BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Cindy Kelly	 					: 		
							:
	v.						:		C-2018-3004681
							:
Metropolitan Edison Company			:



INTERIM ORDER 
GRANTING COMPLAINANT’S REQUEST
FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE  REPLY BRIEFS 

The evidentiary hearing convened in this proceeding as scheduled on November 7, 2019 and was concluded on that date.  Upon conclusion of the hearing, the Parties were advised that an order would be entered addressing a briefing schedule.

On December 20, 2019, an Interim Order was entered permitting the Parties to file Main Briefs not later than January 30, 2020.  

Briefs were filed by Complainant and Respondent.

Complainant subsequently filed a request to submit reply briefs dated February 6, 2020.

On April 29, 2020, an interim order was entered permitting the Parties to file reply briefs on or before May 28, 2020.  

By letter dated May 22, 2020, Complainant requested an extension of time to file a reply brief in this proceeding.  Respondent did not object to an extension of thirty days.

Under the circumstances, the following order will be entered.
THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the request by Complainant, for an extension of time to file reply briefs in this case is granted, as set forth below.

2. That the Parties may, but shall not be required to, file reply briefs in this matter.  Any reply briefs filed shall also be provided to the undersigned Presiding Officer in written and electronic form on or before August 3, 2020.  The electronic form of the reply briefs shall be submitted to the undersigned Presiding Officer in WORD format.  In addition, all reply briefs shall include proposed findings of fact with specific references to the line and page number of the transcript or exhibit, to support each such proposed finding, proposed conclusions of law with the legal citation of the authority to support each such proposal, and proposed ordering paragraphs.  Any argument or discussion shall include the specific legal authority and citations thereto to support such argument or discussion.  The failure to comply with these provisions may result in the failure to consider the reply brief filed by the non-compliant Party.  
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