BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Lawrence Kingsley



: 







: 


v.




:


C-2020-3019763 







: 

PPL Electric Utilities Corporation

:fillin "Complainant's name" \d ""
ORDER


This Order is issued pursuant to the authority conveyed to presiding officers under the Commission’s regulations at 52 Pa. Code § 5.483.


On May 27, 2021, an Order was issued at this docket closing the record in this case because Lawrence Kingsley (Complainant) did not file an Amended Complaint in this matter as previously directed by an Order issued May 6, 2021.


Subsequently, in response to my inquiry, counsel for PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (PPL) provided me with an ecopy of the Amended Complaint which Complainant had served on her.  I understand that the Complainant is appearing pro se in this proceeding. Traditionally, the Commission has been hesitant to rule unfavorably against pro se litigants based on technical grounds. See, e.g., Destefano v. Peoples Natural Gas Company, 56 Pa. P.U.C. 489 (1982); Halpern v. The Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvania, Docket No. C-00923950 (October 19, 1992); William Schlinder v. The Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvania, Docket No. F-00161252 (March 26, 1993).  There are, however, limits to this indulgence particularly when the rights of the other party or the orderly resolution of a case are substantially affected.  We have now reached that point.


I am, however, going to exercise my discretion and rescind in part the Order of May 27, 2021, closing the record in this case.  Complainant must contact the Office of the Secretary of the Commission and complete the efiling of his Amended Complaint.  PPL will have until the close of business on June 22, 2021, to file an Answer to the Amended Complaint.



Complainant will not file any reply to the Answer as there is no provision for that in the Commission’s procedural rules.  Any such filing will be stricken.



Complainant’s attention is directed to the Commission’s procedural rules which are available online: http://www.pacodeandbulletin.gov/Display/pacode?file=/secure/pacode/data/052/chapter5/chap5toc.html&d=.

If Complainant persists in his failure to copy the presiding officer with his filings, does not complete efilings with the Office of the Secretary of the Commission, or persists in sending ex parte communications to the presiding officer (i.e. sending me emails without “cc’ing” counsel for PPL), the Complaint will be dismissed.  A presiding officer's orders must be complied with, and a lack of compliance presents a sufficient basis to dismiss a complaint. Treffinger v. PPL Electric Utilities Corp., Docket No. C-20027978 (Order entered March 3, 2003); Snyderville Community Development Corp. v. PGW, Docket No. C-20055032 (Order entered July 31, 2006); Application of Black Diamond Cab Co., Docket No. A-00122566 (Order entered December 1, 1966).  


THERFORE,



IT IS ORDERED:



1.
That the Order of May 27, 2021, closing the record in this matter is rescinded to the extent that the record is now re-opened.


2.
That Complainant will contact the Office of the Secretary of the Commission and complete the efiling of his Amended Complaint.



3.
That PPL Electric Utilities Corporation has until the close of business on June 22, 2021 to file an Answer to the Amended Complaint.


4.
That Complainant will comply with the directions in this Order and with the Commission’s procedural rules at 52 Pa. Code, Chapter 5.



5.
That failure to comply with the requirements of this Order or the procedural rules of the Commission will result in the dismissal of the Complaint.

Date:
June 1, 2021
______/s/________________________



Dennis J. Buckley
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