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The following objections are made with respe:t to

of the interrogatories.
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In addition to the General Objections, Applicants

make tue following objections to Lhe discovery requests.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I served a copy of "Applicants’
Objections to Reno’s First Set of Interrogatories and Request
for Production of Documents" by facsimile on September 29,

1997 on:

Paul H. Lamboley

1020 19th Street, N.W.
Suite 40-

washington, D.C. 20036

30, 1997 I served said document by first-class

mail

Patricia A. Lynch
City Attorney
Michiel K. Halley
Deputy City Attorney
Reno City Hall

490 S. Center otreet
Room 204

Reno, Nevada 89501

and by first-class mail, ostage prepaid orn all parties in
Y

Finance Docket No. 32760 requesting service of filings regard-

ing the Reno and Wichita Mitigation Studies.
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Finence Docket No. 32780

UNION PACIFIC CORPORATION, UNION PACIFIC RAILROA
AND MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY
-- CONTROL AND MERGER --
SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAIL CORPORATION, SOUTHERN PACIFIC
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, ST. LOUIS SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY
COMPANY, SPCSL CCRP. AND THE DENVER AND
RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY

APPLICANTS’ OBJECTIONS TO RENO’S FIRST SET
QF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Applicants UPC, UPRR, YPRR, SPR, SPT, SSW, SPCL and-:

DRGW submit the follow. . objections to the interrogatories
and document requests served by Reno on September 24, 1597.
These objections are made pursuant to paragraph 1 of the
Discovery Guidelines applicable to this proceeding, which
rovides that objections co discovery requests shall be made
"by means of a written objection containing a general state-
ment of the kasis for the objection."

Applicants intend to file written responses to the
discovery requests. These responses may provide information
in response to scme of the requests, noctwithstanding the fact
that objections to the requests are noted herein. It is ces-
sary and éppropriate at this stage, however, for Applicants to
preserve their right to assert permissible objections.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS
The following objections are made with respect to

all of the interrogatories.







