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Docket NO. 100437-El 

Filed: May31,2011 

Pursuant to Fla, Admin. Code R. 28-106.206, and Rule 1.340 o f  the Florida Rules of 

Civil Procedure, Progress Energy Florida, Inc. (“PEF”) hereby serves its objections to OPC’s 

Third Set of Interrogatories (’Nos. 6-41} and states as follows: 

GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

With respect to the “Defnitions” md “Inshctions” in OPC’s Third Set of  

Interrogatories, PEF objects to any definitions or instructions that are inconsistent with PEE’S 

discovery obligations under applicable rules. If some question arises as to PEF*s discovery 

obligations, PEF will comply with applicable rules and not with any of OPC’s definitions or 

instructions that are inconsistent with those rules. 

Furthermore, PEF objects to any interrogatory that calls for PEF to create data or 

information that it otherwise does not have because there is no such requirement under the 

applicable rules and law. 

PEF objects to any definition or interrogatory that sceks to encompass persons or entities 

who are not parties to this action or that are not subject to discovery under applicable rules. 

PEF also objects to any Interrogatory or Request for P 

PEF or its experts to prepare studies, analyses, or to do work for OPC that has done for 
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PEF, presumably at BEF’s cost. 

Additionally, PEF generally objects to OPC’s Third Se t  af Interrogatories to the extent 

ation protected by the 

doctrine, the accountant-client privilege, the trade secret any other applicable 

privilege or protection afforded by law. 

PEF also objects to any attempt by OPC to evade the numerical limitations set on 

interrogatories in the Order Establishing &me by asking e independent qu 

within single individual questions and subparts. 

Finally, PEF rcserves the ri&t to supplement any of i responses to OPC’s Third Set of 

Interrogatories if PEF cannot locatc the answers immediately due to their magnitude and the 

work required to aggregate them, or if PEF later discovers additional responsive information in 

the course ofthis proceeding. 

By making these general objections at this time, PEF does not waive or relinquish its 

right to assert additional general and specific objections to OPC’s discovery at the time PEF’s 

response is due. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy ofthe foregoing has been h i s h e d  

below. 

~ e i n o  YomdTsa  enn nett 
Mice of General Counsel 
:lorida Public Service Commission 
l.540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
ralislhmsw, FL 32399-0850 

Mr. Jmes  W. Brew/F. Alvin Taylor 
do Brickfield Law Firm 
1025 Thomas Jefferson St., NW 
Sfi Floor, West Tower 
Washington, DC 20007 

Florida Industrial Power Users Group 
Gordon Kaufmm 

Keefe Anchors Gordon & Moyle, PA 
1 18 North Gadsden Street 

RehwinkeVEric SayIer 

1 1 1 West Madison Street, #8 I2 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 
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