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HAROLD CRUMLEY, Conpl ai nt of Discharge, Discrimnation
COWVPLAI NANT of Interference
V.
Docket No. WEST 82-128- DM
ANAMAX M NI NG COVPANY,
RESPONDENT Twin Buttes M ne

ORDER OF DI SM SSAL

On Septenber 15, 1982 a conbi ned Notice of Hearing and
Prehearing Order was issued by the undersigned and duplicate
service by certified mail was attenpted at Conpl ai nant's | ast
known address. The envel opes containing said docunents were
returned unopened and marked presumably by postal authorities
"not deliverable", "records searched, no address on file",
"nmoved, left no address" and "unable to forward". Additiona
efforts were made to | ocate Conpl ai nant but w t hout success.

Conmmi ssion Rule 5(c), 29 CFR [02700.5(c), requires, and
common sense dictates, that a party "pronptly" give to the
Conmmi ssion "written notice" of "any change in address or business

tel ephone nunber”. It is apparent that Conplainant has failed to
conmply with the requirenments of said rule, thereby naking further
prosecution of this case inpossible. Accordingly, | have no

alternative but to dismss this case for |ack of prosecution.

Gary Melick
Assi stant Chief Adm nistrative Law Judge



