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PA PUC
SECRETARY'S BUREAU Rouseville PA 16344

204 Third Ave.

Wayne Deal

8-9-1018

P.A. Public Utility Commission 

P.O. Box 3265

Harrisburgh, PA 17105-3265

RE: Docket No. C-2018- SOOglSl 

Wayne Deal v. Pennsylvania Electric Company 

Answer and New Matter Complaints Wayne Deal

Dear PA PUC,

I will attempt to answer the letter I received from Miss. Margaret a. Morris of Reger - Rizzo - Darnall LLP 

attorneys at law, I am not nor have I ever been an attorney I take offence that they have chosen to send 

me a letter so full of legal reference and talk I am unable to understand the letter then demand that I 

respond to stuff I can not understand within 20 days I ask if any more responses are entered in by the 

above that they limit their response so that the layman can understand it.

Response to page right before page 1

How do I provide proof that penelec employees are not doing their jobs?

Response to page 1

I do not see any questions here that I can answer

Responses to page 2

In answering the section listed under 4

First the electric company did not give the 3 day notice, I was told by penelec that there tec put the notice 

between my front doors, I do not have 2 front doors, no storm door or no screen door so flat out LIE, as 

far as lawful termination of service it was not. As to recovering damages for penelec illegal activities who 

do I file with? Also I believe that penelec has now breached my confidality by providing the puc with 

information that does not relate to this case.



To paragraph marked other- it is fraud for penelec to have terminated my service without the 3 day notice, 

when I asked about this I was told it was left between my front doors, only have one front door, was also 

told by penelec employee when I asked for a refund of reconnect fee that they could not that fee goes 

directly to the tec that shut off and turned back on the service, Miss. Morris requires proof have her listen 

to penelec call logs. How can I prove that somebody is lying.

Response to page 4

The calls were made the letter was mailed I was in the hospital and unable to get or receive the notices 

the 3 day notice was not left at my home.the rest of this page I do not understand

Response to page 5

Top of page I do not understand

Part marked 5

I was in the hospital unable to get mailed and phone notifications a 3 day notice was not left at my home 

Part 6 says no response required

7a the notice was not given provide proof.

7b no response required

7c again how do I provide proof that penelec employees are not doing there job perhaps they should 

prove they did

8 no response required

9no response required

10 no response required

II yes the notice was mailed I was in the hospital did not receive and again leagle jargon I do not 

understand

12 the number the company had had been out of survive so they could not have left a message

13 the notice was not left I was told by penelec employee it was left between my front doors, only have 

1

14 since service was terminated illegally any billed fee is fraud

15 if it is not within the puc jurisdiction to provide for reimbursement of losses who is it?

WHEREFORE, I ask that the puc orders me a refund of the reconnect fee and to have all there decisions 

fward to the attorney general, maybe they have jurisdiction.



Everything in this tetter is true and I have answered in the best of my ability I ask that all future responses 

be limited to layman's terms

204 Third Ave

Rouseviile PA 16344



pe^L

30 /

f\G'J -e0\'(e Pci }&L[tf
pmrSBURGH PA 150

^ ^ ^^ Y ^ 0 TOV s l/<^ o

"71^0' '5x54^err^pborah P
o Ci

17i05~32&5&5 |M|i|)ji|l|H|)|l>)>fl||l]|l||l|||i||}|j.,J!,.||.l{..ji||,.„<||


