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SECRETARY’S BUREAU



Catherine T .Amagna 

616 Main Street
»sssr* pa '“5

Tel: (570) 727-2201

December 28,2018

VIA EXPRESS OVERNIGHT MAIL 
Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commonwealth Keystone Building 
400 North Street, 2nd Floor 

Harrisburg, PA 17120

Re: Petition for Approval of Reconsideration of a Final Decision

Dear Secretary Chiavetta:

Enclosed please find the Petition for Reconsideration.

If you have any question, please feel free to contact me.

cc: Via First Class U.S. Mail
The Honorable Gladys M. Brown, Chairman 
The Honorable Andrew G. Place, Vice Chairman 
The Honorable Norman J. Kennard, Commissioner 
The Honorable David W. Sweet, Commissioner 
The Honorable John F. Coleman Jr., Commissioner

Judge Jeffrey A. Watson (AU)
Office of Special Assistants (OSA)
Tori L. Giesler, Esquire 
Lauren Marissa Lepkoski, Esquire 
Teresa K. Harrold, Esquire

Docket No. C-2017-2608014

Respectfully yours.

Catherine Lamagna



BEFORE THE
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Catherine Lamagna

v.

Pennsylvania Electric Company

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSIOh 
SECRETARY'S BUREAU

C-2017-2608014

PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION

Pursuant to 52 Pa. Code § 5.572,1 respectfully request reconsideration of the Commission’s FINAL 

ORDER, dated: December 21, 2018 “dismissed with prejudice and marked closed”.

INTRODUCTION

Faced with the Commission’s decision to dispense with my case, a grave injustice occurs. This
action

alone violates not only the U.S. Constitution and Pennsylvania’s Constitution, but it also violates Title 18 

USC Chapter 13 §§ 241 and 242. It is critical that the Commission protect and defend a person’s 

inherent rights, not bow down to industry’s whims, while riding roughshod over any individual’s 

rights enabling collusion.

ARGUMENT

This petition presents new arguments, not previously heard, or considerations dial appear to have 

been overlooked or not addressed by the Commission, supporting reconsideration. The reason why I did 

not file an Exception was because I felt there was enough evidence presented at the hearing, and I thought 

the judge would do the right thing. It was also made clear to the parties involved that neither the Brief nor 

the Exception process was necessary since the evidence about a person’s rights was clearly established in 

law and covered by Constitutional codes.

The Fourteenth Amendment “...No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the 

privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of life, 

liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal
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protection of the laws.” -(The Constitution of the United States)

In addition. Title 18 USC, Chapter 13 §§ 241 (Conspiracy Against Rights) and 242 (Deprivation of 

Rights Under Color of Law) must not be overlooked or enabled by the Commission, because that would

make the Commission just as guilty of conspiracy as the Defendants.

Furthermore, the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania § 1. Inherent Rights of

Mankind - “All men are bom equally free and independent, and have certain inherent and 

indefeasible rights, among which are those of enjoying and defending life and liberty, of 

acquiring, possessing and protecting property and reputation, and of pursuing their own 

happiness.”

It is with the aforementioned facts in mind that prove beyond reasonable doubt that Act 129 

should be abolished or rewritten to mention an individual’s rights and/or allow opt-outs as other States are 

allowing. Also keep in mind that there is no mention of the word “mandate or opt-outs” within the body 

of the Act 129’s wording, therefore, how can the State even feel it has the right to enforce such a biased 

law upon the State’s People.

The Smart Meters are known to gather sensitive information without the users consent and are 

prone to in-house hacking by employees and staff, which is mentioned in the Cryptographic Key 

Management for Smart Power Grids, dated February 22,2012 - this white paper study was submitted at 

my initial hearing but reject because I did not have an expert that wrote this report. I find it hard to 

understand why the people who test and do research and development on these products for safety reasons 

are not taken into consideration, when the papers they produce are peer-reviewed studies.

Lastly, I filed an R-T-K (Right-To-Know) form with the PUC’s Secretary requesting the Bond 

paperwork and Sworn Oath information on Judge Jeffrey A. Watson, only to find out that PUC has 

created a code that negated that requirement. This allows an AU (Administrative Law Judge) to avoid 

taking into consideration both the U.S. Constitution and the Constitution of the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania when making his Corum Non Judice findings. “When a suit is brought and determined in a 

court which has no jurisdiction in the matter, then it is said to be coram non judice, and die judgment is
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void.'/-{Manufacturmg Co. v. Holt, 51 W. Va. 352,41 S. E. 351)

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons I respectfully request that the Commission reconsider my case.
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Date: December 28,2018 Respectfully submitted.

Catherine Lamagna 
616 Main Street 
Thompson, PA 18465 
(570) 727-2201

DEC 2 9 2018

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 
SECRETARY'S BUREAU
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have on this day served a true copy of the Petition for Reconsideration upon 
the parties listed below, in accordance with the requirements of § 1.54 (relating to service by a party

Dated, this 28* day of December, 2018.

Via First Class Mail -Certified Return Receipt

Tori L. Giesler, Esquire
Lauren Marissa Lepkoski, Esquire
Teresa K. Harrold, Esquire
FirstEnergy
2800 Pottsville Pike
P.O. Box 16001
Reading, PA 19612-6001

Administrative Law Judge 
Jeffrey A. Watson 
Piatt Place, Suite 220 
301 Fifth Avenue 
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

RECEIVED
DEC 2 9 2018

PA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 
SECRETARY'S BUREAU

Catherine Lamagna 
616 Main Street 
Thompson, PA 18465 
(570) 727-2201
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