BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Heidi Fiedler 						:
							:
	v.						:		C-2018-3003642
							:
Metropolitan Edison Company     			:



INTERIM ORDER
DENYING COMPLAINANT’S MOTION TO COMPEL

On July 23, 2018, Heidi Fiedler (Complainant) filed a Formal Complaint (Complaint or Original Complaint) with the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (Commission) against Metropolitan Edison Company (Respondent or Company or Met-Ed) alleging that the Respondent was threatening to shut off her electric service and objecting to the installation of a smart meter. 

On August 13, 2018, the Respondent filed an Answer and New Matter to the Complaint.  The Respondent admitted that it provides residential retail electric service to the Complainant and that she refused the installation of a smart meter at the service location.  The Respondent denied the remaining material allegations set forth in the Complaint.  The Respondent further averred it is required by Act 129 of 2008[footnoteRef:1] (Act 129), to install a smart meter.  [1:  	66 Pa.C.S. Sections 2806.1, et seq. ] 


On February 28, 2019, the Complainant filed a “Second Amended Complaint,” which was served on the Company on March 7, 2019.

By letter dated October 28, 2019, the Complainant propounded upon the Company via first class mail Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents (“Complainant’s Discovery Requests”).
On November 12, 2019, the Company timely submitted objections to Interrogatories Nos. 7, 13, 15, 17 and 31 of the Complainant’s Discovery Requests.  

On November 22, 2019, a Judge Change Notice was issued by the Commission wherein the Formal Complaint was re-assigned to the undersigned Administrative Law Judge.

[bookmark: _Hlk26883872]On November 25, 2019, the Complainant filed a Motion to Dismiss the Company’s Objections and Compel answers to Interrogatories Nos. 7, 13, 15, 17 and 31 of the Complainant’s Discovery Requests.  

On December 4, 2019, the Company timely filed an Answer in opposition to the Complainant’s November 25, 2019 Motion to Compel.

At this time, I find Interrogatories Nos. 7, 13, 15, 17 and 31 of the Complainant’s Discovery Requests to be overly broad, irrelevant, outside the scope of this proceeding, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  
		
		THEREFORE,

		IT IS ORDERED:

1. That  the Complainant’s Motion to Dismiss the Company’s Objections and Compel answers to Interrogatories Nos. 7, 13, 15, 17 and 31 is denied; and

2. That the formal hearing in this matter on February 5, 2020 shall proceed as scheduled.  

[bookmark: _GoBack]
Date:  December 11, 2019  			/s/				
		F. Joseph Brady 
		Administrative Law Judge
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