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	COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIAPRIVATE 

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

400 NORTH STREET, HARRISBURG, PA 17120
	IN REPLY PLEASE REFER TO OUR FILE







August 9, 2016
ALL PARTIES OF RECORD



Re:
Ross Schell, Complainant v. Suez Water PA, Respondent




Docket Numbers:

C-2016-2558244 filed 7/25/16







C-2016-2551544 filed 5/26/16







C-2016-2559741 filed 8/3/16
To All Parties of Record:


On August 8, 2016, the Secretary’s Bureau received eFilings from the Complainant regarding the above docketed formal complaints against Suez Water PA (Suez).  Our review of the filings reveal that no certificate of service or other indication that the Respondent or other Parties of Record to the case were served with the filings made by the Complainant. Therefore, we are rejecting the eFilings, and the Complainant is directed to serve all filings made at these docket numbers on the Respondent and other Parties of Record by first class mail to constitute service for the purposes of 52 Pa. Code Section 1.54.  The Complainant is also directed to file the Certificate of Service with the Secretary proving service was executed as required by 52 Pa. Code Section 1.57.

Further problems also exist with regard to the Complainant’s eFilings received by the Commission on August 8, 2016.  First, the eFiling containing the photographs the Complainant wishes to file against Suez will be placed on the record at C-2016-2551544, which alleges dirty water.  However, the Complainant is reminded that photographs are not a qualified document suitable for eFiling, and the photographs are not discernable due to them being eFiled.  The Complainant will be required to verify these photographs at any future hearing.  


Second, the eFiling the Complainant also made on August 8, 2016, contained two documents: a new “Petition for Interlocutory Review” and a “Brief.”  This filing has been rejected for two reasons: 1) the inclusion of an erroneous docket number, C-2016-2552834, which is a complaint, filed by the Complainant against PPL and does not pertain to Suez; and, 2) the Petition and the “Brief” were filed together which does not permit the Secretary’s Bureau to place them individually on the correct dockets.  Since the new Petition for Interlocutory Review appears to pertain to Suez only, we direct the Complainant to re-file the Petition without the PPL complaint docket and include the correct docket numbers pertaining only to Suez.  If the Complainant wishes to file a separate Brief in support of his Petition, he may do so in a separate filing in accordance with 52 Pa. Code Section 5.302.  The Complainant is again reminded of his obligation to serve a copy of any filings he makes upon the Respondent and Parties of Record by first class mail, and then file such proof of service with the Secretary as required by 52 Pa. Code Sections 1.54 and 1.57.  
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Sincerely,
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Rosemary Chiavetta






Secretary

cc:
All Parties of Record

Office of Administrative Law Judge

PUC Office of Special Assistants
_1019287137.doc
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