BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Joe Siktar




:
             




:

                  v.




:     Docket C-20028213

:

Duquesne Light Company


:     

INITIAL DECISION

Before

Fred R. Nene        

Administrative Law Judge



On July 25, 2002, Joe Siktar (“Complainant”) filed a formal complaint against Duquesne Light Company (“Respondent”) regarding a series of power outages in July 2002.  The Respondent filed a timely answer and the Commission scheduled an in-person hearing to be held on Tuesday, December 3, 2002.



On Monday, December 2, 2002, I spoke with the Complainant on the telephone and was advised by Mr. Siktar that he did not intend to be present for the scheduled hearing.  I informed Mr. Siktar that I would proceed with the hearing telephonically and would dismiss his complaint for failure to prosecute.



I telephoned counsel for the Respondent at the time scheduled for hearing and advised her of my conversation with Mr. Siktar.  The hearing was taped-recorded.  No exhibits were introduced.

Counsel for Duquesne Light stated that the Respondent had been prepared to present witnesses who would testify to the history of outages in the Complainant’s neighborhood, how two of the July 2002 outages had been caused by lightning and the third, a 57-minute outage on July 9, had been caused by a fuse operating on City View Avenue being triggered for some unknown reason.  Duquesne Light was also prepared to present documentation showing how it had responded to the July power interruptions, and how it systematically manages vegetation in the area to prevent that sort of interference with the delivery of electricity to its customers.  Counsel then moved for a dismissal of the complaint.

Because the Complainant decided not to pursue his complaint before the Commission, the Respondent is entitled to a dismissal of this complaint.  It is the Commission’s policy in such cases to dismiss the complaint with prejudice, which means that Mr. Siktar cannot again complain about the three July 2002 power outages described in this complaint.  This does not mean that he is precluded from again complaining about electric service provided since that time.  See: Jefferson v. UGI Utilities, Inc., Z-00269892 (entered December 26, 1995).

ORDER


THEREFORE, it is ordered that the complaint of Joe Siktar v. Duquesne Light Company at Docket No. C-20028213 is dismissed for failure to prosecute.

Dated:  December 3, 2002















FRED R. NENE          








Administrative Law Judge

