
BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 
 
 
Salvatore A. Cosentino    : 
       :   

v.     :  F-2025-3056381 
       : 
FirstEnergy Pennsylvania Electric Company  : 
 
 
 

INTERIM ORDER 
CURIING EX PARTE COMMUNICATION AND  

DIRECTING COMPLAINANT TO FILE CORRESPONDENCE 
  

Procedural History 

 

  On July 14, 2025, Salvatore A. Cosentino (Complainant or Mr. Cosentino) filed a 

Formal Complaint (Complaint) with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) 

against FirstEnergy Pennsylvania Electric Company (FE PA, Company, or Respondent) 

regarding his service at 1512 Ridge Avenue, Apt. 2A, Latrobe, PA (service location).1  Mr. 

Cosentino checked the “other” box and alleged, inter alia, there may be a shared metering 

situation in his apartment complex and there may be incorrect bills on his account.  Complaint ¶ 

4.  Mr. Cosentino further avers “electricity theft” has occurred and Respondent has incorrectly 

assigned costs to him.  Complaint ¶ 5.  Regarding service by the Commission, Mr. Cosentino 

elected to be served by First-Class Mail, checking and initialing next to this option.  Complaint ¶ 

9.   

 

  On August 11, 2025, Respondent filed an Answer to the Complaint.  In its 

Answer, FE PA denies that Complainant’s bills are incorrect and denies that a shared metering 

situation exists at Complainant’s apartment building.  Answer ⁋ 4.   

 

 
1  Complainant’s Complaint is a timely appeal of the Bureau of Consumer Services’ (BCS) decision 

on Complainant’s informal complaint at BCS No. 4055821.   
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  On August 19, 2025, the Commission issued an Initial Call-in Telephonic Hearing 

Notice (Notice), assigning this matter to me and scheduling a telephone hearing for 10:00 a.m. 

on October 7, 2025.   

 

  On August 21, 2025, I issued a Prehearing Order which provided procedural 

information to the parties.  

 

  On September 23, 2025, I received correspondence from Mr. Cosentino.  There 

was no certificate of service attached to the correspondence evidencing Mr. Cosentino had 

served a copy on the Company’s counsel.  Therefore, to cure this ex parte communication, I have 

attached a copy of the correspondence to this Order.     

 

  In his correspondence, Mr. Cosentino writes, inter alia,  

 

Another face I would gladly confront in a courtroom is that of 
First Energy’s attorney, Timothy K. McHugh Esquire.  His 
mailing of August 11, 2025 refutes facts I know to be true.  I 
would welcome to see him in ‘in person’ and provide him an 
opportunity to get his law school tuition receipts for possible 
remuneration… Afterall, he is their legal face and should have 
to appear in a courtroom in Westmoreland County…. If I could 
question the two W.P.P. reps who came here, along with Jack 
Bangor, in an actual courtroom, perhaps a different story would 
emerge…. With all due respect, Your Honor, expecting you to 
rule in First Energy’s favor, and a process denying ‘face to face’ 
adjudication, I won’t be calling. 

 

  Based on Mr. Cosentino’s correspondence, it appears he may be requesting that 

his hearing be held in-person as opposed to by telephone.  I instructed my legal assistant to call 

Complainant to clarify whether he was requesting an in-person hearing.  She called the number 

on the Complaint, but the number simply rang with no option to leave a voicemail message.  Mr. 

Cosentino did not list an email address on his Complaint.  

 

  If Mr. Cosentino would like to have his hearing in person, I would consider such a 

request.  Mr. Cosentino should be aware, however, that an in-person hearing would be held at the 
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Office of Administrative Law Judge (OALJ) office in downtown Pittsburgh, not some location in 

Westmoreland County.  Additionally, if Mr. Cosentino makes a request to have an in-person 

hearing, the hearing date of October 7, 2025 may need to be cancelled and rescheduled.   

 

 THEREFORE, 

 

IT IS ORDERED: 

 

1. That, if Salvatore A. Cosentino would like to have his hearing held in 

person, he shall file correspondence with the Commission’s Secretary’s 

Bureau, by October 1, 2025, making a clear and unambiguous request that 

his hearing be held in person.     

2. That if Mr. Cosentino files correspondence pursuant to Ordering 

Paragraph 1, he shall simultaneously serve a copy of the correspondence 

upon myself and counsel for the Company.  

3. That if Mr. Cosentino files correspondence pursuant to Ordering 

Paragraph 1, the Company shall file an objection, if any, or any other 

request for relief by October 3, 2025.   

4. That if Mr. Cosentino makes no filing consistent with Ordering Paragraph 

1, the evidentiary hearing scheduled for October 10, 2025, shall be 

convened as scheduled as a telephone hearing.   

5. That if Mr. Cosentino makes no filing consistent with Ordering Paragraph 

1 and does not appear for the telephone hearing on October 10, 2025, the 

Complaint may be dismissed.   

6. That the parties shall comply with all terms of the Prehearing Order dated 

August 21, 2025 that are not inconsistent with this Order.   

 

 

Date:  September 23, 2025     /s/     
      Emily I. DeVoe 
      Administrative Law Judge 
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APARTMENT 2A 
LATROBE PA  15650 
724.989.2143 
Served via USPS First Class Mail – September 23, 2025 
 
 
TIMOTHY K MCHUGH ESQUIRE 
FIRSTENERGY PENNSYLVANIA ELECTRIC COMPANY 
341 WHITE POND DRIVE  
AKRON OH  44320 
610.301.9072 
tmchugh@firstenergycorp.com  
Served via eService – September 23, 2025 
 
 

mailto:tmchugh@firstenergycorp.com

	F-2025-3056381 - Salvatore A. Cosentino v. FirstEnergy Pennsylvania Electric Company - IO (Part 1).pdf
	F-2025-3056381 - Salvatore A. Cosentino v. FirstEnergy Pennsylvania Electric Company - IO (Part 2).pdf
	F-2025-3056381 - Salvatore A. Cosentino v. FirstEnergy Pennsylvania Electric Company - IO (Part 3).pdf

