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HOUSTCN LIGHTING L PCWER S CCKET NCS. 50-499A
COMPANY, IT AL (South 5 50-499A
Texas ?crject, Units ! S

and !!} S

HCUSTCN LIGHTING & PCWER COMPANY'S
OBJECTICNS AND ANSWERS TO

THE CEPARTMENT OF JUST:CE'S
FIRST SET CF WRIT"'EN INTERRCGATCRIES

AND RECCESTS FCR PRCCCCTICN CF OCCUMENTS

.

GENERAL CBJECT! CMS

Housten Lighting & Pcwcr Cc=pany objects to being

served a joint set of written interregatories that is

directed simultaneously to Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer and
.

to other pcwer companies within the State of Texas with

which Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer Ccepany is not affiliated.

Houston Lighting & Pcwer Company dces not have access to

infomatien in the possessicn of these acn-affiliated

pcwer ;cnpanies, and Housten Lighting & Fewer Company can

in no way respond to questions directed at such ncn-

affiliated utilities. Housten Lighting & ?cwer Ccrpany

will, hewever, attempt to answer the :epar =ent's inter-

rega: cries as if such inter:cgatories were directed at

Ecuston *ighting & Pcwer Ccepany alene.
'

Ecusten Lighting & 7 wer Ccepany furthe=cre
~ T ;u ;w; yy, ;y m,m- _ , , . , , , , , , , , , . . . , . , _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _,
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objects to the Oepart=ent's requests for a list of dccu-
'

ments withheld from production by reasen of privilege.

The Cepartment has heretofere been furnished wi:h the list

of privileged dccu=ents schnitted to the Oistrict Cour

for the Northern District of Texas. Ecusten Lighting &

power C:=pany agrees to augment the list of privileged

decuments heret fore furnished to the Oecartmen in the

event that the Cepar: ent's reques: for pr:ducticn of
.
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documents calls for the production of docu=ents not already

produced and thereby causes a revision in the list of

previleged dccu=ents.

ANSWERS AND OBJECTICNS

Without waiving these general objections, Houston

Lighting & Pcwer Cc=pany answers and' icdges specific Ob-

3ections to the epart=en 'a interr gatcrian as follows:

1. Housten Lighting & Pcwer Cc=pany is not

aware of any requests of the nature set forth in subparts

(a)-(d) =ade to Housten Lighting & Power Cc=pany other

than as the question =ay relate to the interconnection

between Housten Lighting & Pcwcr Cc=pany and Gulf States

Utilities Co=pany, which has existed since 1929. All ,

documents related to the operation of the interconnection

with Gulf States Utilities Cc=pany have been provided in

connection with the =atter of West Texas Utilities Co. and

Central Power and Light Co. v. Texas Electric Service Co.

and Houston Lichtine & Pcwer Co., No. CA3-76-0633-F, and

previously made available to the Cepartment. Housten.

Lighting & Pcwer C =pany cannot and dces not purport to

answer for Texas Utilities.
r

1

2. Housten Lighting & Pcwer Cc=pany cannot and

does not purport to answer fer any other electric utility.

Houston Lighting & Pcwer Ccmpany has had no cen :act, agree-

=ent or u.7derstan' ding with any third Electric Utility re-
|

| lating to the use of rechanical devices to prevant the
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ihterstate flow of Fewer, nor has it had any contract,

understanding or agreenent with any other electric utility
'to the offeet that hoth would disconnect f::= any third ;

Electric Utility with which they were interconnected should )
that third Electric Utility ccm.ence in:erstate cceratien.

It has been the cec:=cn understanding ameng all members of

the Texas Interconnected Systems C' TIS' } the.: shculd any
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individual member of TIS desire to engage in interstate

operation it would provide netice to all the other members
,

!

of TIS in order that each individual merher of TIS could i

make a decision as to whether it would chcose to remain, ;

in intrastate operatica er engage in interstate operation.

This co==on understanding was explained at pages 256-257,

1141, 1145, 1152, 1139, 1269, 1271, 1307-08, 2754-55 of

the transcript in the trial of West Texas Utilities Co.,

et al. v. Texas Electric Service Co. , et al., suora. As

also explained at pages 693-94, 712-14, 1141, 1145, 1152,

1189, 1269, 1271 of the transcript in that same proceeding,

this was the interpretatien placed upon intercennection'

agreements which were entered into pri:: to the formatica

of T25. Corics of these intercennection agreements are

included in the documents previously produced for review

by the Department of Justice and/or in the exhibits in

West Texas U*4''*'es Co.. et al. v. Texas Electric Service,

Co., et al., suora.

