BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



MICHELLE EDINGER				:
							:
	v.						:	Docket No. C-2010-2196545
							:
PECO ENERGY COMPANY			:



ORDER CONTINUING HEARING


		This case began as an appeal of a decision rendered by the Commission’s Bureau of Consumer Services (BCS) with respect to a request for a payment arrangement from Michelle Edinger (Complainant).[footnoteRef:1]  The appeal, in the nature of a formal Complaint, was filed August 30, 2010.  On August 31, 2010, the Secretary of the Commission served a copy of the Complaint on PECO Energy Company (Respondent or PECO).  PECO, through its counsel, Ms. Tishekia Williams, filed an Answer to the Complaint on September 21, 2010. [1:  	BCS No. 2629459.] 


		On February 23, 2011, the undersigned was designated as the Presiding Officer in this case, and a hearing in this case was scheduled for April 7, 2011, as confirmed by written notice to the parties from the Office of Administrative Law Judge (OALJ).

		On April 4, 2011, Ms. Dana Pirone Carosella, Esquire, counsel for PECO, made a Motion for Continuance of the hearing in this matter, by e-mail, stating that the parties are working towards a settlement, but that additional time is required to finalize that settlement.  Counsel for PECO stated that the Complainant has no objection to the requested continuance.

		The Commission’s Rules of Administrative Practice and Procedure at 52 Pa. Code § 1.15(b) state that a request for continuance “shall be by motion, in writing, timely filed with the Commission, stating the facts on which the application rests.”  However, the Commission or a presiding officer may waive a requirement of the procedural rules when necessary or appropriate, if the waiver does not adversely affect a substantive right of a party.  52 Pa. Code § 1.2(c).  The Commission’s procedural rules at 52 Pa. Code § 1.15(b) also provide that “Only for good cause shown will requests for continuance be considered.”   In this case, counsel for PECO only entered her appearance on April 1, 2011, so with the hearing scheduled for April 7, 2011, the e-mail request will be accepted, in this case, as a “writing.”  Good cause exists to grant the continuance in that given more time, it appears that the parties may resolve this matter without the need for litigation.


		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:


		1.	That the Motion for Continuance of Hearing made by Dana Pirone Carosella, Esquire, counsel for PECO Energy Company, on April 4, 2011, at Docket No. C-2010-2196545 is granted; and 

		2.	That the hearing scheduled for April 7, 2011, be and hereby is continued for forty five (45) days until May 23, 2011.



Dated:	 April 5, 2011				_______________________________________
						Dennis J. Buckley
						Administrative Law Judge
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