself or the Commission her entry of appearance PECO Energy 

Company,  and the witness Ms. Anna Mae Migliaccio of PECO Regulatory 

Department who I was not allowed to cross examine due to the telephone hearing 

being stopped, interrupted and muted by a several times by Arlenne Asthon 

abruptly for no apparent reason who acted more like the lawyer for the attorney. 

Scott and her witness Ms Migliaccio as well as the jury and the prosecutor I this 

case it was a very unfair case and the judge was bias while denying the complaint 

the chance to properly prove plead and give cross examine the witness, offer 

exhibits including my answers to the respondent answers to my formal complaint 

served on the respondent and the PUC and Peco dated February 17, 2023 see page 

2 second paragraph denied and not allowed to enter them as exhibits and evidence 

due to bias from judge this issue was raised on  the record by the complainant. On 

page two paragraph 5 complainant on the record offered more than 4 exhibits on 

the recorded more Bias. The complaint response to Peco answers to my formal 

complaint was served via PUC e file and email to Peco Energy Company responses 

to my formal complaint and not allowed to cross examine the witness, the 

presiding judge would not allow me to complete my testimony on my behalf for 

the record, and  while I was attempting to cross examine the witness for testimony 

she gave regarding the fact she did not ever speak to me directly when in her 

testimony she stated she spoke to me directly, and when I attempted to cross 
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examine  her she conceded stating she never spoke to me directly regarding my 

numerous complaints to PECO for an investigation into the illegal hook up of the 

electrical services for 927 Coates Street involving # 2 of the second floor previous 

unit I resided from February 01, 2020 to December 01, 2022, for PECO Electric 

and Gas Account that begin January 31, 2020 for the transferred account number       

transferred from account number        for  address 329 Beverly Blvd.  Apt A Upper 

Darby, Pa 19082blic, do not have the force and effect of law or legal 

determinations, and are not binding upon the Commonwealth or the Commission. 

Administrative Law Judge should be Disbarred as a Judge for violation and denial 

of the Civil Rights of the complaint rejection of due Process due to the Pro se 

litigant Vanee Flowers 

Authority 

   The provisions of this § 1.96 amended under the Public Utility Code, 66 Pa.C.S.    

§ § 501, 504—506, 1301 and 1501. 

Source 

   The provisions of this § 1.96 adopted October 12, 1984, effective January 1, 

1985, 14 Pa.B. 3819; amended January 24, 1997, effective January 25, 1997, 27 

Pa.B. 414. Immediately preceding text appears at serial page (215934). 

Cross References 

   This section cited in 52 Pa. Code § 63.222 (relating to expedited process for 

resolution of migration disputes between service providers); and 52 Pa. Code § 

69.1401 (relating to guidelines for determining public utility status—statement of 

policy). 

 

 

I Vanee Flowers denies, the initial decision made denying the complainants 

formal complaint that she did not meet her burden of proving that the respondent   

erred in transferring the balance from her account to her current account. The pro 

se complaint Vanee Flowers did meet her burden of proof and did establish that 

Peco Energy Company did erred and did violate the Public Utility Code by failing 

to respond to the complaint request for and investigation to be conducted at the 

premises of 927 Coates Street for illegal electricity hook up of her apartment 

breaker box being located in the common areas of the basement in not in her 

apartment in a multi rental unit dwelling with to or more apartment units in the 

building were the electrical services is established in the complainants name and 

account but are located in the common areas of the building were the complainant 

pays for the electricity for the common areas do to illegal electrical wiring were the 
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complainant did not have access to her electrical breaker box suppling electricity to 

those common areas were the complaint is paying for electricity that is used for the  

were the owner should be paying for the lighting for those common areas of the 

property and not the tenant/complainant. Complainant requested made several 

request to Peco to come do an investigate into the matter and not having access to 

her breaker box that should be inside her unit in not in the common areas were the 

accounts in the complainants name for that issue along with request of an 

investigation into issues of flickering lights, overheating of appliances microwave s 

overheating and catching fire ,and overheating and melting the appliances, 

appliances not turning off, overload of electrical current, and two much electrical 

current coming into the unit from the outside pole when inspected by RCN my 

cable company at the time, with numerous complaints and call about to Peco 

Energy Company  for an investigation. 

