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TOWN OF MERRIMAC SANSWERS TO APPLICANTS'
FI14ST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND FIRST REQUEST
FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO ALL PARTIES AND
PARTICIPATING LOCAL GOVERNMENTS REGARDING CONTENTIONS

NOW COMES the TOWN OF MERRIMAC (TOM) and hereby ansvers
APPLICANTS' FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND FIRST RECLEZT FUR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO ALL PARTIES AND PARTICIPATING .OCAL
GOVERNMENTS REGARDING CONTENTIONS ON THE SEABROOK PLAN FOP
MASSACHUSETTS COMMUNITIES dated August 31, 1988 as fecllows:

QRJECTION_TO_PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

TOMobjects to Applicants’ request that any documents to be
produced by TOM must be provided at the offices of Applicants’
attorneys in HaverhillMassachusetts. The reguest is unduly »
bardensome and costly to7ToM , is disruptive of recordkeeping

maintained by the Town, and could unreasonably compel TOM. to
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transfer documents outside the EPZ. Consistent with Applicants’
past practice of wmaking its own documants available for
inspection to Intervenors at Seabrook Station, Applicants may
similarly assume the burden of coming teo T0M to {nspect any
relevant documents of 1cM, provided, however, that said
inspection is conducted during the discovery pericd, during
normal business hours, at a mutually agreeable time, following

reasonable notice to TON.

ANTERRQGATORLES

QUESTION:

1. Please identify the person(s]} answering or substantially
contributin to the answer ¢to each of the following
interrogatories,

ANSWER:
Ashod N, Amirian, Esquire, Attorney (Town Counsel)
for the Town of Merrimac, Mass,

—————————

QUESTION

2. Please identify and produce all documents, and describe
in detail all conversations not otherwise reflected in such
documents, which reflect or refer to what actions any
Massachusetts state or local government entity or official would,
could, might, would not, could not, or might not take in the
event of an actual radiological emergency at Seabrook Station,

ANSWER:

This interrogatory is objected to on grounds of attorney-
client privilege and wvork product., This interrogatory is
further objected to on grounds that it is so overly broad and
vague as to be incomprehensible. Whatever actions a TOM official
*might pot take in the event of an actual radiological emergency

at Seabrook Station® could include a decision to pPltpono a
luncheon engagement, Obviously the interrogatory 18 defective for

inguiring into wholly irrelevant matters. oince this Interrogatory
88

so vague, however, and wholly fails to specify the nature, scope,
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extent of the particular “emergency” at Seabrook Station
contemplated by the question, necessarily 10M gannot respond more
specifically to this question,

QUESTION:

3. Please identify and produce all documents, and describe
::c:::n.t‘lx. :rl‘l :c: o'n.v t.lr:e.t‘. ! :::0: °:o ."o';'. ::‘l::o '1.: l: neyt .:ny‘ zo. :ih
action by any Massachusetts state or local rovornnont official or
::::&;hto block, hinder or delay the licensing of Seabrook
ANSWER:

This interrogatory is objected te on grounds it is vague,
overly broad, argumentative, and, even if more properly drafted,
appears to seek communications and documents rot subject to
discovery by reason of the attorney-clien: privilege or work
product, TOM has never undertaken any actions with the
fundamental goal merely to "block, hinder or delay the licensing
of Seabrook Station®, At all times goveining officials of
have taken whatever actions deemed appropriate and necessary to
protect the health and safety of their citizens, The intimation
in the interrogatory that T0M ‘s motives or methods have been

purely obstructionist is highly objectionable.

QUESTION:

‘. Please identify and produce all documents generated
After January 1, 1980 that reflect or refer to any emergency
planring (other than that engaged in by Applicants) conducted or
cont lated for the Massachusetts EPZ or any portion thereof,
including but not limited to emergency planning required pursuant
to the Emergency Planning Act, Such documents should include,
but not be limited to, documents that reflect or refer to whether
the SPMC or any other plan for dealing with a radiclogical
emergency at Seabrook Station has or has not been, or will or
will not be, used in planning for emergency situations other than
those involving Seabrook Station,
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ANSWER!

This interrogatory is objectionable to the extent it seeks
to invade the attorney-client privilege or to obtain work product
prepared by or on behalf of counsel for T0OM or TMofticials for
purposes of litigation, 1M further objects to this
interrogatory on grounds that, to the best of TON's knowledge and
belief, Applicants are already in possession of all planning
documents for the Seabrook EPZ, and further that Applicants
*engaged in®, or wvere involved with, generating these documents
prior to decisions by the Commonwealth and Massachusetts Egp2
communitiea that emergency planning for Seabrook is not feasible.
TOM is not in possession of any planning documeints, within the
scope of the reguest, generated since that date, T0M
acknowledges, however, its responsibilitios to the extent
required under the Emergency Planning Act, although ne sueh

planning document has been approved by the Town,

QUESTION:

5. Please list every admitted SPMC nontention which you de
not intend to participate in litigating, {.e., concerning which
you will not take discovery, present evidence, make arguments,
conduct cross-examination, or submit proposed findings,

ANSWER:

As Applicants should be awvare, this interrogatory is
premature, Presently, the Coumonwealth, EPZ Towns in
Massachusetts, and Applicants, are engaged in streamlining and
consolidating the numerous admitted contentions for submission as

*Joint intervenor® contentions. As of the date of these answers,

that process has not been completed, Identification of
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*all the facts” which RAY possibly pPertain teo Any particular
contention,

b. See Ansver to lntorrogutory 5 and ¢a,

€. See ansver to Interrogatory s ang 6a. By vay of further
Ansver, 1oM has not yet identified Any experts who will testiry
on behalf of TOM,

d. See Ansver to !ato:roqatory 5 and 6a. By wvay of further
Answver, this lntorrogutory is objected to A% outside the scope of
Permissible dl.covory, &8 premature, and as constituting a
fishing expedition intended to intrude into the litigatien
Strategies, ang mental impressions OfTOM' Scounsel and officials,

®. See ansvers to XntoerQltortoo 5, 6a, and ¢4, By way of
further objection, this lntorroqatory. wvhich seeks any document
'burlnq upon® a contention, is go bpoa
!neo.prohonltbh.

and vague as to be

DATED: SEPTEMBER 16, 1988 BY:

AShOQL, “Amitian, Oquire
Town Counsel of Merrimac

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
ESSEX, ss, September 16, 19Gs

Petswnally Appeared the above-named Ashod N, Amiiian and swore
te the truthfulness of the {urrguan Statements based upon
pPersona) knowledge, information and belief,

H“f‘\,l e e,

NOtary Pur!x:: Fntrlsxs Harb

My commission CXpires: oOctr., 27
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