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CEDER GRANTING PROTECTIVE ORDER

Thig order addresses Southern States Utilities, Inc.’s, (SSU)
Objection To and Motion for Protective Order from Interrogatory
No. 157 propounded on September 12, 1995, by the Office of the
Public Counsel (OPC) in its Fifth Set of Interrogatories. OPC did
not file a response to SSU’s motion.

OPC’s Interrogatory No. 157 requests that SSU respond to the
following question:

Income tax, consclidated. For each affiliated company
participating in the consclidated tax return with the
company, state the amount of estimated net income or loss
for 1995 and 1996.

SSU asserts that Interrogatory No. 157 is vague, because SSU
cannot determine whether OPC seeks information regarding book
income or loss, tax income or loss, or both. 8SU also objects to
the interrogatory for the following reasons: 1) SSU does not have
possession, custody, or control over the projected income figures
of every corporation mentioned in Interrogatory No. 157; 2} the
request seeks information not relevant to this case; and 3) the
privacy interests of the other corporations outweigh OPC’s
interests in discovering information that might be relevant.

Interrogatory No. 157 is overly broad and, as written, may
encompass privileged information. See Krvpton Broadcasting of
Jackson vs. MGM Pathe Communications Company, 629 So.2d 852 (Fla.
lst DCA 1993). S8SU’s Motion for Protective Order is granted and a
protective order is hereby entered as to Interrogatory No. 157.
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Based on the foregoing, it is therefore

ORDERED by Commissioner Diane K. Kiesling, as Prehearing
Officer, that Southern States Utilities, Inc.'s, Motion for
Protective Order from answering the Office of Public Counsel's
Interrogatory No. 157 is granted, and a protective order is hereby
entered.

By ORDER of Commissioner Diane K. Kiesling, as Prehearing
Officer, this _ 30th day of _October , 1995 .

Dol <<

DIANE K. KIESL‘IN’G Comm1ss er and

Prehearing Off .lcer(-—-—'—
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NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW

The Florida Public Service Commigssion is required by Section
120.59(4), Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders that
ig available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as
well as the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice
should not be construed to mean all requests for an administrative
hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief
sought.

Any party adversely affected by this order, which 1is
preliminary, procedural or intermediate in nature, may request: (1}
reconsideration within 10 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.038(2)},
Florida Administrative Code, if issued by a Prehearing Officer; (2}
reconsideration within 15 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.060, Florida
Administrative Code, if issued by the Commission; or (3) judicial
review by the Florida Supreme Court, in the case of an electric,
gas or telephone utility, or the First District Court of Appeal, in
the case of a water or wastewater utility. A moticon for
reconsideration shall be filed with the Director, Division of
Records and Reporting, in the form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060,
Florida Administrative Code. Judicial review of a preliminary,
procedural or intermediate ruling or order is available if review
of the final action will not provide an adequate remedy. Such
review may be requested from the appropriate court, as described
above, pursuant to Rule 9.100, Florida Rules of Appellate
Procedure.



