[bookmark: _GoBack]BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



John Siegle 						:													:
	v.						:		C-2018-3004647
							:
Metropolitan Edison Company     			:
					


INTERIM ORDER
REVISING ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RESPONSES ENTERED ON APRIL 29, 2019

On January 15, 2019, Respondent filed a certificate of service indicating that it forwarded to Complainant interrogatories and document requests (Discovery Requests) via first class mail.  

On February 2, 2019, Complainant requested an extension and continuance “of all dates” for a period of 90 days.  An interim order was entered on February 26, 2019 extending the deadlines set in the litigation schedule order entered on December 27, 2018.

On April 24, 2019, Respondent filed a Motion to Compel Discovery Responses (Motion to Compel).  In the Motion to Compel, Respondent avers that Complainant did not file any objections or responses to the Discovery Requests.
  
Complainant did not file timely objections to any of the Discovery Requests.

On April 29, 2019, an Interim Order was entered directing Complainant to serve full and complete responses to the Discovery Requests and to file a certificate of service on or before May 30, 2019.

Complainant did not file a response to the Motion to Compel prior to the Interim Order entered on April 29, 2019.
On May 1, 2019, the undersigned Presiding Officer received a two-page letter from Complainant dated April 28, 2019.  The letter states that it is a formal response to the notice to plead received on April 27, 2019 from Respondent.  The letter requests that the motion to compel be denied because the responses are in violation of Complainant’s privacy rights and seek privileged information and violate the 14th Amendment of the United States Constitution.  To the extent the letter states objections to the Discovery Requests, the objections are denied as being untimely.

		Under the circumstances, the following order will be entered.  Complainant’s objections, even had they been received timely, are without merit and would be dismissed on the merits.

		Accordingly, the following order will be entered.  

	      	THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the Motion to Compel Discovery Responses filed by Respondent is granted.  

2. To the extent the correspondence from Complainant dated April 28, 2019 are objections to the Discovery Requests, the objections are overruled and denied.

3. That Complainant shall file and serve upon counsel for Respondent and the undersigned presiding officer, a certificate of service evidencing service of Complainant’s discovery responses upon serving the responses to Respondent, not later than June 6, 2019.


4. That Complainant shall file and serve upon counsel for Respondent and the undersigned Presiding Officer a certificate of service evidencing service of Complainant’s Discovery Responses upon serving the responses to Respondent, not later than June 6, 2019. 


Date:  May 22, 2019								/s/											Jeffrey A. Watson
							Administrative Law Judge
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