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THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION OF OHIO —
[ e
Gregory Peck ) = -
3268 US Highway 52 )} p
Felicity, Ohio 45120 % : : 4
Complainant ) —; = =
) DR
Vs. ) Case No. 16-2338-EL-CSS an
)
Duke Energy Ohio, Inc. )
)
Respondent )

Motion for 7 day Extension of Time

Now comes the Complainant, Private Citizen Gregory Peck, appearing on his own behalf with a timely
request pursuant to Rule 4901-1-12(B)(2). O.A.C. for an extension of time of seven days.
The extension is not to be construed as a delay.
The extension for time is based on the following reasons:

The Complainant received, from Respondent, a Reply To Complainant Response on Saturday,
29% 2017. In the Respondent’s Reply there contained a footnote to an administrative docket, “In the
Matter of Duke Energy Ohio, Inc....... SmartGrid Costs and Mid-Deployment Review, Case No. 10-
2326-GE-RDR” which Respondent relies on to justify their position. This is the first time Respondent
has informed the Complainant of this docket being Respondent’s justification for dismissal of the
complaint. The docket contains 63 documents which the Complainant is reviewing to analyze if
Respondent has reasonable justification for their position to dismiss the complaint. It is taking time to
perform this task and construct a response.

Also, Complainant had to travel to Cleveland, Ohio to visit with his aging mother who is being
hospitalized for an operation,

Wherefore, Complainant requests time in order to properly answer Respondent's Motion to
Dismiss and its Reply.

Respectfully submitted,

Gregory Peck
3268 US Highway 52
Felicity Ohio, 45120

Technician

Date Processe 01?7
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