BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Maria Povacz




:







:


v.




:

C-2015-2475023







:

PECO Energy Company


:

Laura Sunstein Murphy


:







:


v.




:

C-2015-2475726







:

PECO Energy Company


:

Cynthia Randall and Paul Albrecht

:







:


v.




:

C-2016-2537666







:

PECO Energy Company


:

BRIEFING ORDER



The Omnibus Hearings in the above matters concluded on January 25, 2017.  At that time, we advised that we would issue a briefing order after we received a copy of the transcript from the final day of hearings.  We received a copy of the transcript from the January 25, 2017 hearing on February 14, 2017.


THEREFORE, 



IT IS ORDERED:



1.
That briefs are to be filed and served.  The parties shall file and serve main briefs on April 21, 2017 and reply briefs on May 19, 2017.  Additionally:
a. Individual briefs shall be filed separately for each matter, with common testimony and evidence to be referenced in each brief as necessary.

b. Parties may copy and paste discussion of common and identical evidence, testimony and arguments in each brief.

2.
That an original copy of all briefs must be filed with the Secretary, in accordance with 52 Pa.Code § 5.502(b), and two copies served on each presiding officer and the other parties no later than 4:30 p.m. on the dates listed.  Service can be made electronically, with the hard-copies received in hand on the next business day.  52 Pa.Code § 5.501(e) requires that “[b]riefs shall be as concise as possible.”

3.
That all briefs shall comply with the requirements of 52 Pa.Code §§ 5.501 and 5.502, and in addition to the mandatory contents set forth in 52 Pa.Code § 5.501(a), all main briefs, regardless of length, must contain:


A.
A table of contents;


B.
A history of the proceeding;


C.
An argument preceded by a summary;

D.
Proposed findings of facts (with record citations to transcript pages or exhibits where supporting evidence appears);  

E.
Proposed conclusions of law (with citations to supporting statutes, regulations or relevant case law); and 

F.
Proposed ordering paragraphs specifically identifying the relief sought.

4.
That if a party does not file a reply brief, it will be assumed that the party does not dispute the assertions, contentions or arguments made by the other parties in their main briefs.  While it is not necessary in a reply brief to repeat a particular argument or discussion contained in the main brief, the reply brief should note where the responsive argument is located in the main brief and how it responds to the other parties’ assertions, contentions or arguments.

5.
That any brief not filed and served on or before the date fixed therefore will not be accepted for filing, except by permission for good cause.  
Date:  February 22, 2017 
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Administrative Law Judge
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Deputy Chief Administrative Law Judge
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� 	In addition, each reply brief must contain a table of contents.  The parties are strongly encouraged to develop and utilize a mutually agreeable table of contents to use for both main and reply briefs.
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