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. Ycu and I had a telephone conversaticn en Wednesday,
,eptem:e to, :.n wn:.cn you . n:Ormed ne c:. tn.e procam..ae ca es

. . .. . .
. .C

for the depositions of .Vr. William Price , Pz. 'ce Ourham and-

possibly Pz. Wayne Siegelin en October 2 and 3 in Corpus ~

''h ris ti , Texas, in the abcva -a#=~enced proceeding.. You
to . :. me tna: :ocuments were c.e:.ng proc.ucec at One ..me c:.

. .
. .. .

the fepositions, and indicated for the first time hat the?ub i:. : "tilities 3 card of -he City of Brownsville, Texas
("?U3") wcu '.d not have access : these docume.its u.til it signef.-. 2;m - - - _. _a _ . a.. ., , . . -- e ,- _ ._ _ a ._4 ng .c con ; e n 4 , , a .y .

_..
.. -

_ - - - - . .

I strongly object to the way in which the issue of
a prote::ive Order has been raised at the last minute. pus
has been put in the position of choosing either :0 accede to
a protective order which we regard as unacceptable without af"11 oppor:r.ity to negotiate a reasonable and limited
ac eement, er else :o participate in the deposition withcut
reviewing the documents produced there, thus losing mos: cf
the benefit cf participation. Neither of these alternatives
is acceptable .
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F3 ini -he 03W C ::anies, in Other werds, the documents
th a: .e va-icus C5W Cc=p'nies wculd have produced if the
Board had :.ssued the subpcenas duces tecum that PU3 recuested.
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* T.is proposed order nowhere indicates you intended to apply it

to EL&P/*U subpoenas.

Moreover, PU3 has s.rong objections to scne of the
provisions which you have proposed, as I have outlined in
detail in a separate letter to you dated today and which we
have discussed with your co-counsel before. Since I understcof
you to say Wednesday that you expected the same proposed pro-
tective order to apply to these deposition documents, I antici-
pate that we will need to discuss the treatment of confidential
docunents thoroughly before we can reach an agreement. Indeed,
we regard some of you positions as so unreasonable that there
is little hope of resolution by agreement, if you ma.i.ntain
yocr position.

Although I have been trying := find out from he
principal parties since Septa-ker 21 what arrangements were
being made about the depositions in Corpus Christi, you and
c _her ecunsel were out of town, at other depositions I
believe, and .he conversation I had with you on Wednesday
was the first contact with am atecrney I managed to '. ave en
: .e I?&~. deposi_ ions. (M . Baldwin of Baker & Ectes
telepho .ed ne On "hursday, Septa-"er 27.) As I stated in a
'.e::er Of Sep:=-wer 26, 1979 :: Mr. Copeland cf 3aker & 3 orts,
.a: fac: tha: PC3 does not have the resou ces 20 attenf all
.e depositions scheduled in this proceeding does not mean
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and 'Other plans .

If you had contacted us about confidentiality
stdficiently in advance, I a= sure we would have been able
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dif f er ences . Because of the ve:-I short time remaining
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vented in th:.s way frc= participating fully in the depo-
sitions , we may find it necessa y to seek '"- ' er depost.: ions
Of _bese witnesses at a later date, and I hereby infort. you
hat we reserve his right.
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