
Vincent Feldman 
717 S. 20th Street 
Philadelphia, PA 

RECEIVED 
October 27th, 2014 ^ 
Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary QQJ 2 7 ? n f . 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commonwealth Keystone Buidling P A

 PUBLIC UTiLrry rn 
400 North Street, Second Floor ^CRBTARVS BUREAUS10N 

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 
Dear Rosemary Chiavetta, 

I am writing to inform the Commission that I have contacted Widener Law Clinic for 
assistance with PECO's counsel's correspondences and motions. However, they have 
not yet committed to assisting me. I am still waiting to hear if the Commission has 
allowed me additional time to respond to PECO's counsel motions. PECO's counsel 
contacted me a further time on Oct. 17th. I was hoping it would be the requested 
information concerning the device/technology to be installed inside our residence. 
Instead it only held copies of two Commission decisions concerning an opt out request. 
I have not made this request of PECO or the PA PUC. 

I still continue to look for a copy of the ordinance PECO's counsel refers to on line but 
can not locate the law. Is this information on PA PUC's website? It should be. I could 
find much information referring to Act 129's implementation with the utilities, 
discussions, etc. with the PA PUC. But I can not find information or directions from this 
state law related to consumers and this new meter technology. PECO's shut off notices 
where the first direct contact I had with them concerning this new technology. I can not 
recall hearing of any debate in the PA Legislator concerning Act 129 or of this issue 
being covered in the media. 

These important requests made in the complaint where to postpone my consent to the 
installation of a new electrical meter/technology within the living environment of my 
home or to receive informational materials PECO possesses concerning the device's 
health and safety testing and also to be given a copy of PECO's privacy policy 
concerning their use of this device/technology prior to it's installation. I need also to 
know who is legally liable for any harm/violations that may come from this device/ 
technology in the important areas I have outlined, health, safety and personal privacy. 



Without having had any return correspondence with the PA PUC since sending my 
response to PECO's counsel motions to the Commission (letter sent September 22nd) I 
am repeating my request that the PA PUC delay any action in support of PECO in this 
matter until I have had the opportunity to have PECO's New Matter, Motion, and 
Preliminary Objection reviewed by an attorney with experience in this legal area. I 
would like to request that the PA PUC allow me an extension in the time required to 
respond to this legal document. The ten day requirement is much too brief a time for an 
individual customer to make a formal legal declaration even if supplied with adequate 
legal counsel. Because my financial situation requires that I seek counsel on a pro 
bono basis I would like to request six weeks to formally make a reply to PECO's counsel 
and the PA PUC. 

I hope that you may be able to clarify the on going formal complaint process via 
correspondence at your earliest convenience. I would also appreciate information you 
may have related to Act 129 that pertains to consumers. The noted lack of information 
about this new technology from the PA Legislature, the media, PECO and it's 
contractors as well as the PA PUC I find alarming. Please help explain the silence 
regarding this technology. 

Sincerely, 

Vincent Ferdrhan 
DOCKET NO. C-2014-2442308 
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