BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Metropolitan Development Group and KTMT 	:
Realty LP						:		
							:		
		v.					:		C-2019-3014960
							:
Metropolitan Edison Company			:



INTERIM ORDER 

		On December 11, 2019, Metropolitan Edison Development Group and KTMT Realty LP (collectively “MDG” or “Complainant”) filed a formal complaint at Docket No. C-2019-3014960, contending that Metropolitan Edison Company (“Met-Ed” or “Respondent”) did not install street lighting service for a Hanover Pointe Community developed by Complainant at 2655 Philmont Avenue, Suite 100, Huntingdon Valley PA 19006, in violation of Met-Ed’s Tariff Rule 4(a)(2) and (3) as well as 52 Pa Code Section 57.82.  Conversely, Met-Ed responded denying the material averments in the Complaint.  Met-Ed argues that it is not in violation of any tariffed provision or Commission regulation.  The Project was not finalized until April 2019, and the $12,000 paid by Complainant did not cover the entire project, which had not yet been invoiced.

		A hearing initially scheduled for March 17, 2020, was cancelled, and rescheduled to June 2, 2020, due to management directives regarding the COVID-19 pandemic.  At the hearing on June 2, 2020, the parties indicated they would be meeting on Thursday at the site to discuss engineering issues and a resolution of the complaint.  The parties requested that the hearing be converted to a prehearing conference.  The parties agreed to file a certificate of satisfaction if they could resolve the Complaint after their meeting on Thursday.  The parties agreed that Met-Ed would submit a status report to the presiding officer by August 3, 2020 in the event no certificate of satisfaction was filed prior to that time.  Additionally, the parties requested a continuance of the hearing.

		In order to facilitate settlement, the parties will be granted leave to resolve this matter provided Met-Ed submits a status report by August 3, 2020.  The request for a continuance of the hearing will be granted.

THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the initial call-in telephonic evidentiary hearing scheduled for June 2, 2020, is hereby continued until 10:00 a.m. on September 10, 2020. 

2. That all exhibits for the September 10, 2020 hearing shall be pre-marked and e-mailed to the presiding officer at ebarnes@pa.gov and the other party at least five (5) days prior to the hearing.

3. That in the event no certificate of satisfaction is filed by August 3, 2020, Metropolitan Edison Company is directed to file a status report at Docket No. C-2019-3014960 by August 3, 2020.


Date: June 2, 2020						/s/				
							Elizabeth H. Barnes
							Administrative Law Judge
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