
100 North Tenth Street, Harrisburg, PA 17101 Phone: 717.236.1300 Fax: 717.236.4841 www.hmslegal.com 

November 3, 2022 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC FILING 
 
Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commonwealth Keystone Building 
400 North Street 
Harrisburg, PA  17120 
 

RE: Sphinx of PA Inc. (Fayez Salib) v. Interstate Gas Supply, Inc. d/b/a IGS Energy; 
Docket No. C-2022-3033951; MOTION IN LIMINE OF INTERSTATE GAS 
SUPPLY, INC. TO LIMIT INTRODUCTION OF EVIDENCE AT 
HEARING  

 
Dear Secretary Chiavetta: 
 

Earlier today Interstate Gas Supply, Inc. filed a Motion in Limine to Limit Introduction of 
Evidence at Hearing.  That Motion did not contain a notice to plead and was subsequently rejected 
by the Commission’s Secretary at our request.  Attached please find the revised filing that now 
includes a Notice to Plead.  Copies have been served in accordance with the attached Certificate 
of Service.   

 
Thank you for your attention to this matter.  If you have any questions, please do not 

hesitate to contact me. 
 

Very truly yours, 
 
 
 

       Todd S. Stewart 
Counsel for Respondent  
Interstate Gas Supply, Inc. d/b/a IGS Energy 

 
TSS/jld 
Enclosure 
cc: Administrative Law Judge Dennis J. Buckley (via electronic mail – debuckley@pa.gov) 

Sphinx of PA Inc. c/o Fayez Salib (via facsimile – 717-541-8869) 
Per Certificate of Service  

  

 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
Todd S. Stewart 
Office: 717 236-1300 x242 
Direct: 717 703-0806 
tsstewart@hmslegal.com  

http://www.hmslegal.com/
mailto:debuckley@pa.gov
mailto:tsstewart@hmslegal.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I have this day served a true copy of the foregoing document upon 

the parties, listed below, in accordance with the requirements of 52 Pa. Code § 1.54 (relating to 

service by a party).   

VIA ELECTRONIC AND FIRST-CLASS MAIL 

Sphinx of PA Inc. (Fayez Salib) 
1004 Wesley Drive 
Mechanicsburg, PA  17055 
fayezfares@hotmail.com 

Sphinx of PA Inc. (Fayez Salib) 
812 Tavistock Road 
Mechanicsburg, PA 17050 

 

 

 

______________________________ 
Todd S. Stewart 

DATED:  November 3, 2022 

 
 
 

mailto:fayezfares@hotmail.com


BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 
Sphinx of PA Inc. (Fayez Salib) 

Complainant, 
 

 v. 
 
Interstate Gas Supply, Inc. d/b/a IGS Energy, 

Respondent. 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

 
 
 

Docket No.  C-2022-3033951 
 

 
     

 
NOTICE TO PLEAD 

     
 
 You are hereby advised that, pursuant to 52 Pa. Code § 5.103(b), you may file a response 

within twenty (20) days of the attached Motion.  Any response must be filed with the Secretary of 

the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, with a copy served to counsel for Interstate Gas 

Supply, Inc. d/b/a IGS Energy, and where applicable, the Administrative Law Judge presiding over 

the issue. 

File with: 
Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
Commonwealth Keystone Building 
400 North Street, Second Floor 
Harrisburg, PA  17120 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
       
Todd S. Stewart (PA ID No. 75556) 
Hawke, McKeon & Sniscak LLP 
100 North Tenth Street 
Harrisburg, PA  17101 
Tel: (717) 236-1300 
tsstewart@hmslegal.com  

DATED:  November 3, 2022 Counsel for Respondent Interstate Gas Supply, Inc. 
d/b/a IGS Energy 

mailto:tsstewart@hmslegal.com
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BEFORE THE 
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

 
 
Sphinx of PA Inc. (Fayez Salib) 

Complainant, 
 

 v. 
 
IGS Gas Supply, Inc. d/b/a IGS Energy, 

Respondent. 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

 
 
 

Docket No.  C-2022-3033951 
 

 
 

        
 

MOTION IN LIMINE 
OF INTERSTATE GAS SUPPLY, INC. 

TO LIMIT INTRODUCTION OF EVIDENCE AT HEARING 
        

 
 

NOW COMES Interstate Gas Supply, Inc. d/b/a IGS Energy (“IGS”), by and through its 

counsel, Hawke McKeon & Sniscak, LLP, and hereby moves the Pennsylvania Public Utility 

Commission (“Commission”) to limit the ability of Sphinx of Pa Inc. (“Complainant”) to introduce 

certain evidence into the record of the above-caption proceeding, due to Complainant’s refusal to 

respond to discovery responses requesting the same types of information, pursuant to 52 Pa. Code 

§§ 5.371 and 5.372.  The Commission’s Regulations authorize the Presiding Officer to issue “[a]n 

order refusing to allow the disobedient party to support or oppose designated claims or defenses 

or prohibiting the party from introducing in evidence designated documents, things or testimony.” 

52 Pa. Code § 5.372(a)(2).  Based on the Complainant’s refusal to respond to Interrogatories and 

Requests for Production of documents served on Complainant on August 26, 2022, Respondent, 

IGS, submits that an Order prohibiting Complainant from introducing evidence, including 
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testimony, on the topics addressed by the discovery requests is appropriate and necessary to protect 

its due process rights.  In support of its Motion, IGS states and avers as follows:  

1. IGS was served with the above-captioned Formal Complaint on July 22, 2022.  The 

Complaint makes several allegations regarding IGS’ provision of service to Complainant, focused 

primarily on IGS increasing the rate of Complainant’s variable rate contract.  

