BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Thomas and Norma Mosley				:	
							:
	v.						:		C-2018-3001526
							:
Metropolitan Edison Company			:



INTERIM ORDER
CLOSING THE RECORD 

On or about April 25, 2018, Thomas and Norma Mosley (Complainants) filed a Formal Complaint with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) objecting to the installation of a smart meter by Metropolitan Edison Company (Respondent, Met-Ed, or Company) at their residence at 197 Forgehill Road, Hamburg, Pennsylvania (service location or service address).

On May 21, 2018, the Company filed its Answer denying the material allegations within the Formal Complaint and submitted Preliminary Objections.

On June 27, 2018, a Motion Judge Assignment Notice was issued assigning the undersigned Administrative Law Judge (Presiding Officer or ALJ) as the Presiding Officer in this proceeding.

On June 27, 2018, Complainant filed a response to the Company’s Preliminary Objections.

On July 24, 2018, an Interim Order was entered denying the Company’s Preliminary Objections and referring the matter for mediation.  

On August 21, 2018, State Sen. David G. Argall submitted correspondence to the Commission on Complainant’s behalf.

On October 18, 2018, an Interim Order was entered establishing a procedural schedule in this proceeding.  

Complainant subsequently filed correspondence related to her Complaint on December 31, 2018, January 2, 2019, January 14, 2019, January 17, 2019, February 6, 2019, February 13, 2019, February 26, 2019, March 4, 2019, March 11, 2019, March 14, 2019, March 15, 2019, March 18, 2019, April 4, 2019, April 11, 2019, April 29, 2019, and May 14, 2019.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  	Due to multiple dates appearing on Complainant's correspondence, these documents are identified in this Initial Decision by the date stamp applied by the Commission's Secretary's Bureau.
] 


On March 13, 2019, and July 26, 2019, Interim Orders were entered revising the procedural schedule in this proceeding.

On August 21, 2019, Complainant submitted a voluminous filing containing a variety of hand-written and printed documents styled as “Evidentiary Hearing and Litigation Papers.”[footnoteRef:2] [2:  	It is unclear from the record to what extent Complainant intended these documents to be written testimony and/or proposed exhibits.  Ultimately, at the evidentiary hearing, Complainant provided oral testimony and identified several documents contained in this filing as proposed exhibits.
] 


On September 4, 2019, September 25, 2019, and October 18, 2019, Complainant submitted additional correspondence regarding her Complaint.

On October 24, 2019, Respondent served its witness’ written testimony and proposed exhibits.

On October 1, 2019, an Interim Order Confirming Requirements for Evidentiary Hearing was issued requiring the Company and Complainants to provide their proposed exhibits and other documentary materials for hearing by no later than October 25, 2019 and scheduling an evidentiary hearing for November 6, 2019.

On November 6, 2019, an evidentiary hearing was held in this matter.  Ms. Mosley appeared pro se and presented her case through her own testimony and exhibits.  Exhibits 4a, 4b, and pages 31-39 of Exhibit 7 were admitted into the record.[footnoteRef:3]  Met-Ed presented its case through the written and oral testimony of Mr. John Ahr.  Mr. Ahr’s written testimony was admitted into the record as Statement No. 1.  Additionally, the Company offered Exhibits JCA-1, JCA-2, and JCA-3, which were admitted into evidence.  Official notice was taken of House Bill No. 1565, Session 2017[footnoteRef:4] and the entirety of the Public Utility Code.[footnoteRef:5] [3:  	Exhibit 4c was initially admitted into the hearing record.  (Tr. 81:9).  However, upon the undersigned’s further consideration of the exhibit, it was ultimately not admitted.  (Tr. 124:19-125:12)
]  [4:  	Tr. 44:9-10.
]  [5:  	Tr. 123:14-15.
] 


On December 20, 2019, an Interim Order Setting Briefing Schedule was issued requiring the parties to submit any briefs in this matter on or before January 22, 2020.  The Order also provided that no reply briefs would be accepted unless authorized by the Presiding Officer. 

On November 20, 2019, Complainant filed a brief.[footnoteRef:6]  On January 10, 2020, Complainant filed a second brief.[footnoteRef:7] [6:  	Complainant’s brief filed on November 20, 2019, contains extra-record information.  This extra-record information was not considered by the ALJ in preparing this Initial Decision.
]  [7:  	Complainant’s brief filed on January 10, 2020, contains extra-record information.  This extra-record information was not considered by the ALJ in preparing this Initial Decision.
] 


On January 22, 2020, Respondent filed its Main Brief.

On January 29, 2020, Complainant filed additional correspondence in response to the Company’s brief.  This correspondence was filed after the January 22, 2020, deadline for briefs, and the Presiding Officer did not authorize the filing of reply briefs.  Therefore, the Complainant’s January 29, 2020, was not treated as a brief or reply brief.

Under the circumstances, the following order will be entered. 


THEREFORE

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the hearing record in the case of Thomas Mosely and Norma Mosley v. Metropolitan Edison Company filed at Docket No. C-2018-3001526 is closed.

2. That an Initial Decision will be issued in this proceeding. 


Date:  May 27, 2020							/s/				
							Jeffrey A. Watson
						       	Administrative Law Judge
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