November 17, 2024

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING

To: Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary
The Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

From: William Ferguson, Complainant

Reply To Motion By Aqua Pennsylvania Wastewater Inc. To Convert An
Evidentiary Hearing Scheduled For November 25, 2024

Re: William Ferguson Vs. Aqua Pennsylvania Wastewater, Inc.
Docket No. C-2023-3043108 and C-2023-3043109

Please find attached my reply to Aqua Pennsylvania Wastewater, Inc’s motion to either
convert the hearing scheduled for November 25, 2024 to either a Prehearing
Conference or delay it via a Continue Motion.

Parties listed in the attached Certificate of Service have been copied via email.

Respectfully submitted,
William Ferguson



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served upon the
following persons, in the manner indicated.

William Ferguson

VIA E-MAIL

Eranda Vero
Administrative Law Judge

PA Public Utility Commission
evero@pa.gov

Pamela McNeal
Legal Assistant for Administrative Law Judge
pmcneal@pa.gov

Michael W. Hassell, Esq.
Post & Schell, P.C.
mhassell@postschell.com

Garrett P. Lent, Esq.
Post & Schell, P.C.
glent@postschell.com

Nicholas Stobbe, Esq
Post & Schell, P.C.
nstobbe@postschell.com

CHRISTOPHER FRANKLIN
Aqua Pennsylvania Wastewater, Inc.
hsdharrisson@agquaamerica.com




On November 15, 2024 Aqua Pennsylvania Wastewater, Inc. (Aqua) filed a motion to
convert the Evidentiary Hearing for my complaints scheduled for November 25, 2024 to
a Prehearing Conference or delay the hearing. Aqua states:

“This would permit both the parties, i.e., AQqua PA WW and William Ferguson
(“Complainant”) and Administrative Law Judge Eranda Vero (the “ALJ’) to
discuss procedural checkpoints and deadlines for submission of substantive
motions, permit discovery, and to discuss the submission of written testimony in
this proceeding. Through pre-served written testimony, Aqua PA WW believes
that the parties would be better able to determine whether factual stipulations
may be reached that would avoid the need for additional Evidentiary Hearing
time.”

The essence of my two complaints is fairly simple:

The compliance complaint alleges that Aqua’s compliance data does not
represent actual usage and cannot result in fair and just rates.

The trucking complaint alleges that Aqua included a substantial nonexistent cost
in its expenses.

Assuming that the evidence | present is sufficiently compelling, my request is that the
PUC initiate an investigation and, when validated, take enforcement action to refund
excess charges to New Garden customers.

Aqua responded to both complaints by denying essentially everything and challenging
my standing to bring the complaints (Aqua filings October 10,2023). Now 13 months
have passed and Aqua has filed three procedural motions, but nothing else.
Specifically, nothing related to the facts of the case.

Aqua is now proposing checkpoints, deadlines for motions and written testimony. If
Aqua had acknowledged the validity of my complaints and withdrawn the standing
challenge, their proposal would make sense. That would be the next phase of
determining corrective action.

However, Aqua has conceded nothing in regard to my complaints. Therefore, | see no
point in changing the purpose of the hearing. If the change of purpose is denied, Aqua
proposes delaying the hearing at least 30 days. | oppose that also. Aqua offers no
substantive reason for the delay. Aqua should have been ready for the hearing on July
23, 2024, but instead filed a consolidation motion. Now, four months later, there should
be no reason for not being prepared.



| request that Judge Vero deny Aqua’s motion and that my hearing proceed as
scheduled on November 25, 2024.

Respectfully,
William Ferguson



