


BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



John and Janet Holder		 			:
							:
	v.						:		
							:		F-2019-3008809
PPL Electric Utilities Corporation			:
							:
							:
June Maculesky					:
							:
	v.						:		F-2019-3008832
							:
PPL Electric Utilities Corporation			:	



ORDER DENYING COMPLAINANTS’ MOTION TO COMPEL


On or about October 16, 2019, John and Janet Holder and June Maculesky (Complainants) filed a Motion to Dismiss Objections and Compel Answers to Interrogatories and Request for Production of Documents Set II in the above-captioned consolidated proceeding.  On October 23, 2019, PPL Electric Utilities Corporation (PPL) filed an Answer requesting a denial of the Complainants’ Motion as it is without merit and is moot.  PPL contends that it properly objected to Question Nos. 1-5, 25-41, 70-72 and 74-81 of the second set of discovery (Complainants Set II) on the grounds that they are vague, speculative, incomprehensible, overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence as well as assume facts not in evidence and improperly seek legal opinions.   In the interest of compromise and administrative efficiency, PPL avers that it served responses to all of Complainants Set II on October 15, 2019.  According to Appendix C to its Answer, PPL served the responses in question.  Therefore, I agree that the Complainants’ Motion shall be denied as moot.



ORDER


THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That John and Janet Holder and June Maculesky’s Motion to Dismiss Objections and Compel Answers to Interrogatories and Request for Production of Documents Set II PPL Electric Utilities Corporation at Docket Nos. F-2019-3008809 and F-2019-3008832 is denied as moot.


Date: October 31, 2019					/s/				
							Elizabeth H. Barnes 
							Administrative Law Judge
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