BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Jerry Riddick						:
								:
	v.	:	C-2012-2285469
		:
PECO Energy Company				:
								:



ORDER GRANTING COMPLAINANT’S MOTION FOR 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING

Before
David A. Alexander
Special Agent

HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDING


By Telephone Hearing Notice dated March 1, 2012, the above captioned case was assigned to me and an Initial Telephone Hearing was scheduled for Thursday, May 3, 2012, at 10:00 a.m.

On Monday, April 30, 2012, the Complainant contacted the Office of Administrative Law Judge (OALJ) by telephone and orally requested a continuance for the above-identified matter because he was scheduled to be in court on another matter on the dame day of the scheduled hearing.[footnoteRef:1]  On Tuesday, May 1, 2012, I attempted to contact the Complainant by telephone to discuss his request for a continuation; however I was unable to speak to him and I was only able to leave a message on his telephone voice mail system.  In addition, also on Tuesday, May 1, 2012, I spoke to Mr. Benjamin L. Shechtman, Esq. who is Respondent’s counsel in the matter.  Mr. Shechtman stated to me that Mr. Riddick had not contacted him regarding a request to continue the matter.  [1:  	Complainant left the message on the OALJ phone messaging system.] 


 In the Prehearing Order dated March 1, 2012, both parties were informed that a request for a change of the scheduled hearing date must state the agreement or opposition of other parties, and must be submitted in writing no later than five (5) days prior to the hearing.  52 Pa. Code § 1.15(b).  Requests for changing a hearing date must be sent to me and all parties of record.  In the present matter, Complainant’s oral request does not adhere to the instructions listed in the Prehearing Order.   

However, in light of Complainant’s legal commitment at another venue, I conclude that the Request for Continuation of the scheduled hearing is reasonable and will grant the Motion. 

The parties are hereby ordered to use this additional time to contact one another within ten days of receipt of this order to determine three (3) mutually acceptable dates where each one is available to conduct the telephonic hearing.  Those 3 possible dates will then be sent to the undersigned, who will then select a date to conduct the hearing.
A Telephone Hearing Notice confirming a new hearing date will be sent under separate cover.

  

THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1.	That Complainant’s Motion for Continuance of Hearing on the matter of Jerry Riddick v. PECO Energy Company, Docket No. C-2012-2285469 is granted.

2.	The parties are ordered to contact one another within ten days of receipt of this order to determine three (3) mutually acceptable dates where each one is available to conduct the telephonic hearing.  Those 3 possible dates will then be sent to the undersigned, who will then select a date to conduct the hearing.	

3.  That a Telephone Hearing Notice confirming a new hearing date will be issued.  


Dated: May 3, 2012				______________________________
						David A. Alexander
						Special Agent
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