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ANSWER TO PETITION FOR INTERIM EMERGENCY ORDER

AND NOW comes the Complainant, Ashley Harple, and files the within Answer
to the Petition for Interim Emergency Order by Pennsylvania Electric Company and in
support thereof sets forth the following:

1. In answer to the averments contained in Respondent’s Petition for Interim
Emergency Relief paragraphs 1 through 8, the Complainant has filed a Reply to the
New Matter averments of the Respondent which are incorporated herein in response
to many of the averments contained in the Petition and specifically alleges an ongoing
complaint with a dispute on amounts owed or charges. Furthermore asserts the
Complainant is not abusing the protections of the Commission’s Rules & Practices but
is using this process for an adjudication to which she is entitled. Complainant is
informed and believes that she has acted within the Rules of the Commission as
provided and continues to request the opportunity to be heard before this Honorable
Court. The essential basis argued by Respondent is that Complainant is abusing the
system although following lawful process in pursuing her Complaint. Allegations of
abuse are not true and without foundation.

2 The averments to paragraphs 9 through 11 jurisdiction are admitted.

3 Paragraphs 12 through 15 set forth portions of the Pennsylvania Code and

statute and require no response.



4, In answer to the averments contained in paragraphs 16 through 19
standard for interim emergency relief, contain portions of the Pennsylvania Code,
statute and case law to which no response is required as they are conclusions of law.

5, In answer to paragraphs 20 and 21, Complainant alleges that there
continues to be a dispute as to current charges based upon Complainant’s Exhibits
comparing them to the breakdown offered by the Respondent as shown in Attachment
No. 4.

6. In answer to paragraphs 22 and 23, Complainant believes that she is
entitled to relief with the opportunity to be heard before a decision and enforcement
of the balance allegedly owed is determined. Complainant denies that Pennsylvania
Electric needs for the relief as requested.

7 In answer to paragraphs 24 and 25, Complainant believes the Court must
weigh the injury to the public interest as opposed to those interests that the
Complainant has to pay bills which are in dispute. Complainant seeks the opportunity
to be heard, in a timely fashion, or any allegations set forth. The Complainant denies
that she unlawfully or otherwise improperly.

8. In answer to Paragraph 26, Complainant avers that her private rights are,
under the circumstances to be protected, entitle her to a fair hearing in contrast to the
broad argument of general public interest.

WHEREFORE, the Complainant denies the averments set forth in the Petitioner’s
request for Emergency Relief.

Respectfully Submitted

MARGOLIS EDELSTEIN
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JAMES S. EHRMAN, ESQUIRE




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing
ANSWER TO PETITION FOR INTERIM EMERGENCY ORDER was served upon all

counsel of record as follows on this day of September, 2014 as follows:

Margaret A. Morris, Esquire - Via E-Mail
Reger, Rizzo & Darnall, LLP

Circa Centre, 13th Floor

2929 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19104

Mark A. Hoyer - Via Hand Delivery
Administrative Law Judge

Piatt Place, Suite 220

301 5th Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15222

Rosemarie Chiavetta, Esquire - Via U.S. Mail
Secretary

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Commonwealth Keystone Building - 2 North
P.O. Box 3265

Harrisburg, PA 17105
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/JAMES S. EHRMAN, ESQUIRE

! William Penn Place, Suite 3300
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 281-4256



