
  Docket No:  13-0606 
  Bench Date:  7/9/14 
  Deadline:  7/20/14 
 
M E M O R A N D U M___________________________________________________ 
 
TO: The Commission 
 
FROM: Terrance Hilliard, Administrative Law Judge 
 
DATE: June 25, 2014 
 
SUBJECT: Raymond E. La Vigne, DDS 
  -vs- 
 Commonwealth Edison Company 
 
 Complaint as to billing/charges in Palatine, Illinois. 
 
 Petition for Rehearing 
 
RECOMMENDATION: Dismiss with Prejudice. 
 
 
 On January 28, 2014, Complainant appeared pro se at a hearing conference 
properly noticed by the Clerk of the Commission.  On that day the parties executed a 
settlement agreement regarding this Complaint. They also filed a stipulation to dismiss 
the Complaint with prejudice.  Consistent with the stipulation, the Commission 
dismissed the Complaint with prejudice on February 5, 2014.  
 
 On February 10, 2014, the Complainant filed papers asserting that the credit and 
or refund provided by Commonwealth Edison Company was inconsistent with the 
settlement agreement and unsatisfactory.  The Clerk of the Commission determined 
that Complainant’s filing should be considered a Motion for Rehearing.   
 
 On February 20, 2014, the Commission granted the Petition for Rehearing 
pursuant to Section 10-113 of the PUA.  This statute requires that rehearing and 
disposition of the case by the Commission occur within 150 days after rehearing is 
granted.  That period expires on or about July 20, 2014.  
 
 On March 12, 2014 the matter was set for hearing for April 18, 2014 and later 
rescheduled to April 24, 2014.  Electronic notice was sent to the parties.  
 
 On February, March, and April 2014 the Complainant filed written comments that 
were accepted by the Clerk of the Commission.  In these comments, Complainant 
stated that he wanted a specific refund and a credit on his account.  He also indicated 
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that he did not intend to attend any further hearings on this matter and wished to receive 
communications by fax.   
 
 Complainant did not appear on April 24, 2014.  At that hearing, the attorney for 
ComEd stated that he had received a letter from Complainant stating not to reschedule 
because he wished to resolve the matter by fax.  The ComEd attorney moved for a 
dismissal for want of prosecution.  The Motion was taken under advisement.  The case 
was reset for June 12, 2014.   
 
 On April 25, 2014 notice was sent to the Complainant at the request of the ALJ 
informing Complainant: 1) of the new date; 2) the Motion to Dismiss; and, 3) of the 
rapidly approaching statutory deadline for resolution of the mater on rehearing. 
 
 On June 12, 2014, Complainant failed to appear.  Mr. Goldstein, the attorney for 
ComEd stated that he had made numerous unsuccessful attempts in writing, by fax and 
by telephone to communicate with the Complainant in order to resolve the Complaint.  
Mr. Goldstein renewed his Motion to Dismiss and requested it be with prejudice.  
 
 Also on June 12, 2014, a proposed Order recommending dismissal with 
prejudice for want of prosecution was served on the parties.  No exceptions to this 
proposed Order were filed within the designated time parameters.  
 
 Under the circumstances, I recommend that the Complaint be dismissed with 
prejudice on or before July 20, 2014.  
 
 
TAH:fs 
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