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OPINION AND ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION:



Before the Commission for consideration and disposition is the Petition for Reconsideration and/or Clarification (Petition), filed by the Office of Consumer Advocate (OCA) on April 15, 2003, relative to the above-docketed proceeding.  

On July 1, 2002, Philadelphia Gas Works (PGW), a municipal natural gas distribution company filed its Restructuring Petition wherein it proposed to, inter alia, unbundle rates, transition to customer choice, and bring the company into compliance with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Code, 66 Pa. C.S. §§ 101, et seq., and the Commission’s regulations, 52 Pa. Code §§ 1.1 et seq.  Several Parties, including the OCA, filed Petitions to Intervene or Complaints with the Commission.    


Subsequent to evidentiary hearings, the presiding Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) issued a Recommended Decision.  Exceptions and Reply Exceptions were filed.  On March 31, 2003, the Commission adopted the ALJ’s Recommended Decision with modification.  Whereupon, the OCA filed the instant Petition averring that:  (1) the Commission failed to address the OCA’s opposition to PGW’s proposed movement of $4.4 million in supply security costs,
 and $7.6 million in balancing costs out of the gas cost rate and into the distribution rates; (2) the Commission should clarify the portions of its March 31, 2003 Opinion and Order addressing PGW’s compliance with consumer protection and quality of service provisions of the Act.  66 Pa. C.S. §§ 2206(a), 2212(h)(1), 2203(3), and 2203(7).         



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 in order to preserve jurisdiction, is April 30, 2003.  Accordingly, we shall grant reconsideration, within the meaning of 1701(b)(3), pending review of, and consideration on, the merits of the Petition; THEREFORE, 



IT IS ORDERED:  That the Petition for Reconsideration and/or Clarification of the Commission Opinion and Order of March 31, 2003, filed by the 
Office of Consumer Advocate on April 15, 2003, is granted, pending review of, and consideration on, the merits.  








BY THE COMMISSION,








James J. McNulty








Secretary

(SEAL)

ORDER ADOPTED:  April 17, 2003
ORDER ENTERED:  April 17, 2003
� 	Currently paid to Transco for service under Rate FS for the assurance of firm commodity gas supplies
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