BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



John M. Chenosky					:
							:
	v.						:		C-2019-3007622
							:
Metropolitan Edison Company			:



INTERIM ORDER
GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN PART RESPONDENT’S 
MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY RESPONSES 

On January 25, 2019, Complainant filed a Formal Complaint with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission).

On or about May 16, 2019, Complainant forwarded to Respondent interrogatories and document requests (Discovery Requests).  

In response to a request for an extension of time from Complainant to respond to the Discovery Requests, an interim order was entered on July 1, 2019, extending the deadline for Complainant to file a responsive pleading to the Answer and New Matter until July 8, 2019, detailed objections to any specific Discovery Requests until July 8, 2019, and provide full and complete responses to all remaining Discovery Requests propounded by Respondent until July 19, 2019.

On or about July 18, 2019, Complainant submitted its objections to certain Discovery Requests.

On July 29, 2019, Respondent filed a Motion to Compel responses to its Discovery Requests.  Respondent avers Complainant objected to the tenor, content and violations of his rights under HIPPA and the Fourth Amendment Right of Privacy.  Complainant also objected to the time limitations imposed on submitting his responses to the Discovery Requests.
Complainant further objected that his medical information is not subject to scrutiny, are protected by HIPPA and is therefore moot. 

Respondent also averred that Complainants’ objections are untimely as they were dated July 18, 2019, and postmarked on July 19, 2019, despite the order entered on July 1, 2019 requiring Complainant to provide his detailed objections on or before July 8, 2019.

Respondent requests that Complainant be compelled to provide full and complete responses to the Discovery Requests within 5 days of entry of the requested order to compel.

	On August 19, 2019, the undersigned presiding officer received a cover letter from Complainant dated June 16, 2019 (which referenced the Motion to Compel dated July 29, 2019) along with a 3-page document entitled “Objections to Metropolitan Edison Company Motion to Compel Of July 29, 2019 and Motion to Dismiss Interrogatories Of May 16, 2019 and Motion to Dismiss Motion to Compel Of July 29, 2019.”  All as submitted by Defendant, Metropolitan Edison Company. 

	First, Complainant referenced an “August 1, 2019 email to all parties.”  The parties are directed to the interim order entered on July 1, 2019 advising the parties that the undersigned presiding officer does not accept email transmissions without prior authorization.  

	Complainant averred that the timeframe demanded by “Defendant” represents a major hardship, addresses factual disputes raised in the proceeding and a violation of the Nuremburg Protocol as well as other various issues.

	Complainant also referenced Discovery Requests related to cell phone bills and usage, as well as his medical issues and HIPPA rights generally.

	As relief, Complainant requested, in part, that an extended continuance be granted to give the legislature an opportunity “to correct this matter or, the appeals should be allowed to run their course with the results providing further direction to this Docket.” Complainant also stated that he is amenable to a “Pre-conference Hearing” to address issues raised in his pleading.

	Complainants’ objections and responses to Respondents’ Discovery Requests are attached to the Motion to Compel and marked as Exhibit B.  The untimely objections will be overruled, and Complainant will be ordered again to respond fully to the Discovery Requests or Complainants’ Complaint may be dismissed.  None of the “Answers’ provided by Complainant, address any specific Discovery Requests and all of the answers submitted by Complainant are insufficient and fail to comply with the regulations related to discovery requests.

		Under the circumstances and based upon the arguments of the Parties and the provisions set forth in the interim order entered on July 1, 2019, the following order will be entered.

		THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the Motion to Compel Responses to Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents filed by Respondent on July 29, 2019 is granted.  

2. That Respondent’s objections to the Discovery Requests are overruled in their entirety.

3. That Complainant shall serve upon counsel for Respondent, full and complete responses to all of the Interrogatories and Request For Production of Documents served upon Complainant by Respondent, not later than September 23, 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 September 23, 2019.

5. [bookmark: _GoBack]Based upon the responses provided by the Complainant, in addition to the terms set forth in the ordering paragraphs, Complainant shall serve full and complete responses to the Discovery Requests.  However, Complainant may redact from its responses to Discovery Request No. 33, all telephone numbers identified on any billing statements.


Date:  September 3, 2019							/s/			
								Jeffrey A. Watson
								Administrative Law Judge
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