BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Michele Hriadil and Francis Hriadil			:
							:
	v.						:		C-2016-2571726
							:
Duquesne Light Company				:
					


SECOND INTERIM ORDER 
GRANTING COMPLAINANTS’ REQUEST FOR CONTINUANCE

On September 30, 2019, a Hearing Notice was issued scheduling the in-person evidentiary hearing in this proceeding for November 20-21, 2019, beginning each day at 10:00 a.m.  

On November 12, 2019, Complainant filed a Motion For A Continuance To Provide The Complainants With Sufficient Time To Both Properly Review And Address The Respondent’s Detailed, Concurrent Motions In Limine And Complete Our Final Hearing Preparations.  Complainants indicated they were seeking a fair remedy of circumstances created by Respondent’s filing of multiple Motions in Limine.  Complainants also filed other documentation, not in the form of motions, including letters dated November 8, 2019, explaining their position and requesting a continuance, among other things.  Complainants requested that the hearing be continued until April of 2020.

Complainants did not establish that good cause existed to continue the hearing scheduled for November 20-21, 2019.  In addition, the issues raised by the filing of the Motions in Limine were addressed in the Interim Order entered on November 14, 2019 and the order addressing the Motion in Limine to Preclude Complainants’ Purported Expert Testimony entered on November 15, 2019.  Accordingly, the request for continuance was denied by interim order entered on November 15, 2019.  

[bookmark: _GoBack]On November 18, 2019, Complainant, Francis Hriadil provided a one-page letter to the undersigned presiding officer which stated that a copy was provided to counsel for Respondent and to the Commission Secretary.  The letter is treated as a request for a continuance based upon Complainant’s statement that he received a message from Respondent which provided Respondent’s Supplemental Exhibit F-8.  Complainant states in his letter that counsel advised Complainant in the message of November 18, 2019 , in part:

“I was informed this morning that Duquesne Light 
is deploying new IPv6 routers in your neighborhood.  
I’ve been told that these routers may alter the duty cycle 
for the smart meters being deployed in your neighborhood.  
The attached supplemental exhibit contains information 
about the meter’s duty cycle.  We also may be following 
up with supplemental calculations from Dr. Cotts as soon 
as we receive them.”

	Complainant, Francis Hriadil stated that he does not have sufficient time to properly review and assess this new information and that Complainants require a continuance to properly prepare for the hearing based upon this new information.  Based upon the concerns raised in the letter from Complainant, Francis Hriadil, dated November 18, 2019, under the circumstances, the following order will be entered.

THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the Motion to Continue the evidentiary hearing scheduled for November 20-21, 2019 is granted for the reason set forth above.




1. That a subsequent order will be entered scheduling new dates for the evidentiary hearing and to consider the outstanding motions in limine previously scheduled to be argued on November 20, 2019.


Date:  November 19, 2019							/s/			
								Jeffrey A. Watson
								Administrative Law Judge
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