BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Emory Blackshir					:
							:
v.						:		C-2012-2335357
							:
PECO Energy Company	:



ORDER GRANTING A CONTINUANCE


		An Initial In-Person Hearing in this case is scheduled for Thursday, March 21, 2013, at 10:00 a.m.  On Tuesday, March 19, 2013, I received via email a copy of a Motion for Continuance of Hearing Date (Motion for Continuance), which had been e-filed that day by PECO Energy Company (PECO or Respondent).  

		The Motion for Continuance indicated that Complainant had recently informed Respondent that he was also disputing the amount of his bills in his Complaint to be heard on March 21, 2013.  PECO indicated that to address Complainant’s high bill allegations, it had scheduled a high bill investigation at the residence, but the first available date for the high bill field investigation was March 25, 2013.  Therefore, PECO requested that the hearing on March 21, 2013 be continued to allow the investigation results to be submitted at the hearing.  PECO requested that the hearing be held shortly after March 25, 2013.  It further indicated that Complainant had been contacted and had no objection to the continuance. 
    
		Initially, I note that, in accordance with my Prehearing Order issued on February 1, 2013, requests for continuance were to have been submitted in writing no later than five (5) days prior to the hearing, 52 Pa. Code §1.15(b).  The Motion for Continuance does not comply with this directive.  However, it appears that good cause may exist for the delay in that Complainant recently clarified to PECO that he was challenging the amount of his bills.  While Complainant checked the box on the Complaint form indicating that there were incorrect charges on his bill, the narrative in the Complaint does not clearly state that he was challenging the usage shown on his bills.  Instead, there was a request for a reasonable, affordable payment agreement.  

The standard for granting a continuance, as set forth in 52 Pa. Code §1.15(b), is that good cause must be shown.  I conclude that good cause has been shown to grant the Respondent one, unopposed continuance for purposes of gathering evidence for the hearing that could not reasonably have been known to be needed before this date.  However, due to scheduling constraints, it cannot be guaranteed that the hearing will be held shortly after March 25, 2013.

THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

		1.	That a continuance of the March 21, 2013, hearing is granted and that the hearing scheduled on that date is cancelled. 

		2.	That the parties be provided notice of the new day, date, and time of the rescheduled hearing.

		

Date:	March 19, 2013					_____________________________
								Kandace F. Melillo
								Administrative Law Judge
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