3. The decision by Housten Lighting & Pcwer

Ccmpany to disconnec* on May 4, 1976, was =ade by Mr. Con

D. Jcedan who was president of Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer

C =pany at that time, in consultation with other officers

of Ecusten lighting & Pcwer Ccepany. The reascns given

by Mr. Jordan for the discennecti:n are explained in ex-

haustive'fetail in his testimeny set f :th at pages 2713-

2909 of the transcript in *4est Texas Ttilities Co., et al.

v. Texas Ilectrie serrice Oc.. et al., suora. The testi=ony

3, v. - " Si-icns i n -'a- -- ceed' -- ' s a.* so .eleva...

.. . _ . _
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in this regard t . cnat .t. Jordan consulted with Mr. Si:arons
Mr. Si==cas'prior to making the decision to disconnect. 1

-

testimony is at pages 2915-3154 of the transcript. :icusten

Lighting & Pcwer Company is not aware of any dccu=ents,

other than these previcusly produced for the ::epartmen:'s

inspection, which are relevant to this question.
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4. As stated in answer to .iterrogatory :To. 3,

Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer Carpany believes tha: this ques-

tien can best be answered by reference to the testimony

of M.r. Jordan, who =ade the decisi:n to disconnect n . stay

4, 1976, wherein Mr. Jordan testified as to the reasons

why he decided to order the discennecti:n. Housten Lighting

& Pcwer Company canne and does not purper: := answer for

Texas Utilities C =pany.

5(a). The require =ents f:r participati n in

the South Texas Project are contained in the South Texas

Project Participation Agreement.

5(b). The provisions of the Scush Texas Dreject

Participation Agreement speak for themselves. To the

extent that this subpar: seeks to have Housten Lighting

& Pcwer Ceepany further interpre: the previsions of the

Participation Agreement, i: : alls f r legal conclusi:ns,

and Houston Lighting & Pcwer C:mpany Ob ects to this sub-

part on that basis.

5 (c)-(e) . Houston Lighting & P ver C mpany

finds it i=possible to answer the questien as stated be-
.

cause there is no known way for one of the participants

in the South Texas Pro;ect to si=ul:anecusly engage in

in::astate and interstate c:==er:e. 2 ust:n Lighting &
i

| ?:ver C: pany can :nly prestre tha: the repartment Of
,

Jus: ice intended to ask whether it would be technically

pessible for one of the parti:ipants in the Scuth Texas

|
,

|

|
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1 Project to cperate through synchronous interconnections-

with the Southwest ?cwer Pool while other =eriers of the |

South Texas Project were not synchronoucly interconnected
,

with the Southwest ?cwer ? col. Two possible solutions
~

have been suggested: ' (1) a divisien of cwnership and

physical separation of the two units in che ?re!ect; a: d

(2) re:::oving pcwer frem..the Project by direct current bC)
~

interconnection. The affidavit of Mr. Wayne G. Siegelin
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attached as Exhibi C to .he Petitien f:: Leave to Intervene
./
/
'

and Request for Hearing Cut of Time filed by Central Pcwer

and Light Cct-cany on J=e .1, 1976, in this proceedine--

and as cdified by .ur. Siegelin's affidavi: Of January

15, 1977--describes sc=e alleged techni:al pr:blems with

t Operation of the Scud Texas 3ref ect = der de conditi:ns

assu=ed in '4r. Siegelin's affidavit.

"fithcut knewing the exact details of a OC inter-

cennection it is impossible := state de ecs: of such

intercennecti:n: hcwever, Ecusten Lighting & ?cwer Cc pany,

l
! notes :nat .Mr. Siegelin asserts the ces: cf the CC inter-

Oc=ecti:n eculd be screhwere in the range Of S60 =0 370

millien, and Ecust:n Li:htine. & Pcwor 0:=canv. 's ccunter-.

cla = in ' des: Texas Utilities. et al. v. Texas Electric

Service C:., et al., supra, esti=ated da: the ecs: cf

a *:C interconnectica under certain circ.~ stances could

be 567 =illien. Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer Corpany is

attaching as Exhibi: A, su.= aries of studies =ade in 1976

of possible CC interconnections at the Scuth Texas Prefect.

