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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 15, 2016
Mr. Ross Schell
203 Knollwood Drive

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17109




Re:
Ross Schell, Complainant v. PPL Electric Utilities, Respondent




Docket Numbers:
C-2016-2552834 filed 6/20/16







C-2016-2557863 filed 7/22/16








C-2016-2535220 filed 3/18/16








C-2016-2538023 filed 4/1/16








C-2016-2539969 filed 4/4/16








C-2016-2557856 filed 7/22/16








C-2016-2557858 filed 7/21/16








C-2016-2558239 filed 7/25/16




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

Dear Mr. Schell:


On Sunday, August 14, 2016, my office fax machine received sixty-four pages from you of what appears to be duplicates of the various filings made by you and the Respondents to your multiple complaints listed above against PPL Electric Utilities (PPL) and Suez Water PA (Suez).   Please know that filings submitted by fax or by ordinary email are unacceptable.  See 52 Pa. Code Sections 1.11(c) and 1.32(b).  A filing must conform with the Commission’s Rules at 52 Pa. Code Sections 1.31 – 1.37, or the Commission may reject the filing pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Section 1. 38.  A helpful link to these filing regulations is available on the Commission’s website.

Second, on Monday, August 15, 2016, my office received an eFiling from your registered eFiling account in which you list multiple fax numbers in an attempt to offer proof of service.  However, these fax numbers do not identify the individual docket numbers or the name of the Respondent upon which you are offering proof of service.  Therefore, the eFiling has been rejected because it is impossible to decipher which docket number or numbers you are identifying, and which company you are attempting to serve.  In the future, please refer to 52 Pa. Code Section 1.58 which provides an example of the form of a Certificate of Service and how it can be eFiled.    

Finally, you also questioned why it is necessary for you to serve the other parties to your multiple complaints since the Respondents have filed answers, thus providing proof the complaints were served upon the Respondents.  When a formal complaint is filed with my office, the Secretary of the Commission is required to serve the initial complaint on the Respondent in accordance with Section 702 of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Code.  However, this does not eliminate your obligation under the regulations to serve copies of all subsequent filings and other documents to the parties in each of your proceedings.  You are also obligated to file a Certificate of Service in the form prescribed by the Commission’s regulations.  See 52 Pa. Code Section 1.54(a) (obligation to serve parties), Section 1.57 (obligation to provide Certificate of Service), and 1.58 (form of Certificate of Service).  Once the Respondent files an Answer or other responsive pleading to a complaint in accordance with 52 Pa. Code Section 5.61, contested litigation begins before an Administrative Law Judge, and each Party of Record (the Complainant and the Respondent) to the complaint is responsible to serve all other Parties with any subsequent filing made during the course of the proceeding.  


Therefore, the Commission continues to direct you to serve the Respondent and Parties of Record with all filings you submit to the Commission, together with a Certificate of Service, regarding any of the above listed docket numbers in order to constitute service for purposes of 52 Pa. Code Section 1.54.  Your failure to do so will result in the pending of the filing until proper service is completed, and a Certificate of Service proving service has been made is filed with the Secretary, as required by 52 Pa. Code Section 1.57.  The Certificate of Service can be eFiled with my office, and must clearly identify the docket number of the case on which service is being made.  

Additionally, since you are litigating multiple complaints (eight against PPL and three against Suez), you must clearly identify the docket number of the case on each and every filing you submit to ensure the filing is attached to the correct docket. 






Sincerely,
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Rosemary Chiavetta






Secretary

cc:
All Parties of Record

Administrative Law Judge Jeffrey Watson

Office of Administrative Law Judge
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