BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

JONATHAN DIBELLO,

SOMELAINE AN C-2025-3054440-AEL-7/23/25

V. ¢ Docket No. ieiibimidiibubin

PECO ENERGY COMPANY,
RESPONDENT,

SUR-REPLY TO REPLY EXCEPTIONS OF PECO ENERGY COMPANY

Complainant Jonathan DiBello, hereby files this sur-reply to the “Reply Exceptions of
PECO Energy” filed on July 11, 2025. As an initial matter, PECO’s reply states that PECO
nor the Commission can grant a stay for the Complainant’s electricity shutoff which is required
by law until the matter is fully resolved and finalized. The Commonwealth Court case is an
appeal from the Commission’s previous decision siding with PECO energy affirming that the
Complainant is ineligible for pay payment arrangement. The complainant still continues to
dispute the previous matter prompting him to file an appeal with the Commonwealth Court
which as of this filing is still pending. With that the Complainant should be granted a stay from
the shutoff of services until the Commonwealth Court issues a final ruling on the case which
has not yet happened.

In conclusion, for the foregoing reasons, Administrative Law Judge Brady’s decision
was incorrectly decided. Therefore, the commission should grant the Complainant's exceptions
and issue a decision that permits the commission to impose a stay from shutoff.

Respectfully Submitted,
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BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

JONATHAN DIBELLO,

COMPLAINTANT,
C-2025-3054440-AEL-7/23/25

V. ¢ Docket No. ingininiiuiniaiupiin

PECO ENERGY COMPANY,
RESPONDENT,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Jonathan DiBello, hereby certify that I have on 07/21/2025 served a copy of
Sur-Reply to Reply Exceptions of PECO Energy Company in the above matter upon all
interested parties by emailing a copy to:

Khadijah Scott
Counsel for PECO Energy Company
2301 Market St, S23-1

Philadelphia, PA 19103
Via email: khadij )

Dated: 07/21/2025 SignaW%

()nathé’lfiéelﬁ


alleonard
Line


