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OPINION AND ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION:
Before the Commission for consideration is the Petition of Philadelphia Gas Works (PGW) for Reconsideration and Clarification (Petition) of the Opinion and Order entered on October 27, 2004.  Responses to the Petition are due on or before November 29, 2004.

By Order entered October 27, 2004, the Commission, inter alia, granted, in part, and denied, in part, the Petition of PGW for Limited Waiver or Modification of PUC Chapter 56 Rules and Administrative Interpretations.  The October 27, 2004 Order also rejected PGW’s proposed discount program for certain senior citizens; investigated PGW’s Universal Service costs and collections practices; rejected PGW’s request to charge for residential field visits; and rejected PGW’s request to require applicants to pay outstanding liens prior to receiving service.
On November 12, 2004, PGW filed the instant Petition.  PGW made five requests of the Commission to reconsider and revise its rulings, claiming the Commission has misinterpreted the record.  (Petition at 1).  First, PGW asks the Commission to reconsider rejection of the requested waivers of Commission regulations.  (Petition at 4-11).  Second, PGW requests that the Commission clarify its Order granting, in part, PGW’s request to demand a $500 deposit for customers who reapply for service after termination.  (Petition at 12-16).  Third, PGW asks the Commission to reverse its denial of PGW’s proposed means-tested Senior Citizen Discount Program. (Petition at 16-20).  Fourth, PGW seeks reversal of the Commission’s denial of the proposed residential field visit charge.  (Petition at 16-24).  Fifth, PGW requests the Commission to reconsider its rejection of PGW’s proposal to require applicants to pay outstanding liens or judgments prior to receiving service.  (Petition at 24-26).
The standard for granting reconsideration of a prior Commission Order is articulated in Duick v. Pennsylvania Gas and Water Co., 56 Pa. PUC 553 (1982).  Generally, “[w]hat we expect to see raised in such petitions are new and novel arguments, not previously heard, or considerations which appear to have been overlooked or not addressed by the Commission.”  Id. at 559.

 Upon consideration of the Petition of PGW, we shall grant reconsideration, pending review of and consideration on the merits.  Due to the complexity of the issues raised in the Petition and the necessity to review each contention raised in substantial detail, we shall grant reconsideration without prejudice or any suggestion that any of the matters raised are meritorious under Duick.  THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:
1. That the Petition of Philadelphia Gas Works is granted, pending review of and consideration on the merits.

2. That the Petition is granted without prejudice or any suggestion that any of the matters raised are meritorious.

BY THE COMMISSION,
James J. McNulty

Secretary

(SEAL)
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