PENNSYLVANIA
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
Harrisburg, PA  17105-3265


						            Public Meeting held March 11, 2010

Commissioners Present:

	James H. Cawley, Chairman
	Tyrone J. Christy, Vice Chairman
	Wayne E. Gardner
	Robert F. Powelson



Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation		 A-2009-2082652
Filed Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code Chapter 57, 
Subchapter G, for Approval of the Siting and
Construction of the Pennsylvania Portion of the 
Proposed Susquehanna-Roseland 500 kV
Transmission Line in Portions of Lackawanna, 
Luzerne, Monroe, Pike and Wayne Counties,
Pennsylvania

Petition of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation			 A-2009-2082832
For A Finding That A Building To Shelter
Equipment At The 500-230 kV Substation To
Be Constructed In The Borough of Blakely,
Lackawanna County, Pennsylvania is
Reasonably Necessary For the Convenience
Or Welfare Of the Public


Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation 	A-2009-2088297
Under 15 Pa. C.S. §§1511(c) for a Finding and	
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished
By The Applicant Through Its Proposed Exercise 
Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire
A Right-Of-Way And Easement Over And Across
The Lands Of Chaudari Family Limited Partner-
Ship, David Murphy, and Marguerite T. Kranick
In South Canaan Township, Wayne County For	
The Proposed Susquehanna-Roseland 500 kV	
Transmission Line in Portions of Lackawanna,	
Luzerne, Monroe, Pike and Wayne Counties, 	
Pennsylvania Is Necessary or Proper For The	
Service, Accommodation, Convenience Or
Safety Of The Public

Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation
Under 15 Pa. C.S. §§1511(c) for a Finding and
Determination That The Service To Be Furnished
By The Applicant Through Its Proposed Exercise 
Of The Power Of Eminent Domain To Acquire
A Right-Of-Way And Easement Over And Across
The Lands Of The Property Owners Listed Below
For The Proposed Susquehanna-Roseland 500 kV
Transmission Line in Portions of Lackawanna,
Luzerne, Monroe, Pike and Wayne Counties, 
Pennsylvania Is Necessary or Proper For The
Service, Accommodation, Convenience Or
Safety Of The Public:

HaRa Corporation							A-2009-2088337

Richard Coccodrilli, Jr.,						A-2009-2088327
Jeffrey J. Coccodrilli,				
Ryan T. Coccodrilli, and  			
Joseph Williams				

D&L Realty Company						A-2009-2088340

Rudolph Saporito and						A-2009-2088312
Maria Saporito				

David Murphy							A-2009-2088360
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OPINION AND ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION:

[bookmark: _Toc236722833]I.  	Introduction

Before the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) for consideration and disposition is the Petition for Reconsideration or Clarification of the Office of Consumer Advocate (the OCA or Petitioner) of the Commission’s Opinion and Order of February 12, 2010, (February 12, 2010 Order) which conditionally approved the Application of PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (PPL) to construct the Susquehanna to Roseland 500 kV transmission line project within Pennsylvania.  

[bookmark: _Toc236722835]II.  	 Discussion

Pursuant to Rule 1701 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Appellate Procedure, Pa. R.A.P. Rule 1701, the filing of a Petition for Review may limit the time frame within which this Commission may act if it wishes to consider the Petition for Reconsideration now before us.  In the event that appellate review of the February 12, 2010 Order is filed, the thirty-day time period within which we must take action on this Petition for Reconsideration expires on March 12, 2010.

Under these circumstances, we shall act on the Petition for Reconsideration before us at this time so as to retain jurisdiction to further address the Petition on the merits.[footnoteRef:1]  Accordingly, we shall grant reconsideration within the meaning of Pa. R.A.P. Rule 1701(b)(3), pending review of and further consideration on the merits of the Petition;  THEREFORE, [1: 	 	We note that while under 52 Pa. Code § 5.572(d) PPL had until the close of business on March 10, 2010, to file an Answer to the OCA Petition, the time constraint imposed by Pa. R.A.P. Rule 1701 precludes consideration of an Answer at this Public Meeting.] 


IT IS ORDERED: That the Petition for Reconsideration or Clarification filed on March 1, 2010, by the Office of Consumer Advocate, is hereby granted, pending further review and consideration on the merits.

[image: ]
								BY THE COMMISSION,



								James J. McNulty
								Secretary

(SEAL)

ORDER ADOPTED:  March 11, 2010

ORDER ENTERED:  March 12, 2010

image1.emf

