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Good afternoon,

Please see the attached Order concerning the docket number C-2024-3046953: Bureau of
Investigation & Enforcement v Diamond Energy Partners LLC.

Thank you for you attention to this matter,

Office of Administrative Law Judge

Please Note: This email message was sent from a notification-only address that cannot accept incoming
email. Please do not reply to this message. This email was sent from an unmonitored mailbox.
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BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Bureau of Investigation and Enforcement
V. : C-2024-3046953

Diamond Energy Partners, LLC
ORDER

This Order is issued pursuant to the authority delegated to presiding officers at 52
Pa. Code 8 5.483. It recounts actions taken at a prehearing conference held in this matter on

June 5, 2024, and provides guidance to the parties.

On February 28, 2024, the Commission’s Bureau of Investigation and
Enforcement (I&E) filed a Complaint at this docket against Diamond Energy, LLC (Diamond or
Respondent). The Complaint was served on Respondent by the Secretary of the Commission on
February 29, 2024. That Complaint alleged that Diamond violated the PA One Call Law at 73
P.S. 88 177(5)(vii) and sought the imposition of a $2,000 civil penalty in addition to certain
corrective/remedial actions to be taken by Respondent.

Respondent did not file an Answer or other responsive pleading to the Complaint.
On April 4, 2024, a hearing Notice was sent to the parties setting June 5, 2024, as
the date for a telephonic hearing in this matter. The Notice was not returned to the Office of

Administrative Law Judge, and so it is presumed that the parties received the Notice.

On April 8, 2024, 1&E filed a Motion for Default Judgment in this case, including

a Notice to Plead directed to Diamond. Diamond did not file an Answer to the Motion.

A telephonic hearing convened pursuant to Notice on June 5, 2024. Grant Rosul,





Esquire, attended on behalf of I&E and presented the testimony of I&E witness Sara Andrade-
Locke and offered into evidence I&E Exhibits 1-6, those proposed exhibits having been
previously served on both the Respondent and the presiding officer. No one appeared on behalf

of Diamond.

Attorney Rosul stated at hearing that he had had some contact with an officer at
Diamond, but no effort had been made by the latter to resolve this matter. | would also note that
to date, no qualified attorney has entered an appearance on behalf of Diamond.

By prior communication with the parties, | had indicated that the June 5, 2024,
hearing would be more in the nature of a prehearing conference. It was my intention to discuss
the Motion for Default Judgment, as well as to afford Diamond an opportunity to respond to the
same and to indicate whether they propose to offer any defense in this case. | am concerned that
Diamond may not appreciate the seriousness of this matter. While revocation of authority from
the Commission is not the subject of the present Complaint, Diamond should be aware that
failure to comply with the requirements of the PA One Call Law and the regulations of the
Commission may place Diamond in a position where a further proceeding seeking the

cancellation of its authority may take place.

The record in this case remains open. Given that no qualified attorney or any
representative appeared on behalf of Diamond, and with the generous indulgence of Counsel for
I&E, I will afford Diamond an additional 20 days from the date of this Order to contact the
Secretary of the Commission (with copies of any communication provided to Counsel for I&E
and myself) stating whether Diamond has any objection to the receipt of I&E Exhibits 1-6 into
the record of this matter. If Diamond wishes to request a further hearing so that it may respond
to the allegations in the Complaint, | would entertain such a request subject to any objection by
Counsel for I&E.

Finally, Diamond is advised that a presiding officer's Orders must be complied
with, and a lack of compliance presents a sufficient basis to enter judgment sustaining or
dismissing 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).

THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That Diamond Energy, LLC, is afforded twenty (20) days from the date of
this Order to file any objections to the admission of I&E Exhibits 1-6 into the evidentiary record

in this matter.

2. That Diamond Energy, LLC, is afforded twenty (20) days from the date of

this Order to request a further hearing in this matter.

3. That failure to comply with the directives in this Order may result in the
issuance of a Decision sustaining the Complaint and granting the relief sought by I&E in its

original Complaint.

DATE: June 6, 2024 /sl
Dennis J. Buckley
Administrative Law Judge
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