BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Dennis P. Smith




:








:


v.





:

F-2017-2620403







:

PECO Energy Company



:

INTERIM ORDER GRANTING PECO ENERGY COMPANY’S

MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE OF HEARING



By Hearing Notice dated September 6, 2017, an Initial Hearing was scheduled in this matter for Thursday, November 30, 2017 at 9:00 a.m. as part of a call-of-the-docket hearing schedule.  The Hearing Notice advised the parties that “[y]our case is one of several cases that have been scheduled at this time in the same hearing room.”  The notice further advised that “[y]our case might not be the first one to be called and you should be prepared to stay in the hearing room all morning, if necessary.”  



On November 16, 2017, I received a request for a postponement of this hearing from Shawane L. Lee, Esq., counsel for PECO.  As the basis for her request, Ms. Lee indicated as follows:

Kindly recall that this matter is scheduled before Your Honor at a call of the docket hearing on November 20, 2017.  We reviewed this matter and determined that this case is not appropriate for a call of the docket hearing with several other cases.  We anticipate the case will require a few hours of hearing time.

While we are attempting to resolve this matter, we request that this case be rescheduled as an in person hearing on another day.  
By separate correspondence dated November 21, 2017, Ms. Lee indicated that Mr. Smith advised that he had no objection to her request.  I will treat PECO’s request as a Motion for Continuance (Motion) pursuant to 52 Pa. Code § 1.15(b).  


In addition to the hearing on the Complainant’s Complaint, there are three other cases scheduled for hearings on the morning of November 30, 2017, and three more hearings scheduled for that afternoon.  As Ms. Lee anticipates that the hearing on the Complainant’s Complaint will require several hours of hearing time, it is not appropriate to have this hearing on a call-of-the-docket hearing day.  I agree that the hearing on the Complainant’s Complaint should be rescheduled for another day when it is the only hearing on the schedule.  


Accordingly, I will grant PECO’s Motion and have the hearing on the Complainant’s Complaint rescheduled.  A Notice canceling the current hearing date and rescheduling to a future date will be issued.  The parties are encouraged to continue talking with each other to resolve this matter or some portion thereof.  It is the Commission’s policy to encourage settlements (52 Pa. Code § 5.231).
THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED;

1. That the continuance requested by PECO Energy Company in the matter of Dennis P. Smith v. PECO Energy Company at Docket No. F-2017-2620403 is granted; and

2. That the scheduling staff of the Office of Administrative Law Judge shall reschedule this matter and notify the parties in writing.  
Date:
November 29, 2017



_________________________________








Christopher P. Pell 







Deputy Chief Administrative Law Judge
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