BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Adam Tercek 						:
							:		C-2022-3032118
	v.						:
							:
Duquesne Light Company	:



INTERIM ORDER
HOLDING PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS IN ABEYANCE

		On April 14, 2022, Adam Tercek filed a formal complaint against Duquesne Light Company alleging that a transformer that Duquesne Light installed in his front yard emits a “perpetual loud humming noise.”  He further states in his complaint that several Duquesne Light employees visited his property and admitted that the noise was loud.  As relief, he wants the transformer moved off his property and “to be compensated for the loss in value of my property.”

		On May 16, 2022, Duquesne Light filed an answer and new matter along with preliminary objections.  Duquesne Light admits that there are transformers mounted to a pole on Mr. Tercek’s property, but the pole is located in Duquesne Light’s right-of-way and the transformers are operating within accepted operational parameters.  According to Duquesne Light, the company has not violated the Public Utility Code.

		In its preliminary objections, Duquesne Light requests that the Commission dismiss the portion of Mr. Tercek’s complaint that seeks damages in the form of compensation for the loss in value of his property.  According to Duquesne Light, even if all of the facts in Mr. Tercek’s complaint were true, the Commission does not have authority to award monetary damages to Mr. Tercek.

		A ruling on Duquesne Light’s preliminary objections will be held in abeyance pending a hearing on the complaint.  In Carlock v. The United Telephone Company of Pennsylvania, Docket No. F 00163617 (Order entered July 14, 1993), the Commission held that, in the normal course, the Commission would not dismiss a complaint of a self-represented person without first providing a hearing during which self-represented complainants could further explain their position and the factual basis for their complaint.  The concern was expressed that, in general, complainants may find it difficult to navigate through pre-hearing motions and should be given the chance to orally describe their basic issue and supporting facts. .  The preliminary objections do not raise a novel issue of law.  Holding a ruling on the preliminary objections in abeyance will not significantly prejudice the utility.


		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

		1.	That the Preliminary Objections of Duquesne Light Company seeking dismissal of the claim for money damages will be held in abeyance until the hearing scheduled for July 20, 2022.

		2.	That a prehearing order shall be issued which includes important procedural guidance for the conduct of the hearing.  All parties should read these instructions carefully.


Date:  June 21, 2022			/s/		
							Mary D. Long
							Administrative Law Judge
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