BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

EUGENE J. BAZAN
Complainant : C-2017-2640338
Vs
FIRST ENERGY/WEST PENN POWER

Respondent

LETTER WITH QUESTIONS ON YOUR “CORRECTED HEARING NOTICE” AND OTHER
MATTERS OF HEARING PROCEDURE

TO THE HONORABLE ALJ Jeffrey A. Watson:

1. Comparing your CORRECTED Hearing Notice of December 6 with your earlier Telephone
Hearing Notice of November 18, | notice that the procedure has changed from one in which
participants including the public call in to the hearing via a toll free bridge number and a PIN to
a call out procedure in which you call participants. How, in this case, is the public able to listen
in?

2. Atthe February 7 hearing, | plan on two expert witnesses, three factual witnesses, and two
subpoenaed witnesses (pending approval). It would be preferable to give each a rough time to
be available by phone. Is it feasible to create a schedule outlining the order and durations of
each item with associated speaker on the schedule, with intervals identified for breaks and
lunch? A schedule for each day of the hearing would be helpful to me and those in my case,
with priority given to the schedule for day 1, on February 7.

3. During the prehearing telephone conference on June 26 | heard you say that | can present
rebuttal evidence. Is this the same as the surrebuttal | requested from you in my letter of
December 16 to take place on a separate day if necessary?

4. | further heard you say that after all evidence is received, parties can argue their case, give
a summary, and interpretation of the law. Is that a verbal summary done as the second day of
the hearing winds down or is that summary the written brief to which you refer?

5. Under 5.242a, it says that “the party having the burden of proof, shall open and close
unless otherwise directed by the presiding officer.” Is my close different from the summaries to
which you refer in point 4 above?

6. | understand that our exhibits are due 20 days prior to our hearing date, but since we have,
at present, two hearing dates a month apart (February 7 and March 10) and have requested a



surrebuttal date in April, are exhibits | might want to use in March or April all due 20 days
before February 7, or can | submit them 20 days before the March and/or April dates? As |
cannot anticipate exactly what exhibits | might require for the latter two occasions, it makes
sense to me that | would submit my exhibits 20 days before those later hearing dates. | would
appreciate your clarification here.

| regret having to burden you with this letter, but your assistant, “Nick”, expressed
unwillingness, when | called, to provide answers to these procedural questions over the phone.
He thus directed me to write to you. With our hearing a little over a month away, | would
appreciate your timely response to my questions.

Sincerely,
L) By
Eugene J. Bazan

December 30, 2019



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that | have this day sent my letter dated December 30, 2019, LETTER WITH
QUESTIONS ON YOUR “CORRECTED HEARING NOTICE” AND OTHER MATTERS OF
HEARING PROCEDURE to you Judge Jeffrey A. Watson, with copy to WPP and e-Filed with
Secretary Chiavetta of the PUC.

Service of this present letter by First Class Malil, return receipt requested, to the person listed
below:

Jeffrey A. Watson, ALJ

Office of Administrative Law Judge
301 Fifth Ave., Suite 220, Piatt Place
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

Emailed and sent by first class mail to:

Tori Giesler, Attorney & Counsel
First Energy Service Company
2800 Pottsville Pike

P.O. Box 16001

Reading, PA 19612-6001

e-FILED with the PUC

Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utilities Commission
Commonwealth Keystone Building

400 North Street, 2" Floor

Harrisburg, PA 17120

December 30, 2019
Eapmi) G-

Eugene J. Bazan

PO Box 24

Lemont, PA 16851
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