BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Anthony Gonzalez				:
						:
	v.					:		F-2014-2439898
						:
Respond Power LLC				:



PREHEARING ORDER #2

		On July 20, 2014, Anthony Gonzalez filed with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) a formal Complaint against Respond Power LLC (Respond or “the Company”), Docket Number F-2014-2439898.  The Complaint was a timely appeal of a decision of the Commission’s Bureau of Consumer Services at case number 3245656.  In his Complaint, Mr. Gonzalez averred that there are incorrect charges on his bill and that he would like a payment agreement that he can afford.  Mr. Gonzalez further averred that he would like the Company to stop charging three times the amount per kilowatt hour (kwh).

On September 17, 2014, Respond filed an Answer to Mr. Gonzalez’s Complaint.  In its Answer, Respond admitted or denied the various averments Mr. Gonzalez made in his Complaint, including specifically denying that there were incorrect charges on his bill.  Respond averred that, to the contrary, Mr. Gonzalez’s rates were reflective of the energy market and were consistent with the disclosure statement provided by Respond.  Respond further averred that it is without knowledge or information to form a basis as to whether Mr. Gonzalez has been offered an unaffordable payment plan from his local utility.

Also on September 17, 2014, Respond filed Preliminary Objections in response to the Complaint filed by Mr. Gonzalez.  Respond’s Preliminary Objections were denied by Order dated November 19, 2014.  
On November 21, 2014, the Commission issued a Telephonic Hearing Notice establishing an Initial Telephonic Hearing for this case for Wednesday, January 7, 2015 at 10:00 a.m.  A Prehearing Order was issued on November 24, 2014 setting forth various procedural rules that would govern the Initial Telephonic Hearing.

On December 12, 2014, Respond filed a Motion for Summary Judgment.  Pursuant to the Commission’s regulations, Mr. Gonzalez has until January 5, 2015 to file an Answer to the Motion.  The purpose of this Prehearing Order #2 is to cancel the Initial Telephonic Hearing scheduled for January 7, 2015 pending disposition of Respond’s Motion.  The parties will be advised on the rescheduled Initial Telephonic Hearing as appropriate.


ORDER


THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the Initial Telephonic Hearing scheduled for Wednesday, January 7, 2015 at 10:00 a.m. in the above-captioned case is hereby cancelled.
1. That Mr. Gonzalez has until January 5, 2015 to file an Answer to the Motion for Summary Judgment filed by Respond Power LLC on December 12, 2014.



Date: December 15, 2014									
					Joel H. Cheskis 
					Administrative Law Judge
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were denied by Order dated November 19, 2014.  
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