BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Georgianna Abrashoff

:


:


v.





:

C-2011-2247860


:

Verizon Pennsylvania, Inc.

:

ORDER GRANTING SECOND EXTENSION OF TIME 
FOR COMPLAINANT TO FILE RESPONSE TO
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS AND NEW MATTER
On January 17, 2012, Respondent filed an Answer and New Matter, with a twenty (20) day Notice to Plead, and Preliminary Objections, with a ten (10) day Notice to Plead.  On January 27, 2012, Complainant filed a Motion to Extend Time for Response to Preliminary Objections and New Matter (Motion for Extension).  

In support of the Motion for Extension, Complainant’s counsel alleged that more time was needed to review the pleadings in this matter.  Reference was made to the numerous extensions that had been granted to Respondent to file an answer, with the implied assertion that Complainant should also be granted at least one extension.  Complainant’s counsel also noted that Complainant has been dealing with significant family health issues.  He further indicated that Respondent had no objection to an extension until February 10, 2012, to file a reply to New Matter and an answer to the preliminary objections.

By Order dated January 27, 2012, I granted the Complainant’s requested extension of time until February 10, 2012, as good cause for the extension had been established.

On February 9, 2012, I received a second Motion to Extend Time for Response to Preliminary Objections and New Matter (Motion for Extension #2).  In support of the Motion for Extension #2, Complainant’s counsel made reference again to the numerous extensions that had been granted to Respondent to file an answer, with the implied assertion that Complainant should also be granted a second extension.  Complainant’s counsel noted that Complainant has been dealing with significant family health issues.  He asserted that more time was needed to gather information and obtain additional counsel to assist.  He further indicated that a second extension of time may facilitate settlement, and that Respondent had no objection to an extension until March 12, 2012.

The standard for granting an extension of time, as set forth in 52 Pa. Code §1.15, is that good cause must be shown.  I conclude that good cause has been established for the requested and unopposed extension of time for the Complainant to file an answer to the Preliminary Objections and a reply to New Matter. 
 THEREFORE,


IT IS ORDERED:



1.
That Complainant’s second Motion to Extend Time for Response to Preliminary Objections and New Matter is granted.



2.
That Complainant is provided until Monday, March 12, 2012, in which to file an answer to Preliminary Objections and a reply to New Matter.
Date:
February 9, 2012




_____________________________








Kandace F. Melillo








Administrative Law Judge
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