6. I: is impessible to state what ecst, if

~~any, would be borne by Ecusten Lighting & Dever C =cany

or any other : eder of I? COT if IF. COT were inter:c=ected

with the Scuchwes: Pcwer Pcci withcut kncwing the specific

inter:ennection pr:pesal and the basis for all:catica of

ces: among s11 the parties invcived in de inter:ennec-

| ' VNNT@iKLW8&Mi^ d W M W M d?id M ie .~>
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tien. as explained in the testirony of .wr. D. E. Si:=cns ,

1ccated at pages 2915-3109 of the transcript in a'est Texas
.

Utilities Co., et al. v. Texas Ilectri: Se-rice 00., at al.,

suers, Ecust:n Lic.htine. i. Sewer C ::c. anv. had en .-any occa-.

s. .s es.4 a.e. .w...e .4_..ac. ,n .s.e .r- . .s..s~__4 s s .4 ... 3.4ae ... .s .a .. .
..

. . . .. .. .

resulting f :e inter:ennecti:n with the Scushwes 2 ewer
,

'
Pec'. withou. regs d to specifi: ::ans :ission c nficeratic:.s.
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are included in the docu=ents produced for review by the

Department and/or in the exhibits in Wext Texas 'Jtilities

Co.. et al. v. Texas Electric Service Co., e: !t i . , supra.

7. Not applicable.
,

3. With respect to 2cus en Lighting & Pcwer

i Ccepany, the answer is ncne. "dcusten Lighting i Pcwer

Cecpany cannce and does not purpor to answer fer Texas

Utilities.

*

9. The o'nly occasien en which Housten Lighting

& Pcwer Cc=pany has ever received a direen ec==unicatien

frem Central Pcwer and Light Ceepany regarding Central

Pcwer and Light Company's desire to ec==ence interstate,

, -

cperaticn was in Oece:her, 1975. The circ --=:ances sur-, ,

,

rounding this neeting are described in the testircny of

Mr. Oon D. C.ardan 2.n West T, us Ctilities Oc., et al . r.

Texas Electric Se mice Co. et al., supra. Ecusten

Lighting E Pcwer Ccepany has never discussed this =atter

directly with West Texas Utilities Cc=pany.

10(al-(d). Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer Cc=pany's

decision as to whether to cperate en an intrastate basis*

:
'

has always been since 1935 a matter of decisien by the

Presiden er Chief Executive Officer. The present and

, pas: Presidents and Chief Executive Cf ficers who are
i

, ,

j still living are Ccn 3. Jcrdan, Jchn G. Reese, a.d P. H.

Rcbinson. Houston Lighting & Pcwer Cen.pany kncws of no,

4-

4

.

.

_ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . . . . _ -- . - -



. _. .; . ,s- , . ,-

'r^ s
'

6

.p.... ^ z. ^ _ ', ; ' - |-W ;ve; .-{ 9 4 . & , Q ~ * %, .f. "[ .| :; ' '-; - ', '; -.

' '

5.. ..:
__

.

cral or written cc:nunt.ca: ens regarding their v:.ews abou-

intrastate cperatien beycnd that giver in their testirony
and/or depcs .tions in 'a'est Te:cas *;tilities 00. . et s '. . r.

Texas Electri: Servf.ce 00.. ce si., suers, and the decu-

a

ments previously preduced f : Inspecti:n by the repartmen:.

*dcusten *.ighting 5 ?:wer :. pa..y has no way of stating
any cral ::::.un:. cati:ns made by pas: ?rcs.de..:s :: Chief

Ixecutive Off::ers wr.c are ncv deceased ::her than as
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such cc:.=unications =ay have been recorded in writing,'
.

;

in which event they *.culd be contained in the dccu=ents

previous!,y produced for inspection by the :epartment.

