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Case No. 09-492-EL-CSS 

 
ENTRY 

 
The attorney examiner finds: 

 
(1) On June 10, 2009, Mary-Martha and Dennis Corrigan 

(Complainants) filed a complaint against The Cleveland 
Electric Illuminating Company (CEI), concerning CEI’s 
planned removal of a tree on Complainants’ property that 
falls within CEI’s easement.  CEI filed an answer on July 1, 
2009, denying, among other things, the material allegations 
of the complaint. 

(2) An initial settlement conference was held in this matter on 
August 13, 2009; however, the parties were unable to resolve 
the matter. 

(3) This matter was originally set for hearing on March 9, 2010, 
but on February 10, 2010, the parties filed a joint motion for 
continuance.  Accordingly, on March 2, 2010, the attorney 
examiner established a hearing date of May 14, 2010. 

(4) On May 24, 2010, the parties filed a joint motion for 
continuance.  By entry issued on July 30, 2010, the joint 
motion for continuance was granted, and the hearing in this 
matter was set for December 9, 2010. 
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(5) On October 25, 2010, the parties filed a joint motion for 
continuance, requesting that the hearing in this case be 
continued until after a decision is issued in In the Matter of 
the Complaint of Kurt Wimmer/Wimmer Family Trust v. Ohio 
Edison Company, Case No. 09-777-EL-CSS (Wimmer). 

(6) On November 5, 2010, the attorney examiner granted the 
parties’ joint motion for continuance, ordering that the 
deadlines for service of written discovery, the submission of 
pre-filed expert testimony, and the hearing date be set by 
subsequent entry. 

(7) On February 29, 2012, the Supreme Court of Ohio issued its 
decision in Wimmer. 

(8) On August 30, 2012, the parties filed a joint motion to set the 
procedural schedule as follows: 

(a) Discovery requests, except for notices of 
deposition, shall be served by March 1, 2013. 

(b) All expert testimony to be offered by parties 
should be filed by March 15, 2013. 

(c) The evidentiary hearing shall commence on 
April 2, 2013. 

(9) The attorney examiner finds that, in light of scheduling 
conflicts for the attorney examiners assigned to this case, the 
joint motion to set the procedural schedule should be 
modified as follows: 

(a) Discovery requests, except for notices of 
deposition, shall be served by March 22, 2013. 

(b) All expert testimony to be offered by parties 
should be filed by April 5, 2013. 

(c) The evidentiary hearing shall commence on 
April 23, 2013, at 10:00 a.m., at the offices of the 
Commission, 180 East Broad Street, Hearing 
Room 11-C, Columbus, Ohio 43215. 
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Accordingly, the attorney examiner finds that the joint 
motion to set the procedural schedule, as modified, is 
reasonable, and should be granted. 

It is, therefore, 
 
ORDERED, That the parties’ joint motion to set the procedural schedule, as 

modified, be granted.  It is, further, 
 
ORDERED, That the procedural schedule for this proceeding be adopted as set 

forth in Finding (9).  It is, further, 
 
ORDERED, That a copy of this entry be served upon all parties of record. 
 

 THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO 
  
  
 s/Jonathan Tauber  

 By: Jonathan J. Tauber 
  Attorney Examiner 
 
JRJ/sc 
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