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In the Matter Of: ) ~'

)
Pacific Gas and Electric Company ) Docket No. P-564A

(Stanislaus Nuclear Project, )
Unit No. 1) )

)
)

SOUTHERN CITIES' MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER
REGARDING PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S

FOURTH SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Pursuant to Rule 2.740(c) of this Commission's rules, 10

C.F.R. S2.740(c), the Cities of Anaheim and Riverside,

California (" Southern Cities"), Intervenors, hereby move the

Atomic Safety and Licensing Board for a protective order, as

set forth below, and request that the Board sustain its

objections to certain questions in Pacific Gas and Electric

Company's ("PG&E") Fourth Set of Interrogatories to Southern

Cities.

Interrogatory Nos. 4(f), 8(c), 9(c), 12(f), 15(c), 16(c), and
17:

These interrogatories ask for identification of all

documents relevant to the answer to the substantive portions

of the interrogatory. Both ?naheim and Riverside have

completed their production of documents with respect to

PG&E's cocument request in this proceeding. Southern Cities

submit that it is substantially the same for PG&E as for them
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to derive or ascertain which documents relate to particular

interrogatories and, accordingly, submits that these interro-

gatories are fully answered pursuant to Rule 3 3 of the

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Southern Cities submit

that any further requirement that Southern Cities categorize

their documents for the benefit of PG&E in response to these

interrogatories would be unduly burdansome.

Interrogatory Nos. 6 and 13:

Southern Cities object to these interrogatories to the

extent that they call for a "best estimate of the amount of

bonds which you could have reasonably issued for such purpose

assuming any need legislative or voter approval." Any

response by Southern Cities would be based purely on conjec-

ture.

Interrogatory No. 17:

In addition to the above objection to this interro-

gatory, insofar as it requests production of documents,

Southern Cities object to this interrogatory as premature.

Th3 interrogatory duplicates Interrogatory Mos. 45-52 in

PG&E's Third Set of Interrogatories in this proceeding, which

the Board has already ruled should be deferred for the pre-,

sent time. The same reasons that formed the basis for that

ruling also compel deferring the answers to the interrogatory

here.
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Interrogatory No. 23:

Southern Cities object to this interrogatory as prema-

ture. The interrogatory seeks information responsive to

numerous interrogatories in PG&E's Third Set of Interro-

gatories in this proceeding, including, specifically,

Interrogatory Nos. 45-68 and 117-22. The Board has ruled

previously that the Third Set of Interrogatories should be

deferred for the present time, and the same ruling should be

applied here.

Interrogatory No. 62

Southern Cities object to Interrogatory No. 62 as over-

broad, burdensome and not reasonably calculated to lead to

the discovery of admissible evidence. It would be virtually

impossible to identify each occasion since 1960 on which any

of Southern Cities' " employees, attorneys, agents, lobbyists

or members of any of [its] City Councils have discussed with

any member of the State legislature or any member of the

staff of any State legislator any matter related to electric

power generation or transmission...." Furthermore, to the

extent such contacts may have been recorded and are relevant

to this proceeding, those documents have previously been pro-

duced by Southern Cities in this proceeding. Since the bur-

den of deriving or ascertaining the answer is substantially
rhe same for PG&E as for Southern Cities, Southern Cities

~
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submit that their document production constitutes a complete

response to Interrogatory No. 62, to the extent any answer

may be required. Accordingly, Southern Cities request a pro-

tective order and request that their objection to this
_

interrogatory be sustained.
.

Respectfully submitted,
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Peter K. Matt

Attorney for Southern Cities

October 19, 1979

Law Offices of:
Spiegel & McDiarmid
2600 Virginia Avenue , N.W.
Nashington, D.C. 20037
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Peter K. Matt certifies that he has this 19th day
of October, 1979, caused to be served the foregoing document

the following parties in accordance with the requi.re-F ..
.

ments of Section 2.701 of the Commission's Rules of Practice.

Morris M. Doyle Malcolm E. Furbush
Terry J. Eculih an Philip A. Crane, Jr.
William H. Ar: strong Jack F. F allin , Jr . -

Meredith J. Watts Richare L. Meiss
Three Emb arcadero Center 77 Seale Street
San Francisco, California 94111 San Francisco , CA 94106

Cocketing & Service Sec tion Marshall E. Tiller ,
Office of the Secretary Chairman
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Atomic Safetj & Lic ensing

Commission Ec a.ed
Was hing :c n , D .C . 205S5 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory

Ccmmission
Washing:c t , D.C. 20555

Steven R. Cohen Atomic Safety & Licensing
Edward J. Terhaar Board Panel
Oepartment of Water Resources U.S. Nuclear Regulaccry
1415 9th Street Ccmmission
P.O. Box 338 Washing to n , D.C. 20535
Sacramento , California 9580 2

Gordon W. E=y: Josech J. Saunders, Esq.
Ctilities Direc:cr Antitrus Division
City of Anaheim U.S. Cepartment of Jus tice
P.O. Box 3222 Washington, D.c. 20520
Anaheim, California 92303 0
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Ev'ere tt C. Ross Jerome Saltzman, Chief.

PUC Director Antitrust and Indemnity,

City Hall Group
3900 Main Street U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Riverside , California 92501 Ccmmission

Was hing to n , D.C . 20555

Mark Lavin , Esq. Seymour Wenner, Esq .
Antitrust Division Atomic Safety and
U.S. Cepartment of Justice Licensing Ecard
Was hing to n , D . C . 20530 4807 Morgan Drive

Chevy Chase , Md. 20015

Sheldon J. Jiolfe, Esq.I Joseph Rutherg , Esq._

Atcaiu Safety & Licensing Benj amin E. Vogler, Esq .
Bo ard Jack R. Goldberg , Esq.

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Frederic D. Ch anani a , Esq .
C = mission NRC Staff Counsel

Washington , D.C. 20555 U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, D.C. 20555

Michael J. Strumwasser H. Chester Ecrn, Jr.
Deputy Attorney General of Deputy Attorney General
California Office of the Attorney

555 Capitol Mall, Suite 550 Ge ne ral
Sacramento , California 95814 3580 Wilshire Ecclevard

Suite 300
Los Angeles, CA 90010

Clarice Turney , Esq.
Office of the City Attorney
3900 Main Street
Riverside, California 92521

Executed at Washington, D.C. this 19th day of

Cctcber, 1979.
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Perei K. Matt

Law offices of:
Spiegel & McDiarmid
2600 Virginia Avenue , N.W. j
Washing to n , D .C . 20037 .,
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