UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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NORTHERN INDPIANA PUBLIC ) (Constructicn Permi
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PORTER COUNTY CHAPTER INTERVENORS'
ANSWER TO NIPSCO MOTIONS FOR PRO-
TECTIVE ORDERS REGARDING DEPOSITIONS
OF J.W. DUNN, HAROLD RICCA
AND JAMES F., PURCELL

NIPSCO filed Motions for Protective Orders on June 18
and 25, 1981, seeking orders that the depositions of NIPSCO
employees J.W. Dunn, Harold Ricca and James F, Purcell, properly
noticed by PCCI to be taken on August 1%, August 25 and September
1, 1981 respectively, not be ‘aken on any date subsequent to July
31, 1931, NIPSCO's motions are both groundless and presumptious.
They should be denied.

The sole effort by NIPSCO to .;eer its burden of showing "good
cause" for tLhe protective orders it seeks (10 C.F.R. §2.740(c))
is that it has filed a "Motion for Establishment of Schedule”,
which it assumes will be “ranted, and that PCCI has offered no justi-
_iscation for extending discovery beyoni the time which NIPSCO has
requested as a limic for discovery. NIPSCO apparently does not
rea.ize that its filing of a motion does not operate to effectuate

tne relief requested, ror that it lacks the authority to unilaterally
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