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'Ite Cincinnati Gas a Electric ) *IR 7
Co pany, et al. ) Dccket No. 50-358

(Wm. H. Zimer Nuclear Tw er Station)

MIR.II VAT I FT FOG.R PFmECr'S CRTE. TIO';S
'ID Cw1AIN CF APPLICAN'IS' FIFni SIT CF

INILi_FJ0GATCRIES AND SMICf' FCR A PEMECTIVE CFIER

Cn April 20, 1979 Applicants filed its fif th set of interrcgatories for

ETP. For reascns stated hereinaf ter, ETP cbjects to Interrcgatories 17 and

23. E'PP is res;rnding to the rcrainder of the interrcgatories. m7P further

moves for a protective order, pursuant to 10 C.F.R. section 2.740 (c), tnat the

cbjectionable disccvery not be had.

Interrogatory 17 is irrelevant to any of the issues at hand in these

procecdings. No answr should te required.

Interrcgatcry 23 wculd require ETP to provide infcmtien which it is

impossible for it to cbtain, namely ntrbers and locations of >.nch seal

that does not meet specifi s'icns. ETP has infennation that the seals

were imprcperly manufactured it has no knowledge of the ntnters or present

lccation of the seals. It would be burdensane at least, if not L pcssible,

without a detailcd, cn-site inspecticn for E7P to answr interrcgatcry 23.

No answr shculd be rc<iuired.

Fcr the fcrrgoir;; reascns, the stated interrcgatcries are cbjecticnabIe

and ETP's motion for a protective crder shculd be grantcd.
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