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Pennsylvania Electric Company
OPINION AND ORDER
BY THE COMMISSION:
Before the Commission for consideration and disposition is the Petition for Clarification and/or Reconsideration (Petition) filed by Tod and Lisa Shedlosky (Shedloskys) on June 12, 2008, relative to the above-captioned proceeding.      
On October 5, 2006, the Shedloskys filed a Complaint with the Commission alleging that Pennsylvania Electric Company (Penelec) required them to pay in excess of $53,000 for the relocation of a pole located in a right-of-way on land owned by the Shedloskys.  The Complaint alleged that Penelec unreasonably relied on provisions of its Tariff, Electric Pa. P.U.C. No. 77, for the computation and collection of the costs.  Further, the Shedloskys alleged that Penelec’s charges were unreasonable in light of the right-of-way agreement (ROW) between the Shedloskys’ predecessor in title to the subject real estate and Penelec.  On November 6, 2006, Penelec filed its Answer and New Matter, admitting and denying various averments of the Complaint and questioning the jurisdiction of the Commission with respect to interpretation of the ROW.

An evidentiary hearing was held on April 12, 2007 before Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Wayne L. Weismandel.  By Initial Decision issued August 2, 2007, the ALJ dismissed the Complaint for failure to meet the burden of proof.  Exceptions were filed on August 22, 2007, by the Shedloskys.  Penelec filed Reply Exceptions on September 4, 2007.  By Opinion and Order entered May 28, 2008, the Commission granted the Shedloskys’ Exceptions on the issue of the Commission’s jurisdiction and denied them in all other respects.  Whereupon, the Shedloskys filed the instant Petition requesting that the Commission reconsider its partial denial of the Exceptions.    


Pursuant to Rule 1701 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Appellate Procedure, Pa. R.A.P. Rule 1701, the Commission must act to grant a petition for reconsideration within thirty days of the date of entry of the order for which reconsideration is sought, or otherwise lose jurisdiction to do so if a petition for review is timely filed.  The thirty‑day period within which the Commission must act upon this Petition for Reconsideration in order to preserve jurisdiction, is June 27, 2008.  Accordingly, we shall grant reconsidera​tion, within the meaning of Pa. R.A.P. Rule 1701(b)(3), pending review of, and consideration on, the merits of the Petition; THEREFORE, 
IT IS ORDERED:  
That the Petition for Clarification and/or Reconsideration of the Commission’s Opinion and Order of May 28, 2008, filed by Tod and Lisa Shedlosky on June 12, 2008, is granted, pending review of, and consideration on, the merits.
BY THE COMMISSION,







James J. McNulty








Secretary

(SEAL)

ORDER ADOPTED:  June 24, 2008
ORDER ENTERED:  June 25, 2008
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