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	COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

P.O. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, PA 17105-3265
	IN REPLY PLEASE REFER TO OUR FILE

C-2013-2375526


April 3, 2014
RE:
Nick Matkoskey v. Pennsylvania Electric Company


Docket No.  C-2013-2375526
TO ALL PARTIES:

On February 6, 2014, the Commission issued the Initial Decision of Special Agent Tiffany A. Hunt in the above-captioned proceeding.  Exceptions were due to be filed by the close of business on February 26, 2014.  No Exceptions were timely filed, so the Initial Decision became the Final Order of the Commission by operation of law.

By correspondence e-filed to the Commission on February 28, 2014, Mr. Matkoskey (Complainant) indicated that he intended to file Exceptions in the future.  This e-filing, however, was rejected by Commission staff because the docket number on the filing was incorrect.  The Complainant subsequently set forth his Exceptions in correspondence dated March 5, 2014.

By Secretarial Letter dated March 10, 2014, the Commission advised the Parties that it would treat the Complainant’s March 5, 2014 correspondence as a Petition for Reconsideration of the Commission’s Final Order in this proceeding.  In addition, that letter notified the Parties that Answers to the Petition would be considered timely if filed on or before Monday, March 17, 2014.

On Friday, March 14, 2014, counsel for Pennsylvania Electric Company (Penelec) contacted Commission staff.  She advised that the matter has been resolved, and the Complainant will file a Petition to Withdraw the Petition for Reconsideration.  It is unlikely, however, that the Petition to Withdraw would be filed before the expiration of the time for filing an Answer to the Petition for Reconsideration.  Consequently, the Commission issued a Secretarial Letter on March 14, 2014, extending the period for filing an Answer to the Petition for Reconsideration until April 16, 2014.

On March 24, 2014, the Complainant filed correspondence requesting permission to withdraw the Petition for Reconsideration.  The Complainant indicated that Penelec does not oppose the request.
The Commission’s Regulations at 52 Pa. Code § 5.94(a) state:

Except as provided in subsection (b), a party desiring to withdraw a pleading in a contested proceeding may file a petition for leave to withdraw the appropriate document with the Commission and serve it upon the other parties. The petition must set forth the reasons for the withdrawal. A party may object to the petition within 20 days of service. After considering the petition, an objection thereto and the public interest, the presiding officer or the Commission will determine whether the withdrawal will be permitted. 

The Complainant seeks to withdraw the Petition for Reconsideration because the Parties have negotiated a settlement.  Commission policy encourages settlements.  52 Pa. Code § 5.231(a).  We find that the public interest favors allowing the Parties to resolve this matter amicably, without further litigation.  We will therefore grant the request for leave to withdraw the Petition for Reconsideration and close this proceeding.
Any questions about this correspondence should be directed to Jonathan Nase in the Office of Special Assistants at (717) 787-3490, or jnase@pa.gov.
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Very truly yours,

Rosemary Chiavetta
Secretary
2

