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| really don’t know why Im doing this. It's a waste of time. You have a personal vendetta against me. |
have case Law to support that If | have power of attorney | can act as attorney in fact. Meaning | am the
same as the person that the power of attorney is for. | am a prose litigant just the same. Plus you cant
make a person testify. Your specific words were testify. She invoked her 5" amendment right against
self incrimination. You are the one that said if | had a valid power of attorney you would let me proceed,
not only give testimony. Further If you deemed my power of attorney valid and wanted testimony you
should have directed the questions to me instead of my mom as you said the power of attorney was
good. You were wrong al the way around the board. You started the hearings allowing things that you
later tried to take away and them leave us high and dry. You did not allow my mother to seek legal
counsel after you switched up. We did everything you asked and were prepared to go forward yet you
blind sided us. You could have made it clear that if the power of attorney was received | would only be
allowed to testify. YOU DIDN’T . The argument they raised should have been made in preliminary
objections not after the case started. And you allowed them to go on a fishing expedition. They swore |
lived at 346 N. Simpson and was supposed to supply that proof. It was never supplied. Lastly they
supplied some junk from someone | sued and settled with and was mad that they had to give me
money from it. (Court of COMMON Pleas Docket 120704807) The agreement was to purchase a house
not rent. Electric has to be on to doo repairs so if | am responsible for it | have to get it on in my name.
That still does not prove | live there. Just as you supplied evidence that you have electric on at a
property you do not reside. Come on with the junk. The problem is | am more educated and versed in
Law than you wish and instead of respecting me you are putting me through the ringer. You had no
right to call my mother as a witness as we rested and it was the respondents turn. We could have
closed. The burden is on us yet we had no witnesses and the respondents had many. Obviously with
what was said | must have begun to and or proven my case. They could have asked for summary
judgment after we closed. You should have declared a mistrial since we already went on record and
then you changed everything up. | have case law to support everything | say but why bring it up. You



don’t respect me and what | know, also you said if | bring any mail. Not a certain type. Again you
changed it. Why would | have my bank statements go somewhere | do not live. That was the
Respondents motion. They did not prove it because it cant be proven. This is ridiculous. Why do you
and the Electric company fear me. If we owe the money it wouldn’t matter who argued the case the
facts and the evidence remains the same. The law is the law. It cant be changed for your preference. You
are supposed to be impartial yet you aren’t. You put evidence in and took it out when you were made
aware that you now become a witness. Also | can prove from your documents that the pricing was
different. | think you also realize that and that’s why you took them off the record in which by the way
you negated to mention in your trumped up stupid report. You further did not mention | pointed out
several mistakes made by you. When my mother asked for a 30 day continuance u should have given it
to her or at least something because she asked for the op to speak with an attorney it was because of
you that she needed one. Had you not lied and said all we needed was one thing and or during the 30
days we were getting everything let us know of the changes we could have been prepared. My first
amendment gives me freedom of speech and or expression and my feelings are you should not be an
ALJ. You dropped the ball way too many times. You are pro PECO. How would it be prejudicial for 30
days when they opened the can for the investigation of my address so they should be accepting the
blunt. If they didn’t come up with that stupid thing we could have been done as we went to try the case
and they made that motion that again should have been raised way before then. That shows that you
were prejudicial against us. But its ok Like | said and | stand by GOD is the only one that can Judge me
and he blessed me with the brains to be able to tell you your mistakes. You don’t mention any of the
mistakes | pointed out in any of the hearings you say | said you were bias but don’t mention the
mistakes. Well once again here is a mistake for you. On page 3 of your initial decision you state in
paragraph 2 “on or about Dec 13 2013 the Complainants contacted the Commission inquiring about the
Procedure for obtaining subpoena” also in the next paragraph you mention Dec 13 2013. Well unless we
have a time machine how did we do that when this paperwork was generated on Nov 4 and mailed Nov
18 2013. Hinse another mistake. There are other mistakes in this paperwork to. This along with
everything else should allow for a mistrial and or me to continue to fight this crap. | should not have to
go on and on with this. The judge did not sign this. You still have to sign things filed electronically and
judges orders are not under that law of being able to file with an electronic signature. How can we
challenge the validity. I'm done I’'m not writing anymore do what you wish so be it. I'm not wasting
anymore time. Right is right. Oh you cant amend the caption to remove Sporty Smith especially if
appeals are avail.

/s/ /s/

Sporty Smith Betty Ricks

Dec 3 2013
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CIRTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| do hereby certify that service of a true and correct copy of these exceptions was made on this 5 day
of December, 2013, at the following address to the below named party.

PECO Energy

2301 Market St, Philadelphia 19101