Peco Eered by not responding or investigating the complaints and the issues in the 

above matter. Complainant also met her burden of proof when she gave what little 

testimony she wasn’t allowed to give without being interrupted by the bias 

administrative law judge presiding over the case and I was stopped when giving 

my testimony and evidence to prove my case at the hearing and her submitted 

written responses to Peco Energy Company to the Complainants Formal Complaint 

served on the PUC e file by proving Peco erred in transferring electricity from 329 

Beverly Blvd. Apartment A Upper Darby Pa 19082. For account number              

when that transferred to the 927 Coates Street 2nd Floor unit in Sharon Hill Pa 

19079 when complainant requested Peco come out to investigate illegal hook up of 

electrical services for the illegally charging the account holder the complainant for 

electricity where she lived in apartment of a multi-family dwelling apartment 

building units were the electric breaker box was in the basement of the common 

areas. Peco Energy Company came out and investigated for the same issues at a 

previous address and told the owner he was in violation in to put the electricity into 

the complainants name he had to correctly re wire the electrical system and supply 

the complaint/tenant electrical breaker box to her unit and for it to remain in the 

common areas it had to be put into the owner’s name to make it legal. The owner 

followed Peco Energy recommendation to avoid being fined for violation in the 

electrical wiring throughout the entire building and violations, and the electrical 

services and Peco account was taken out of the complainant/tenant’s name and 

account and all previous electrical balances was paid off and reimburse to the 

complaint by the property owner. The account number for that Peco Energy 

electrical accout is 4950-664112 and 4950-684149, and was transferred to the 927 

Coates Street 2nd floor address on January 31, 2020. As testified by Ms Migliaccio 

of Peco Regulatory Department who was never sworn in before giving her 
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testimony that was raised by the complainant but the complainant was sworn in ho 

is poor and a black female and the witness was white female. The judge was Bias. 

 

She gives unofficial information in her decision the decision handed down is not 

sighned by the law judge. She states in her foot notes on page     that the inspection 

performed by McWright HUD Inspection inspected at the unit on October 14, 

2022, November 14, 2022, Failed All Hud Inspections Due Electrical Issues and 

several other unfair unsafe housing living conditions including Peco failure to 

investigate the very issues that failed the numerous Hud McCreight Standard of 

living housing inspections. 

 

Page 3 No. 5. Denied.  Peco never came out to investigate because of a storm that 

did not happen and if Peco would have come arrangements would have been made 

by the Property Manager Del Val to grant access to the common area were the 

complaint electrical breaker box was housed. 

 

Page 2 paragraph 4 denied. Complaint never received the order on March 09, 2023 

of a prehearing order. 

 

Page 3 number 6 Admitted. Complainant made numerous calls to Peco Energy 

Company prior September 22, 2022. 

 

Page 3. No. 7 Denied in part admitted in part see above response. 

 

Page 3. No. 8. Denied. 

 

Page 3. No. 9. Denied. Complaint reached out to Peco on several attempts to 

reschedule for them to come out to investigate from the initial Appointment 

canceled due to the so-called storm but I received no response in the matter or help 

from Peco Energy Company. 

 

Page 3 No. 10. Denied. Peco never came out or attempted to come out to do the 

investigation if I had access to the electrical breaker box and common area or not. 

Peco Energy Company failed to act and investigate. 

 

Page 4. No. 11.  Denied. Peco was never at the Property to investigate the issues in 

my complaint. It never happened that is a Lie. 

 

Page 4. No. 12. Denied. See above responses. 
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Page 4. No. 13.  Admitted. TIME TO MOVE OUT OF THE ILLEGAL DUMP! 

 

Page 4. No. 14.  No response needed. 

 

Page 4. No. 15.  Admitted. 

 

Page 4. No. 16.  No responses needed. 

The discussion from page 4 to 6 deserves no answer if you were not given a fair 

hearing and bias is at the heart of the matter at hand. The result is no due process in 

violation of the complainant civil rights that was raised during the hearing on the 

record by the complainant on the recorded record. 

 

Page 7 Foot notes 17, Complainant Exhibits a The HUD Inspection by Mcgright on 

April 29, and May 27, 2022 McCright Event Id No CG4NZP Annul Hud 

Inspection and both inspection FAILED INSPECTION due failed repairs bedroom 

floors left center floor level there are areas of rotted or spongy flooring. Floor 

rotted under carpet. 

