BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION


	
Diana Sabatine					:
							:
	v.						:		C-2018-3002804
							:
West Penn Power Company				:



INTERIM ORDER
DENYING “FIRST AMENDED NOTICE AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION” FILED BY COMPLAINANT 


Diana Sabatine (Complainant) filed a Formal Complaint (Complaint) with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) against West Penn Power Company on June 18, 2018.   

		On October 11, 2018, Complainant filed a “Notice And Petition For Judicial Determination Of Jurisdiction” (Petition).  The Petition did not include a notice to plead directed to Respondent and does not indicate that a copy of the Petition was served upon the undersigned presiding officer.

The Petition stated that it “calls for clarification of jurisdiction of the Administrative Courts of the COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION (PUC)”.  The Petition further seemed to question “Does this court have jurisdiction to issue decisions for complaints other than by persons, or is said jurisdiction limited to fictitious entities only?” and “Does this court have jurisdiction to order the PUC to change policy, procedures, rules or rulings?”  The Petition further set forth “Does this court have jurisdiction to order a change of interpretation of Act 129 of 2008?”[footnoteRef:1]    [1:  	Petition pp. 1-2.] 


		The Petition failed to state clearly and concisely the controversy and uncertainty which is the subject of the Petition or the relief being sought by Complainant.  Further, it was unclear from the Petition, what relief was being sought by Complainant.   

[bookmark: _GoBack]		On January 11, 2019, the undersigned presiding officer received a “First Amended Notice And Petition For Judicial Determination Of Jurisdiction” (Amended Petition).  The Amended Petition failed to state clearly and concisely the controversy and uncertainty which is the subject of the Amended Petition or the relief being sought by Complainant.  Further, the relief being sought by Complainant was identified as “judicial determination, from Pennsylvania Commonwealth Court, or any court of competent jurisdiction, that Judge Jeffrey Watson, Esquire, as a civil service employee of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, has or does not have jurisdiction to order a change in the interpretation of Pennsylvania Act 129 of 2008 per item D above.”  (emphasis omitted).  Complainant further requests essentially explanations from the undersigned presiding officer as to various issues, including to suggest the proper administrative procedure to follow and an explanation as to whether the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission has jurisdiction to adjudicate the claims set forth in the Formal Complaint filed by Complainant with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission.  Complainant further requests a continuance of this proceeding until the case can be moved to a court of competent jurisdiction.   

		The Amended Petition fails to state clearly and concisely the controversy and uncertainty which is the subject of the Petition or the relief being sought by Complainant.  Further, it was unclear from the Petition, what relief was being sought by the Commission by Complainant or any legal authority for the request.   

		Under the circumstances, the following order will be entered.







ORDER


THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

For the reasons set forth above, the “First Amended Notice And Petition For Judicial Determination Of Jurisdiction” filed by Complainant on January 9, 2019, is denied.  



Date:  January 29, 2019																	Jeffrey A. Watson											Administrative Law Judge
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