BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
James B. Edwards
:

:

v.
:

C-00004111

:
Pennsylvania-American Water Company
:
INITIAL DECISION
Before

Ember S. Jandebeur
Administrative Law Judge 
HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDINGS 
On August 29, 2000, James B. Edwards (Complainant) filed a Formal Complaint (Complaint) with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) against Pennsylvania-American Water Company (Respondent).  
On September 18, 2000, the Respondent filed its Answer to the Complaint.  

On December 13, 2005, a Notice of Hearing was issued scheduling a hearing for February 2, 2006.
On January 10, 2006, counsel for the Respondent sent written notification to the undersigned administrative law judge (ALJ) that the parties had reached a settlement in principle through mediation, and that as of October 22, 2003, the Complainant was no longer a customer at 561 Johnson Street, West Wyoming, Pennsylvania.  Counsel requested the hearing be changed to a prehearing conference.
On January 19, 2006, the undersigned administrative law judge (ALJ) issued an Interim Order/Rule to Show Cause for the Complainant to show cause why the Complaint should not be dismissed.  The Interim Order/Rule to Show Cause provided ten (10) days for the Complainant to respond.

As of today’s date, Monday, January 30, 2006, no response from the Complainant has been received.  Therefore, dismissal of the Complainant is appropriate.

FINDINGS OF FACT
1. On October 17, 2000, this Complaint was assigned to the OALJ Mediation Unit.

2. On November 17, 2005, this Complaint was released from OALJ Mediation Unit and ultimately scheduled for hearing.

3. The Respondent thought the issues were settled.

4. A Rule to Show Cause was issued to the Parties on January 19, 2006, requiring the Complainant to show why the Complaint should not be dismissed.  

5. The Rule to Show Cause was mailed to the Complainant’s address provided in his Complaint.

6. The Rule to Show Cause was not returned by the U.S. Postal Service as undeliverable, therefore it is presumed received. 

7. The Complainant did not respond to the Rule to Show Cause.
8. It appears the Complainant is no longer interested in pursuing his Complaint.

CONCLUSIONS of LAW
1. The Commission may dismiss a Complaint without a hearing when it is in the public interest to do so.  52 Pa. Code §5.21(d)
ORDER
THEREFORE, 
IT IS ORDERED: 
1. There being no response to the Rule to Show cause, this Complaint is dismissed.
Date:
February 2, 2006
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Ember S. Jandebeur







Administrative Law Judge
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