BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Shirley Elliott						:
							:
	v.						:		C-2016-2553242
							:
PECO Energy Company				:



INTERIM ORDER 
GRANTING COMPLAINANT’S REQUEST FOR 
CONTINUANCE OF HEARING


Before
Tiffany L. Tran
Special Agent


HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDING

By Telephone Hearing Notice dated July 26, 2016, the above-captioned case was assigned to me and an Initial Telephonic Hearing was scheduled for August 24, 2016, at 10:00 a.m.

On August 22, 2016, Shirley Elliott (Complainant), called in to the Office of Administrative Law Judge (OALJ) and requested a continuance of the scheduled hearing.  The Complainant indicated that on August 19, 2016, she had been informed that her request to schedule a day off of work on the date of the hearing had been denied and therefore she needed a new hearing date.  The Complainant represented that she had informed PECO (Respondent) of her need for a continuance and that the Respondent instructed her to contact the undersigned presiding officer.  

The Respondent was not opposed to the Complainant’s continuance request.  A mutually agreed-upon date of October 18, 2016 was reached for the rescheduled hearing in this matter. 

The Commission’s Rules of Administrative Practice and Procedure at 52 Pa. Code § 1.15(b) state that, “Only for good cause shown will requests for continuance be considered.”  In this case, Complainant’s request for a continuance was not submitted in writing more than five (5) days prior to the hearing.  However, the regulation at 52 Pa. Code §1.2(a) provides that the presiding officer or Commission may disregard an error or defect of procedure which does not affect the substantive rights of the parties.  As the Respondent does not oppose the continuance request, neither party is prejudiced by granting the Complainant’s request for a continuance. 

This is the first continuance requested by either party in this matter.  I conclude that Complainant has shown good cause for requesting a continuance.  

		Complainant’s unopposed request for a continuance due to inability to schedule time away from work on the date of the scheduled hearing is reasonable and will be granted.

ORDER


THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1.	That the Complainant’s request for a continuance in the matter of Shirley Elliott v. PECO Energy Company, at Docket No. C-2016-2553242 is granted.

2.	That the hearing scheduled for August 24, 2016 be and hereby is continued and will be rescheduled for October 18, 2016.


Dated: August 23, 2016
		_________________________________
					Tiffany L. Tran
					Special Agent
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