11. Housten Lighting & Pcuer Cc=pany has =ain-
.

tained an inter:enne::len with Gulf 5:stes J ilit:.es
i

since '.7:3, and has ac had direct inter:enne :::ns with |

any c her Electri: C:111:7 engaged in :.nterstate cecr.er:e,

resti cny presented at pages 3242 to 3:50 cf the tran- j
,

script in the trial of * des: Texas 0:ilities Co., et al.

v. Texas Electric Service Co., et al., suera, indicates )
i

|

that during Wcrld War ::, Ecusten Lighting & 7:wer C:=- '

pany was indirectly 13:er:ennected w :h several Electric

Otilities other chan Gulf States Utilities C:cc.anv which-
I

l

are ncw =e..bers of the Scuthwest Pcwer ?cci. Ecwever,

Housten Lighting & Pcwer Ceepany has not located any

records 1..dicating pur:hases or sales to any intersta:s

Electric Otility c her than Gulf States Ctilities Oc=pany.

"'he total nu=ber of kil: watt hours trans~10:ed to or

received fr== Ccif States Utilities since ;anuary 1, 1937,

)are:
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GH To OH Frtm 1

Tear SSU GSU |

1937 - -

1938 - -

1939 - -

1940 - -

1941 - -

1942 1- -

1943 16,597,300 -

1943 22,783,0C0 31,5C0
1945 22,5;.1,;CO 122,000
1946 i2,305,0C0 -

1947 !O,3 3,0C0 -

1943 12,523,0C0 -

1949 7,259,0CC -

195C 2:7,000 -

1951 227,2CC 5'. 3C
1952 452,200 77,459,:00

1952 :'3,00C 22,24:,:C0

1953 126,0C0 3,255,;CC
1955 253,0C0 91-0,0C0
1956 388,:C0 -

* 1957 1,389,0C0 57,344,0C0
1955 72,297,C00 12.552,0C0
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GR To GH " rom |Tear GSU GIU
,

1959 - -

1960 - -

1961 - -

1962 - -

1953 - -

1962 - -

90s
--

2.,a, sus. - ,r
i -

1966 - -

1967 5,199,000 -

1963 - -

..ca - -

1970 - -

1971 - -

1972 - -

1973 - -

1974 - -

1975 -- -

1976 . -

1977 - -

,
_ ...

The ' specific circumstances" surrounding the interconnec-

tien with Culf States Utilities Company are set forth in
,

Exhibit B hereto, which is an excerpt fres a report to
the Federal Power Ccmmission in January, 1968, entitled

" Interconnection Study, Housten Lighting & Pcwer Ceepany,

Gulf States Utilities Company and Texas ?cwer and Light
Company."

12 (a) . Ecusten Lighting & ?cwer Ocmpany has not
'

made any detailed study of the FIRC's intercennection and

reliability evaluatien to assess the validity of the

S31,175,000 figure as the cost of the facilities recem-

mended in the evaluation, or the va*.idity of the assurp-
| tion and calculations that led the FIRC staff to select

those facilities and to exclude others.
'
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Houston Lighting E Pcwer Company did comment

on the report by letter dated August 11, 1973, to .w3.

Kenneth F. Plumb, Secretary cf the Federal Inergy Regu-
J

latory Cc==ission, (Exhibit C here:0) and stated its

belief that "any theoretical benefits availatie frca

intereennections heyend the presen: IRCC-' service :er-

ritory are outweigned by additional transmission, =a.ta e-

men: and re'iabilitj ecs:s."
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Houston Lighting L' Power Cc=pany cannot and
i

does not purport to answer for Texas Utilities.

12 (b) . Houston Lighting & Pcwer Cc=pany does

not knew whether the quoted passage is correct er incor-

rect. Houston Lighting & Power Cor.pany was no: a par-

ticipant in the FE?.C study, and it does not knew what

overicads and/or adverse effects were er were not observed

by the Fort Worth regional of fice. Houston Lighting &

i Pcwer Company points out that the discussion on page 29

of the evaluation deals with " inertial lead flcws",

rather than " internal load flows", as suggested by sub-

part (b).

12(c). F.efer to the answers aheve.

12(d). See Exhibit C.

13. Housten Lighting & Pcwer Company cbjects.

to this question as being vague and ambiguous. The phrase

"the costs of regulation" is wholly undefined, and with-

out a definition the question and any answer that might
be given are meaningless.

14. Houston Lighting & Pcwer Cc=pany had no

reasca to assume that any of Texas Utilities' cperating i

ccepanies would disconnect from any c:her electric utility

shculd Housten Lighting & Power Company be ferced to dis-

connec: frem other electric utilities. Therefore, no

study of the effects of a joint or simultaneous discen-

necti:n has ever been made.