Page 7 Footnote 18, Exhibit Aat 2-8 show Glory to God is listed on court record as 

the name under ownership and the 1-page front copy of the lease and signed 

documents show Ryan Wagner as owner and landlord and DelVal Realty and 

Property Management INC. aka Del Val Property Management, the landlords, 

owners, brokers, agents and property manager signed as the owners’ landlords and 

property managers a private home and not a church. 

 

Page 7 Footnotes 19, All Hud Inspections listed electrical issues and failures that 

all failed Hud Inspection and reinspection including the 3 Sharon Hill Borough 

Inspection for electric Being in the tenants Peco account for electric being supplied 

to the common areas were the complainant electrical breaker box is housed in the 

common areas for her apartment unit. See Mcwright reports as exhibits. 

The December Hud inspection failed due to the heating system gas and electric 

heater and electric system did not work. 

Page 8 paragraph 2 Denied.  Complainant did provide testimony and evidence that 

did support here allegation raised in her complaints to Peco and her Formal 

complaint and hearing and informal complaint included her answers to Peco ‘s 
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responses to her formal complaint. And in her testimony and cross examination of 

the witness. It is not fair when you are not given the proper chance and or due 

process to plead case when the judge is bias in every way in you are not allowed to 

plead your case. I also have a recording of the entire proceedings so there for, 

Page 9. is Denied. And 

Page 10. Is Denied also. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   THEREFORE, 

 

This Concludes my EXCEPTIONS, To the Commission, by Ms, Vanee D. Flowers 

in this matte and asked that My Exceptions be accepted, submitted, considered and 

preserved. Before this Commission. 

 

 

 

Submitted, 

Date August 01, 2023                                                    

 

Vanee D. Flowers, Pro Se, Complainant 

1101 Hook Road Apt. 305  

Sharon Hill, Pa 19079 

Email:  vaneedflowers@yahoo.com 

Phone 484-450-8395 

 

 

 

mailto:vaneedflowers@yahoo.com
7



 

Exhibits 1 of 2 Exhibits 

 

   

Exhibits NO. 1 The recorded record. Along with all preserved documents provided 

by the Complainant. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Exhibit 2of 2 Exhibits 

 

The Complainant response to the Respondents Answers to the Complainant Formal 

Complaint. 

 

 

 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 ARLENE ASHTON- PUC, ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE, 





































 

VERIFICATION 

 

          I Vanee Flowers, the complainant hereby state that the facts above set forth are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief, and that I expect to be able to prove 

the same at a hearing held in this matter. I understand that the statements herein are made subject 

to the penalties of 18 Pa.C.S. § 4904 (relating to unsworn falsification to authorities). 

 

 

 

 Date:  August 03, 2023                                                                                              

 

                                                                                                                                      Signature: 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 

            I hereby certify that I have this day on August 03, 2023, served a true copy of the foregoing 

documents of EXCEPTIONS with exhibits upon the parties, listed below, in accordance with the 

requirements of §1.54 by way of certificate of service accompanying an electronic filling filed 

electronically on the Commission’s electronic e file filing system. 

 

Service To: The Commissions e file filling system 

Via the Commissions service filing system, a curtesy copy electronic emailed to ra-OSA@pa.gov 

Served the Secretary of the Commission - Rosemary Chiavetta  

Commission’s Office of Special Assistants (OSA) 

Commonwealth Of Pennsylvania- Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 

Commonwealth Keystone Building 400 North Street 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

 

Service To: The Commissions e file filling system 

Pmcneal@pa.gov 

Served the Administrative Law Judge -Arlene Asthon  

Commonwealth Of Pennsylvania- Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 

Commonwealth Keystone Building 400 North Street 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 

 

Service To: The Commissions e file filling system 

Kadijah.Scott@axeloncorp.com  

Kadijah Scott Counsel for PECO Energy Company 

PECO Energy Company 

2301 Market Street  

Philadelphia, Pa 19103                                                            

 

 

Date: August 03, 2023 

                                                                                             

                                                                                         BY:  Vanee D. Flowers. Pro Se 

                                                                                                  1101 Hook Road Apt 305 

                                                                                                  Sharon Hill, Pa 19079 

                                                                                                  Email: vaneedflowers@yahoo.com 

                                                                                                  Phone 484-540-8395 

                                                                                                  The Complainant 
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