BEFORE THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION AND ENFORCEMENT,

Complainant, .
V. . DOCKET NO. C-2025-3055346
ECONOMICA LIMOUSINE CAR SERVICES LLC,
653 SCHUYKILL AVENUE
READING, PA 19601
Respondent.

ECONOMICA LIMOUSINE CAR SERVICES LLC’S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE
ANSWER TO COMPLAINANT’S FORMAL MOTOR CARRIER COMPLAINT NUNC
PRO TUNC

TO THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION:

ECONOMICA LIMOUSINE CAR SERVICES LLC by and through its attorney JoAnn
Ruchlewicz, Esquire (“ECONOMICA” or “Company”) hereby files this Motion for Leave to
File an Answer to the Formal MOTOR CARRIER COMPLAINT of the PENNSYLVANIA
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION AND ENFORCEMENT

(“Complainant™) nunc pro tunc pursuant to 52 Pa. Code §§ 1.2 and 5.103, and respectfully
petitions the Commission to accept its Answer nunc pro tunc. The Answer is being filed

concurrently with this Motion.

In support thereof, ECONOMICA avers as follows:

1. On October 30, 2025, ECONOMICA was served with the above-captioned Formal

Complaint.

2. Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code § 5.61(a), the Answer was due on or before November 19, 2025.



10.

Due to an administrative oversight, the Answer is being filed 26 days beyond the
regulatory deadline. ECONOMICA advises they prepared and mailed an Answer, pro se,
to the Commission on or about November 13, 2025. However, upon being retained for

this matter last week, I conducted some research on the PUC’s Docketing Website and
discovered ECONOMICA’s Answer was never docketed. I then followed up with a phone
call to Officer Drago, who provided me with the phone number for Matthew L. Homsher,
Secretary. I connected with a staff member in his office, who advised that they could not

find the hard copy of the Answer either.

ECONOMICA respectfully requests that the Commission accept the Answer nunc pro

tunc.
52 Pa. Code § 1.1 et seq. governs administrative practice before the Commission.

Under 52 Pa. Code § 1.2(a), the Commission’s procedural rules are to be liberally

construed to secure just and speedy determinations.

Under 52 Pa. Code § 1.2(c), the Commission may waive procedural requirements where

no substantive rights are affected.
The Complainant’s substantive rights have not been prejudiced by the brief delay.

Respondents aver that the 2015 Toyota Siena XLE mileage has been re-inspected by

Officer Drago and the corrected mileage is less than 350,000 miles.

As of the date of this Motion, the vehicles listed in Paragraph 6 of the Complaint have

been removed from service / no adverse impact has occurred.



11. The matter has not been scheduled for an evidentiary hearing, and acceptance of this

Answer will not delay the proceeding.

12. Acceptance of the Answer nunc pro tunc will allow the matter to be decided on the

merits.

WHEREFORE, ECONOMICA LIMOUSINE CAR SERVICES LLC respectfully requests that

the Commission grant this Motion and accept its Answer nunc pro tunc.

Respectfully submitted,

JoAnn Ruchlewicz, Esquire

The Law Offices of JoAnn Ruchlewicz
1716 Olive Street

Reading, PA 19604

(610) 373-6132
jruchlewiczesq@aol.com



