BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Conchita M. Braun					:
							:
	v.						:		C-2018-3003001
							:
Metropolitan Edison Company			:



INTERIM ORDER
REQUIRING RESPONDENT’S RESPONSES TO PORTIONS OF COMPLAINANT’S   DISCOVERY REQUESTS NOT LATER THAN JUNE 12, 2019


On June 22, 2018, Complainant filed a Formal Complaint with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission).  Complainant averred that Respondent threatened to shut off her electric service.  Complainant objected to the installation of a smart meter at her home, alleging health, privacy and safety concerns.  Complainant also attached a letter to her complaint dated May 14, 2018.  The letter states, among other things, that Complainant suffers from EMF sensitivity and that her health is affected by wireless devices.

On November 20, 2018, Complainant filed an Amended Formal Complaint.  Complainant averred, among other things, that smart meters emit microwave/electromagnetic radiation through the service location where they are installed, creating unsafe pulses, electro smog and dirty electricity throughout the house; that prolonged exposure to the radiation is not safe to humans, animals, and the environment and is a possible carcinogen.  Complainant averred that she experiences various symptoms when exposed to these frequencies.  

Complainant also raised privacy, vulnerability to hacking, fire and inflated billing concerns.  

Complainant further averred that Respondent is in violation of Act 129 and the Consumers Bill of Rights.
On or about March 18, 2019, Complainant forwarded to Respondent interrogatories and document requests (Discovery Requests or Set 1 Discovery Requests).  

On or about April 1, 2019, Respondent filed objections to Interrogatory Nos. 16, 17, 22, 39, 41, 50-52, 54-58, 60-61, 64-68 and portions of Interrogatories Nos. 4, 69 and 71.

	On April 10, 2019, Respondent served its responses to the Discovery Requests.  

On April 11, 2019, Complainant filed a Motion to Compel, requesting that the Commission issue an order compelling Respondent to fully and completely respond to  Discovery Requests Nos. 4, 16, 17, 22, 39, 41, 50-52, 54-58, 60-61, 69 and 71.

Discovery Request No. 22 states: “Is the Complainant being charged for a smart meter?  If yes, please provide the following:  How and when was the Complainant notified of such charge?  How did the company obtain consent from the Complainant for such a charge?  How much is the Complainant being charged for a smart meter?  Since when has the Complainant been charged a fee?  Where is it specified what the total charge for the smart meter will be?”

Respondent objected to this Discovery Request as vague, ambiguous, irrelevant, outside the scope of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  Respondent’s objection to Discovery Request No. 22 will be overruled.

Discovery Request No. 69 states:  “In how many Formal Complaints have the three named expert witnesses that the Company intends to use, testified?  In how many including Met-Ed and all First Energy subsidiaries?  For how many other EDC’s, other than First Energy and its subsidiaries, have they been used as expert witnesses?”  Respondent objected to this Discovery Request.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Respondent’s objection to the Discovery Request No. 69 subpart that reads: “For how many other EDC’s, other than First Energy and its subsidiaries, have they been used as expert witnesses” will be sustained.  

		On May 13, 2019, an interim order was entered, granting in part and denying in part, Complainant’s Motion to Compel Discovery Responses.

		Respondent’s objections to Discovery Requests Nos. 4, 16, 17, 39, 41, 50-52, 54-58, 60-61, 64-68 and 71 were sustained.  Respondent’s objections to the Discovery Request 
No. 69 subpart that states: “For how many other EDC’s, other than First Energy and its subsidiaries, have they been used as expert witnesses?” were sustained.  Respondent’s objection to the remaining Discovery Request No. 69 subparts that do not relate to smart meter cases in Pennsylvania were sustained.

		Respondent’s Motion to Compel regarding the request: “In how many Formal
Complaints have the three named expert witnesses that this company intends to use, testified?” and, “In how many including Met-Ed and all First Energy subsidiaries” solely as they relate to testimony in smart meter cases in Pennsylvania was granted regarding Discovery Request 
No. 69.  Respondent’s objections in all other respects to Discovery Request No. 69 were sustained.

		Complainant’s Motion to Compel regarding Discovery Request No. 22 was granted.

		Respondent’s objection to Discovery request No. 22 was overruled.

		Under the circumstances, the following order will be entered.




		THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

Respondent shall provide full and complete responses to Discovery Request 
No. 22 and to the portion of Discovery Request No. 69 regarding the request: “In how many Formal Complaints have the three named experts that this company intends to use, testified?” and, “In how many, including Met-Ed and all First Energy subsidiaries” solely as they related to testimony in smart meter cases in Pennsylvania, as set forth in the interim order entered on 
May 13, 2019, on or before June 12, 2019.


Date:  May 24, 2019								/s/			
								Jeffrey A. Watson
								Administrative Law Judge
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Complainant also raised privacy, vulnerability to hacking, fire and inflated billing 


concerns.  


 


 


Complainant further averred that Respondent is in violation of Act 129 and the 


Consumers Bill of Rights.
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