BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



LaMichelle Pettaway 					:
							:
	v.						:		C-2015-2517234
							:
PECO Energy Company				:



ORDER REGARDING COMPLAINANT’S REQUEST 
TO CONTINUE THE SCHEDULED HEARING

On June 17, 2016, I received a facsimile from LaMichelle Pettaway (Ms. Pettaway or Complainant) requesting a continuance of the hearing scheduled for June 23, 2016.  In her communication, Ms. Pettaway states that she is unable to attend the scheduled hearing because will be out of town on that date.  That is the only reason Ms. Pettaway provides for requesting a new hearing date.  

By e-mail dated June 20, 2016, PECO objected to Ms. Pettaway’s request for a continuance arguing that she fails to cite a good cause for requesting a new hearing date.  

Requests for a continuance of a scheduled hearing are only granted in rare situations where good cause exists.  52 Pa.Code § 1.15.  This is Ms. Pettaway’s second request for continuance.  Her first request was received on March 29, 2016, and was granted by Administrative Law Judge Angela T. Jones based on Ms. Pettaway’s claim of “a serious medical emergency situation with [her] mother.”  Unlike Ms. Pettaway’s first request, her present request for a continuance fails to provide a good reason for her inability to attend the scheduled hearing – especially since she was or should have been aware of this hearing date since May 6, 2016, the date when the Hearing Notice was issued by the Commission. 

In view of the above, Ms. Pettaway’s request for a continuance of the hearing is denied.  Complainant must be available in the hearing room when this case is called by the presiding Administrative Law Judge.  If the customer is not present and prepared to go forward with the case when it is called, the case will be dismissed.  

However, I am willing to accommodate Ms. Pettaway’s request insofar as to allow her to attend the hearing via telephone.  Ms. Pettaway must provide me with a telephone number where she can be reached at the time of the hearing.  If I do not receive a telephone number from Ms. Pettaway by the start of the hearing on June 23, 2016, at 9:30 a.m., I shall try to reach the Complainant at the telephone number that she entered in her formal Complaint form.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  	Due to time constraints, the contents of this Order were imparted upon the parties via e-mail on June 22, 2016.  In addition, a message was left on Ms. Pettaway’s voice mail on June 22, 2016, informing her of the presiding officer’s ruling on her request for a continuance of the scheduled hearing.] 


THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

		1.	That LaMichelle Pettaway’s request for a continuance of the hearing scheduled in the matter of LaMichelle Pettaway v. PECO Energy Company, Docket No. C-2015-2517234, is denied.

2.	That LaMichelle Pettaway must be available when this case is called by the presiding Administrative Law Judge.  

3.	That LaMichelle Pettaway may attend the hearing via telephone.



4.	That if LaMichelle Pettaway is not present and prepared to go forward with the case when it is called, the case will be dismissed. 
 

Date:	June 22, 2016					____________________________________
		Eranda Vero
		Administrative Law Judge
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