BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Misty Kuhns						:
							:
v.						:		F-2013-2366279
							:
PPL Electric Utilities Corporation	:



REVISED BRIEFING ORDER 


		A Stay of Briefing Order was issued in this proceeding on September 4, 2013, which continued the prior Briefing Order.  This stay was granted due to Complainant’s then recent injury, and resultant difficulty with traveling to offices of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) to review the transcript for purposes of briefing.  However, the stay was not permanent.  Instead, the Stay of Briefing Order specifically indicated that Complainant was to contact me and counsel for Respondent no later than Wednesday, September 18, 2013, provide a medical update, and indicate when she will be permitted to travel.  The September 18, 2013, date was based upon Complainant’s email dated September 3, 2013, indicating that she had a medical appointment in two weeks; i.e., by September 17, 2013.  

		On Monday, September 16, 2013, I read an email from the Complainant, sent Saturday, September 14, 2013, indicating that the doctor’s appointment was not until October 1, 2013, due to the doctor’s vacation.  This statement does not comply with the terms of the Stay of Briefing Order, which is that Complainant notify me and the Complainant no later than Wednesday, September 18, 2013, and provide a medical update and indicate when she will be able to proceed with briefing.  

		This proceeding must have an end.  The Complainant filed the instant Complaint and must be prepared to proceed in a timely manner.  Accordingly, in this Revised Briefing Order, I will grant thirty (30) days for the parties to file Main Briefs, and ten (10) days to file Reply Briefs.  All other provisions of the previous Briefing Order, other than the due dates, remain in effect.  
		
		Complainant will be expected, if she wants to review the transcript, to make whatever travel arrangements are necessary to review the transcript in Commission offices during normal business hours.   I note that Complainant is not required to travel to Harrisburg to proceed with her case, and already has copies of all exhibits and her recollection and perhaps some notes from the hearing that she can use for purposes of briefing. I note further that, in my own experience, most pro se Complaiants that have submitted briefs in cases have not traveled to Harrisburg to view the transcript, and have elected not to have copies of the transcript sent to them due to the cost.

		I urge the parties to continue with their negotiations and settle this case if at all possible.  A certificate of satisfaction can be filed if settlement talks are successful, and then there will be no need for briefs.

		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

		1.	That the Briefing Order issued in this matter on August 23, 2013, is hereby revised as follows.
 
		2.	That Main Briefs must be deemed filed with the Commission and received by me and all parties (“in hand” service) no later than 4:30 p.m. on Monday, October 21, 2013.  Reply Briefs, if any, must be received by me, deemed to be filed with the Commission, and served upon other parties no later than Thursday, October 31, 2013.



		3.	That all other provisions of the Briefing Order in this matter, dated August 23, 2013, remain in full force and effect.

 
Date:  September 19, 2013					____________________________									Kandace F. Melillo
								Administrative Law Judge
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