
BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Robert P. Mangieri					:
							:
	v.						:		F-2015-2493094
							:
PPL Electric Utilities Corporation			:



ORDER
GRANTING CONTINUANCE


		On June 14, 2015, Robert P. Mangieri filed with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission a formal complaint against PPL Electric Utilities Corporation, Docket Number F-2015-2493094.  The complaint is a timely appeal of a decision of the Commission’s Bureau of Consumer Services, case number 3291860.  In his complaint, Mr. Mangieri indicated that there are incorrect charges on his bill and that he would like to receive credit for the electricity he was charged for but did not use.

		On August 5, 2015, PPL filed an answer to Mr. Mangieri’s complaint.  In its answer, PPL admitted or denied the various averments made by Mr. Mangieri.  In particular, PPL denied that Mr. Mangieri was charged for electrical usage in excess of what he actually used.  PPL concluded its answer by requesting that the complaint be denied. 

		By Telephonic Hearing Notice dated October 8, 2015, the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) scheduled an Initial Telephonic Hearing for this matter for Thursday, November 19, 2015, at 10:00 a.m. and assigned me as the Presiding Officer.   A Prehearing Order was issued on October 9, 2015 setting forth various rules that will govern the hearing.

		The hearing convened on November 19, 2015, as scheduled.  Mr. Mangieri appeared pro se.  Kimberly G. Krupka, Esquire appeared on behalf of PPL.  Prior to commencing the hearing, the parties were offered an opportunity to engage in settlement discussions.  At the conclusion of those discussions, it was determined that further settlement discussions would be appropriate and the hearing should be continued.  In particular, the parties discussed the possibility of having PPL conduct a high bill investigation at the service address in an effort to further pursue settlement and that additional time was needed to make that happen. 

		Commission policy strongly encourages settlement.  52 Pa.Code § 5.231(a).  As a result, the hearing was continued to allow the parties to further pursue settlement discussions.  The parties will be given ninety (90) days from the date of this Order to achieve a settlement.  If no settlement is achieved, the Company is directed to file a status report regarding settlement discussions.  In the status report, PPL is directed to indicate whether a further continuance is necessary or if a hearing should be scheduled.

ORDER


		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:
[bookmark: _GoBack]
1. That the Initial Telephonic Hearing scheduled for Thursday, November 19, 2015 is hereby continued.

2. That the parties are directed to further pursue settlement discussions.

3. That, if no settlement has been reached within ninety (90) days of the date of this Order, PPL is directed to file a status report indicating whether a further continuance is required in order to achieve settlement or a hearing should be scheduled.


Date:	November 20, 2015	______________________________
		Joel H. Cheskis
		Administrative Law Judge
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