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BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 
CHRIS DAVIES     :      
       :  

v.     :  Docket No. C-2025-3054881 
      : 

FIRSTENERGY PENNSYLVANIA   : 
ELECTRIC COMPANY    : 
   
 

MOTION OF FIRSTENERGY PENNSYLVANIA ELECTRIC COMPANY FOR A 
CONTINUANCE OF SCHEDULED HEARING 

 
 
FirstEnergy Pennsylvania Electric Company, Met-Ed Rate District (Respondent 

or Company), by and through its attorneys, Reger Rizzo & Darnall LLP, and pursuant to 52 Pa. 

Code § 1.15, respectfully requests that the Honorable Steven K. Haas (Judge Haas) of the 

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) grant its Motion for Continuance 

(Motion) and issue an order continuing the scheduled Call-in Telephonic Hearing for December 

10, 2025 (Hearing) as the Company’s fact witness, Laurie Parker, is unavailable for the Hearing. 

 

In support thereof, the Company avers as follows:  

 

1. On May 1, 2025, Chris Davies (Complainant) filed a Formal Complaint 

requesting reimbursement for damages alleged to have resulted from the termination of non-

residential service in the name of Deborah L. Matthews (Customer) to 1844 Rt 739, Dingmans 

Ferry, PA 18328, (Service Address) under Account No. 100016375980 (Current Account). 

  

2. On May 21, 2025, the Company filed an Answer denying the Complainant’s 

recitation of events and averring that the Company’s actions had been reasonable and performed 
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in accordance with all applicable laws, as well as the Company’s Commission-approved tariff, 

the Pennsylvania Public Utility Code (Code), Commission regulations and orders. 

  

3. By Notice, dated September 19, 2025, an Initial Call-In Telephonic Hearing was 

scheduled for Wednesday, December 10, 2025, before Judge Haas. 

 

4. 52 Pa. Code § 1.15 (b) states: 

(b) Except as otherwise provided by statute, requests for continuance of hearings 
or for extension of time in which to perform an act required or allowed to be done 
at or within a specified time by this title or by order of the Commission or the 
presiding officer, shall be by motion in writing, timely filed with the Commission, 
stating the facts on which the application rests, except that during the course of a 
proceeding, the requests may be made by oral motion in the hearing before the 
Commission or the presiding officer. Only for good cause shown will requests for 
continuance be considered. The requests for a continuance should be filed at least 
5 days prior to the hearing date. 

 

5. The unavailability of the Company’s fact witness, Laurie Parker, constitutes good 

cause consistent with Commission regulation. 

 

6. On November 25, 2025, the office of undersigning Counsel contacted the 

Complainant via telephone to notify him of the Company’s need for a continuance of the 

scheduled hearing, and the Complainant advised that he opposed the Company’s request. 

 

7. The Company respectfully requests the Call-in Telephonic Hearing be 

rescheduled for a date after December 10, 2025.   

 

  




