BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION



Patricia Steely						:
							:
	v.						:		C-2018-3004770
							:
Metropolitan Edison Company			: 



INTERIM ORDER
CLOSING HEARING RECORD

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 22, 2019, Respondent filed a Motion to Compel Discovery Responses (Motion to Compel).  In the Motion to Compel, Respondent averred that Complainant did not file any objections or responses to the Discovery Requests.

On May 13, 2019, an Interim Order was entered granting the Motion to Compel Discovery Responses filed by Respondent.  Complainant was directed to file a Certificate of Service and to 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 May 31, 2019. 

On July 19, 2019, Respondent filed a Motion to Dismiss the Complaint in this proceeding.

On August 21, 2019, the undersigned Presiding Officer received a one-page letter from Complainant dated August 19, 2019, requesting an extension of time to respond to the Discovery Requests until October 31, 2019.  Complainant stated that she spoke with counsel for Respondent and was told to submit a letter request to the undersigned Presiding Officer.  Complainant did not attach a Certificate of Service to her letter dated August 19, 2019 and did not indicate whether a copy of the letter was provided to Respondent.  Accordingly, on September 30, 2019, a copy of the letter from Complainant was provided to counsel for Respondent.

On September 30, 2019, an Interim Order was entered holding the Motion to Dismiss in abeyance, providing for a response by Respondent on or before October 4, 2019, and extending the deadline for Complainant to respond to the Motion to Dismiss by October 15, 2019. 

On October 4, 2019, Respondent filed a response objecting to the Complainant’s request for an extension of time to respond to the Discovery Requests.

On October 17, 2019, an Interim Order was entered granting Complainants request for an extension to serve Discovery Responses upon Respondent and directing Complainant to serve full and complete responses to all Discovery Requests served by Respondent and file a Certificate of Service with the Commission Secretary not later than October 31, 2019.  In addition, it was ordered that Complainant shall serve her witness information upon Respondent, as ordered on December 20, 2018, or a statement that no fact and/or expert witnesses will be called and file a Certificate of Service evidencing service of the witness information or statement that no witnesses will be called at the hearing, not later than October 31, 2019.  Finally, the Parties were directed to file Status Reports addressing the compliance with this order not later than November 7, 2019.

On November 1, 2019, the undersigned Presiding Officer received a letter from Complainant dated October 29, 2019, requesting “a three-month deferment of any pending due dates or further requests for submission of documents during this time.”  Attached to Complainant’s letter was a letter from William Kracht D.O. dated October 11, 2019, requesting that a smart meter not be installed at Complainant’s residence.  Also attached was a letter from William Kracht D.O. dated October 24, 2019, stating “it is medically necessary that she be provided a 3-month deferment concerning her smart meter action.”

Complainant was served with Discovery Requests on January 15, 2019 and on December 20, 2018, an Interim Order was entered establishing a litigation schedule that required the Parties, in part, to exchange witness information not later than February 14, 2019.  Complainant has failed to comply with these orders and has had approximately one year to provide responses to Discovery Responses and approximately ten months to complete the task of identifying her witnesses as set forth in the litigation schedule.  Despite submitting documentation from a doctor who has treated Complainant for some unspecified period, Complainant failed to establish good cause to demonstrate why she has failed to provide the Discovery Responses and witness information as discussed in detail above. 

On December 5, 2019, an Interim Order was entered which provided, in part, that Complainant may serve full and complete responses to all Discovery Requests served by Respondent, exchange her witness information and file a Certificate of Service with the Commission Secretary not later than December 30, 2019, along with the filing of a Certificate of Service with the Commission Secretary, at which time the record shall close on December 31, 2019.

		No Certificate of Service was filed evidencing the service of witness information or Discovery Responses by Complainant.

Under the circumstances, the following order will be entered.  

THEREFORE,

[bookmark: _GoBack]IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the record in the case of Patricia Steely v. Metropolitan Edison Company filed at Docket No. C-2018-3004770 is closed.
2. That a ruling will be issued regarding the Motion to Dismiss filed by Respondent.


Date:  January 3, 2020						/s/											Jeffrey A. Watson
						Administrative Law Judge
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