2. IGS filed an Answer and New Matter to the Complaint on August 2, 2022, and, at 

the same time, filed Preliminary Objections.   

3. Complainant never responded to the New Matter nor has Complainant filed an 

Answer to the Preliminary Objections. 

4. On August 26, 2022, IGS served Complainant with Interrogatories and Requests 

for Production of Documents, Set I. 

5. On August 31, 2022, Complainant responded to Respondents Set I, Interrogatories, 

via facsimile transmission, with the document attached hereto as Attachment A.  As can be seen, 

the response contains a one-page recitation of the allegations of the Complaint, along with the 

statement, “ALL INSTRUCTION AND DEFINITION ARE VOID AND MY ANSWER FOR 

THIS IS NO BECAUSE I CANNOT PROVIDE ANY DOCUMENTATION BECAUSE I DON’T 

HAVE IT SO YOUR REQUEST HAS NO VALUE.” 

6. By Order dated October 24, 2022, The Honorable Dennis J. Buckley established 

the hearing date for this matter and instructed the parties to submit all exhibits intended to be 

introduced into the record of this proceeding, at the hearing scheduled for November 9, 2022, at 

10 am, to each other and the Presiding Officer no later November 4, 2022. 

7. The Commission’s Regulations provide for sanctions for a party’s failure or refusal 

to respond to appropriately propounded discovery requests.  52 Pa. Code § 5.371(a)(1).  It is clear 
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that Complainant has refused to respond to Respondent’s discovery requests, nor did Complainant 

file objections thereto.  Accordingly, sanctions are appropriate. 

8. IGS submits that the appropriate sanction in a circumstance such as this is to 

prohibit the Complainant from introducing evidence of the sort that would have been included in 

a response to the unanswered requests.  Those requests are: 

1. In paragraph 5 of the Formal Complaint document, the Complaint states that 
the contract with IGS “promised a lower rate (0.051) and renovations at 
their expense.”  Explain the meaning of the phrase "renovations at their 
expense.”  Provide all documents that address what Complainant believes 
to be the renovations that are mentioned in the phrase: “renovations at their 
expense.”  

 
2. Please provide each and every telephone number or numbers that 

Complainant called as described in paragraph 5 of the Complaint “I 
attempted to reach out to IGS multiple times, leaving countless voicemails 
with no avail.”  Provide the date and time of each attempted call. 

 
3. In paragraph 7.c. of the Complaint, it is alleged that Complainant 

“attempted to reach out multiple times and on several different occasions.”  
Provide each and every name and telephone number that Complainant 
attempted to “reach out” to as described in paragraph 7.  Provide the date 
and time of each attempted call. 

 
4. In paragraph 7.c. of the Complaint, Complainant alleges that Complainant 

attempted to “contact IGS to discuss energy-pricing and a possible 
agreement after I realized that PPL’s rate was beginning to be cheaper.”  
Provide the name and telephone number of every individual at IGS that 
Complainant attempted to contact.  Provide the date and time of each 
alleged attempted contact. 

 
5. In paragraph 7.c. of the Complaint, it is alleged that “after failing to connect 

with them and even witnessing them hang up the phone in my face after 
transferring me to a supervisor, I left countless unanswered voicemails.”  
Provide the name and telephone number of the person who is alleged to 
have hung up the phone “in my face.”  Provide the name of the supervisor 
to whom the call was allegedly being transferred.  Provide the date and time 
of the call as described in the Complaint. 
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6. Did Complainant use a broker to assist in the transaction with IGS?  If so, 
identify the broker?  If Complainant did use a broker, provide a copy of 
Complainant’s agreement with said broker. 

 
7. Please provide details of any discussions with the broker used by 

Complainant, including the name(s) of the individuals spoken to, and dates 
and times of all calls with said broker between the period of January 1, 2022, 
and July 15, 2022.  

 
8. Is Complainant alleging that it never was able to contact IGS?  If the answer 

is no, provide the date and time of every contact Complainant successfully 
completed with IGS and provide the name and telephone number of the 
person complainant was able to contact. 

 
9. Explain the legal and/or factual basis upon which Complainant believes its 

bills for April and May should be “readjusted and the difference refunded 
to me.” 

 
9. As can be plainly observed from the requests, none of them would require 

Complainant to consult the contract that his response alleges he did not receive, and Complainant 

raises no other disability as a basis for his refusal to answer.   

10. The information sought by the requests is of the sort that is critical for IGS to mount 

any defense to Complainant’s allegations regarding his attempts to contact IGS, among other 

items.  Accordingly, it would be a serious infringement on IGS’ due process rights to require it to 

mount a defense when its ability to conduct appropriate discovery to assist its defense, has been 

thwarted by Complainant’s refusal to respond.  Accordingly, IGS submits that sanctions are 

appropriate and requests that Your Honor impose the sanctions as requested.  
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WHEREFORE, Respondent, IGS, requests that the Presiding Administrative Law Judge 

conclude that Complainant has willfully refused to respond to properly served discovery requests 

and to issue an Order imposing the sanction upon Complainant that it be prohibited from 

introducing evidence, including testimony, on the subjects addressed by the requests. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
Todd S. Stewart, Attorney ID No. 75556 
Hawke McKeon & Sniscak, LLP 
100 North Tenth Street 
Harrisburg, PA  17101 
Telephone: (717) 236-1300 
Facsimile: (717) 236-4841 
tsstewart@hmslegal.com 
 
Counsel for Respondent 
Interstate Gas Supply, Inc. d/b/a IGS Energy 
 

DATED:  November 3, 2022 

mailto:tsstewart@hmslegal.com


ATTACHMENT A 
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