.
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15. Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer c =pany cannot
,

answer this questian as s sted since it is based en the

mistaken assu=ption that Ecust:n Lighting & Pcwer Oc=pany

is not subject to ?ERC jurisdictienal sucherity f : pur-

pcses cf the i=ple=entatien of inter:ennecti:ns and trans-

missicn services. The questi:n as :: whether any particular

intercenne-tien er wheeling ceder wculd he detersintal :

Housten Lighting & Power ::=panj's custe.ers depends On

the nature and terms Of the Order.

.. g -

I

e

i

!

.

9

e

-



q..

|
.

|

|
,

'

. |

|

16 (a) . As to Ecusten Lighting & ?cwer Company:

.

Ccmunity Wharton
Pubite County Elect.

Year Service Coco

1950 80,923,092* -

1951 109.902,997 -

1952 140,236,736 315.350
1953 170,051,435 472,140
1954 201,116,354 531,270
1955 260,577,539 545,940

.
1956 309,921,938 613,980
1957 377,190,622 663,420
1958 484,756,402 659,040
1959 551,273,148 657,960
1960 616,993,124 680,640
1961 716,431,503 700,800
1962 949,546,833 781,560
1963 1,025,431,330 803,910-

1964 1,180,822,973 '285,150
1965 1,217,872,9C0 974,745
1965 1,134,796,178 1,030,185
1967 1,231.218,793 1,127,115
1958 1,329,824,759 1,199,340
1969 1,470,311,621 1.461,915
1970 1,567,823,240 1,667,790
1971 1,687,670,358 1,771,650
1972 1,827,331.102 2,016,360
1973 1,954,038,019 1,997,775
1974 2,076,439,399 -

1975 2,158,832,394 -

1976 2,502.163,994 -

1977 2.637,376,420 -

1978 (11 months) 2,594,890,399 -

_

* Includes 5,787,005 c4H sold to Gulf States Utilities
i Co. in Alvin prior to the purchase of the Alvin Dist.

System by CPS in Cet:ber, 1930.
,

l

|

|
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16 (b) . None.

16(c). None.

17. This infor=ation was preficusly provided

: the Oepar.=ent in rcspense to Cuesti:ns N=ler 4 and

3 of.the South Texas P:0 ect Units i and 2, Anti:: st

Inf rmati:n. IRCOT was f::=ed as cne Of the nine regions

ei the National Ilectric Reliability Osuncil (NIRC). Che

p:2.ary functicn Of IRCOT is := ser /e as an informa:19n
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gathering and reporting organization. All docu=ents re-

lated to the formation of ERCCT were previously pr:duced

for inspection by the Cepartrent. Houston Lighting &

Pcwer Ccepany objects to the question contained in the

second sentence of Interrogatory No. 17 in that it incer-

rectly assumes that Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer Ccepany is

sufficiently f amiliar with the range of activities en-

gaged in by the other regional reliability councils to,

| enable Ecusten Lighting & Power Cc=pany to ec= pare the
:

| ange of activities engaged in by those other councils

to the range of activities engaged in by IRCCT.

18. This information was previcusly provided

to the Depart =ent in response to Cuestions Number 4 and

8 of the South Texas Project Unit 1 and 2, Antitrust

Information. TIS's formation was the formalizatien of

an evolving process of interconnections between electric

utilities in Texas over a peried of several decades. The

purpose of TIS was to put on a = ore formal basis the

relationship that had grewn up between electric utilities

i within Texas as a result of the electric intercennecticns
1

eferred to above. All dccu=ents in Housten Lighting ii

Pcwer Cc=pany's possessitn that relate to the formation

of T S have previously been furnished for the Cepart=ent's

inspection.
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.

To the extent that Ecusten Lighting & Pcwer :
1
.

Cc=pany has infor=atica cencerning requested =embership
. ,

in TIS by other electric utilities, that infc. atien is
;

centained in the documents that have previcusly been

furnished for the Depart =ent's inspectien.

19 (a) . Ecusten :.ichting L Pcwer Cenpany cbjects

to th.a questien in that it cal'.s upc. H: sten *.ighting
i

& Pcwer Cc=pany ic speculate shcut the pcssihie resuits

of a ecurse of cend;c: tha ..ever cecurred. As such, the

**
._-
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question calls for argument and conjecture, not facts,

and is therefore not proper.

