BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Linda E. and Hubert P. Beck



:









:

v.





:

C-2018-3002924








:
PPL Electric Utilities Corporation


:
THIRD PREHEARING ORDER

On January 25, 2019, Linda E. and Hubert P. Beck (Complainants) filed an Amended Complaint averring that since a smart meter was installed at their service property, ten of fourteen electric bills have been higher than bills the previous year.  Thus, there are incorrect charges on their bills.  Complainants additionally contend that nine days after the radio frequency meter was installed, Complainants experienced health problems including severe frequent headaches and tinnitus.   Also on January 25, 2019, Complainants e-mailed me a request for a continuance of the January 29, 2019 deadline to share reports and statements with PPL.  This request was granted via e-mail correspondence on January 25, 2019, and Complainants were given until February 4, 2019 to share reports.   On January 31, 2019, via e-mailed correspondence, Complainants requested a continuance of the March 27, 2019 hearing.   On February 1, 2019, I shared the e-mailed request with counsel for PPL so as to avoid ex parte communication and requested a response from PPL.    On February 19, 2019, PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (PPL) filed an Answer to the Amended Complaint. 
On February 28, 2019, Complainants renewed a request for a continuance via e-mail correspondence.  On the same day, counsel for PPL e-mailed that the utility was opposed to a request to amend the procedural schedule as this was Complainants’ second request for a continuance and there are limited available hearing dates in the coming months, likely resulting in the hearing being scheduled for September or October.  On February 28, 2019, Complainants responded that they would be in agreement to a continuance until September or October 2019.

The general policy in the Office of Administrative Law Judge (OALJ) is that no continuance shall be granted unless there is “good cause” shown.  See Pa.  Code § 1.15(b).  
There is no “good cause” shown within the meaning of Section 1.15(b) as the Amended Complaint is very similar to the original complaint filed in June 2018 alleging incorrect charges on their account and deleterious health effects after the installation of a radio frequency meter.  The only addition is that data privacy is an additional reason for the direction of the removal of the radio frequency meter.  Complainants have offered no compelling reason to further delay the March 27, 2019 hearing over the objection of the utility.
Therefore, Complainants’ request for continuance will be denied.  I encourage the parties to engage in further settlement negotiations. 
THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That Linda E. and Hubert P. Beck’s second motion for continuance is denied.

2. That the initial evidentiary hearing scheduled for March 27, 2019 shall be held as scheduled.

Dated:
 March 6, 2019





/s/









Elizabeth H. Barnes







Administrative Law Judge 
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