Diana Sabatine

c¢/0 315 Possum Hollow Road
Latrobe, Pennsylvania [15650]
(724) 689-9771

Accepts E-Service with mailed copy

June 25, 2019

Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Accepts E-Service

Re:  Objection to Request for Motion to Dismiss
Diana Sabatine v. West Penn Power Company
Docket No. C-2018-3002804

Dear Secretary Chiavetta,

Please see the attached Objection to Request for Motion to Dismiss for E-Filing in the
above referenced docket number. This document has been served on the Respondent as stated

below. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Diana Sabatine

c: E-Service & Certificate of Service & Certified Mail No. 9590 9402 3914 8060 6394 78

Judge Jeffrey Watson, Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

E-Service & Certificate of Service

Lauren Marissa Lepkoski and Tori L. Giesler, Esquire, First Energy Corporation



BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Diana Sabatine

V. : Docket No. C-2018-3002804

WEST PENN POWER COMPANY

OBJECTION TO RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS

AND NOW comes Diana Sabatine, a woman, as herself, a human being, and not a
fictitious entity, files this Objection to Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss by West Penn Power
Company, First Energy Corporation, and First Energy Service Company (“West Penn” or the

“Company”) to Diana Sabatine, dated June 21, 2019, and received by First Class Mail on
Monday, June 24, 2019.

Complainant wishes to object to every enumerated item stated in Respondent’s

Motion to Dismiss:

A. A pre-hearing conference is not a hearing of evidence but to arrange the schedule of

the hearing. It seems that #49 in the Respondent s Motion to Dismiss dated June 53
2019 is stated as such to sway the judge with an inane request.

B. Complainant does not recall receiving notification of a pre-hearing conference, It was
not intentional on Complainant’s part to miss the pre-hearing conference. A people’s
right cannot be taken away due to a technical error either by fault of the Complainant
or the provider.

C. Complainant does not recall receiving a hard copy of notification of a pre-hearing

conference from the letter carrier who provides mail delivery.
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D. Complainant does not recall receiving information to prompt her to mark the date and
time on her calendar for the pre-hearing conference.

E. Complainant did not hear or see a call on her telephone that others were waiting for
Complainant to enter a call for a pre-hearing conference on or about June 4, 2019.
Complainant became aware of the pre-hearing conference after listening to a
voicemail later that day.

F. Only at the time Complainant heard a voicemail from a man who identified himself as
“Dan”, Judge Watson’s legal assistant, did Complainant become aware of a pre-
hearing conference. Complainant did in fact call Dan back immediately after listening
to a voicemail. Complainant explained to Dan that Complainant did not recall
receiving notification for a pre-hearing conference. Complainant told Dan that if she
had answered the call, she would have said that she is still waiting to receive in
writing an answer from this court to Complainant’s Fourth Amended Notice and
Petition to Challenge Jurisdiction with requested relief, dated and filed with
Secretary Rosemary Chiavetta on February 5, 2019 along with a Notice to Plead to
Respondent in which Respondent remained silent. Also, a letter was sent Gladys
Brown, Chairman of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission regarding the
Fourth Amended Notice and Petition to Challenge Jurisdiction in which a response is
still pending.

G. At this time Complainant does not have any expert or factual witnesses other than
ourselves, but we reserve the right to amend that.

H. We remind this court that Complainant is not an attorney or a lawyer, but a woman,
as herself, a human being, and not a fictitious entity. If Complainant recalled that a
pre-hearing conference was scheduled, Complainant would have placed a reminder

on her calendar to prepare and attend this due process portion of the proceeding.

Therefore, Complainant requests Judge Watson to deny Respondent’s Request for
Motion to Dismiss and grant an extension of time for a pre-hearing conference in the above
referenced docket number so that this court can answer Complainant with a response to

the Fourth Amended Notice and Petition to Challenge Jurisdiction dated and filed with
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Secretary Rosemary Chiavetta on February 5, 2019 and sent to this court and

Respondent(s) as noted in letter F. of this Objection to Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss.

All Rights Reserved,

Dated: June 25, 2019 WM%/

Diana Sabatine

c/o 315 Possum Hollow Road
Latrobe, Pennsylvania [15650]
(724) 689-9771

C-2018-3002804 — Diana Sabatine v. WEST PENN POWER COMPANY

Filed With:

E-Service
Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

With A Copy To:

Certified Mail No. 9590 9402 3914 8060 6394 78
E-Service & Certificate of Service

Judge Jeffrey Watson

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

Office Of Administrative Law Judge

Piatt Place, Suite 220

301 Fifth Avenue

Pittsburgh, Pa 15222

E-Service & Certificate of Service
Lauren Marissa Lepkoski, Esquire
Tori L. Gielser, Esquire

First Energy Coproration

2800 Pottsville Pike

P.O. Box 16001

Reading, Pennsylvania 19612
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BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Diana Sabatine

V. : Docket No. C-2018-3002804
WEST PENN POWER COMPANY

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have this day served a true copy of the Objection to Request for Motion to
Dismiss upon the individuals listed below.

Service by First Class Mail, postage prepaid, as follows:

The Honorable Judge Jeffrey A. Watson
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Office Of Administrative Law Judge
Piatt Place, Suite 220

301 Fifth Avenue

Pittsburgh, Pa 15222

Lauren M. Lepkoski and Tori L. Giesler, Esquire
First Energy Service Company

2800 Pottsville Pike

P.O. Box 16001

Reading, Pennsylvania 19612

Dated: June 25, 2019 Mm

Diana Sabatine

c/o 315 Possum Hollow Road
Latrobe, Pennsylvania [15650]
(724) 689-9771