19 (b) . Not applicable.
,

i 19(c). Not applicable.
1

20(a). Such ecmmunications with Housten Lighting
,

'

& Pcwer C:mpany that are not privileged, if any, would

he contained in the deposition testimony of P. H. Robinsen,

taken in West Texas Utilities Co., et al. v. Texas Elec-

tric Service Co. , et al., supra, and the documents already

made available for the Cepartment's inspection. Houston.
i

|- Lighting & Pcwer Cc=pany cannot and dces not purport to
1
,

'

answer for Texas Utilities.

; 20(b). None.

20 (c) . None.

i 21. This information was supplied in response
'

!

j to Interrogatory No.19 of Central Pcwer and Light Ccm-

pany's Titst Interregatories in this proceeding. Other

than the docu=ents already made available for the Depart-
4

ment's inspection, see Exhibit D.

| 22. Not applicable.

2 3 (a)-(c) . The answer to these Interregatories

was previously provided by Housten Lighting & Pcwer Cem-

pany in respense to Interrogatories 15 and 15 of the-

Plaintiffs' First Set of Inter:0gato.ies in West Texas

Utilities Co., et al. v. Texas Electric 3ervice C=., et

al., supra. '

| -
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23(d). Houston Lighting & Pcwer Company d:es

not keep records frem which the estimation cal'.ed for in

subpart (c) could reasonably he made.
'

~ !23(e). Beyond dec =.ents previcusly provided
:

.. for the Oepart=ent's inspection, there are nene. !

l

24. Nc: applicable.

25. It is Housten Lighting E ?cwer C:=pany's

belief tha: its hist rical =cde of Operatien has enabled

12--
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it to maintain the highes: degree of reliabi:.ity at the

lowest possible cost to its cus:ccers. Accordingly,

Houston Lighting & Pcwer Company is nce aware of any
.

situation in which consideratiens of in::astate versus
interstate Operations had any effect en the design of I

1

i

|its transmission and generation facilities, and Ecus:en
1

Lighting & Pcwer Ccrpany dces no: he'.ieve tha: the deci- |
1

sien to operate :n an in::astate basis has had any adverse

ecs: impac en the design of its trans:nssion er genera-
tien facilities.

Respectfully submitted,
',

, _

fd t,*

E. W. Sarne :

3000 Cne Shell Plaza
Houston, Texas 77002
(713) 229-1234

Attorney-in-Charge for Oefendant,
Housten Ligh :.nq L Pcwer Ocmpany

|CF COCISIL: ,

3AXIR & 3CT"S I

3000 Cne Shell Plaza
Housten, Texas 77002
(713) 229-1234
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day pers nal*y appeared ":. I. 3:MMCN3, who upcn his cath . ._

sis ed ths: he has answered the f re? ing H us:On ligntin;

; 7:wer ::-cany's :::ee:.:ns and Answers :: the Ce;t::ren:

Of J;st:.:e's i:.:s: 3e: :f N::.::en : .:4. ::ss::::.es and

Fequos:s f:: 7::du: :.:n :f :::: ents ,in his :spact:y as
** :e 7:esiden: Of :::pera e ?'anning for H: s::n *igh: Lng,.
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& Power company, and all sta:eeents contained therein

are true and correct.
i

i
i

_ _ m - .-

| D. E. SI.V.MCN5 '

_

|

SUBSCR:3E3 AND SWOPli TO 3ETCRE .v.E by the said

D. E. Si== ens, en this / 4 -7::. day of *anuary, 1979.
1

J
-

t
*V !

. * h .s ,6.hN > .. r *.s.
| NOTARY P'.;3:,~ 0 in and f or

i Harris C w h scL X A 5
i Ymy 9aak .o saa r.e .as, s ~wrr. * esse.
j W C8258*ca Q>tes .tne 1.19 *;* {j CERTIFICA"'E CP SERVICE, , ,

!

| This is to certify char a tr*.:e and correct ecpy
,

t
of the foregoing instrument has been forwarded to all

i
i

' f
counsel of record in this matter, on this the // ' - _

'i

w ____ !

)'

| day of . A ,<- 1. , , - 1979.
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