BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Tracy Lyn Scopel					:
							:
	v.						:		C-2019-3015037
							:
Duquesne Light Company				:



ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE


		On December 14, 2019, Tracy Scopel (Complainant) filed a formal complaint alleging that Duquesne Light Company (Duquesne Light or Respondent) had threatened to terminate her residential electric service or had already shut off her service. As relief Complainant requests a payment arrangement.

		The Complaint was served by the Commission's Secretary on December 19, 2019.

		On January 7, 2020, Duquesne Light filed its Answer and New Matter. In the Answer Respondent admitted Complainant had been sent termination notices, however, denied doing so was improper.  In the New Matter, Respondent averred Complainant should not be afforded a payment arrangement as she had not made a good-faith effort to pay for her electric service bills, therefore the complaint should be dismissed.  

		On February 4, 2020, a Telephonic Hearing Notice was issued which scheduled a call-in telephonic hearing for Wednesday, March 11, 2020, and assigned the undersigned as Presiding Officer.  Also, on February 4, 2020, a Prehearing Order was entered reminding the Parties of the date and time of the hearing and addressed, inter alia, the procedures applicable to the hearing including the method by which a party could request a change of the scheduled hearing date if the date was not convenient for them.  Specifically, the Prehearing Order directed the Parties that a continuance request 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 and that a continuance would only be granted for good cause shown.

		On March 10, 2020, Complainant faxed a letter to the undersigned requesting a continuance due to not being able to “make the 10 am time on Wednesday.”  Following receiving Ms. Scopel’s continuance request, I emailed a copy of the letter to Attorney Farah, counsel for Respondent to inform her of Ms. Scopel’s request as Ms. Scopel’s letter indicated Respondent was not aware of her continuance request.  Respondent, through Attorney Farah, objected to the continuance due to the last-minute nature of the request.

As directed by the Prehearing Order a request for a change of the scheduled hearing date must state the agreement of the opposing parties and must be submitted no later than five (5) days prior to the hearing.  Moreover, a Motion for Continuances will be granted only if good cause exists.  Requesting a hearing continuance due to improper planning, one day prior to the scheduled hearing is not good cause shown.  Furthermore, the Respondent objected to the continuance request.  Therefore, in light of all of the above, Complainant’s request for a continuance is denied and the hearing will proceed as scheduled on March 11, 2020, at 10:00 a.m.


		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

1. That Tracy Scopel’s Motion for Continuance in the matter of Tracy Lyn Scopel v. Duquesne Light Company, at Docket No. C-2019-3015037 is denied. 

1. The hearing will be held as scheduled on Wednesday, March 11, 2020, at 10:00 a.m.

Date:  March 10, 2020			/s/			
		Kailey B. Maguire 
		Special Agent
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