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BOCKIUS LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

LOS ANGELES

I.  GENERAL PROVISIONS 

A. General Provisions  

1. This Order applies to fact witness depositions only.  The parties agree to 

work together to reach a separate stipulated order that will govern expert witness depositions.   

2. Unless otherwise stated in this Order, California law applies to all fact 

witness depositions taken in the above-captioned case.  

B. Designees for Receipt of Notice and Information Relating to Depositions 

The following individuals shall receive any notice relating to fact witness depositions, 

including but not limited to scheduling and Notice of Intent to Appear: David Schrader and 

Yardena Zwang-Weissman on behalf of the Defendants; Paul Kiesel and Ray Boucher on behalf 

of the Private Plaintiffs; Jessica Brown on behalf of the Government Plaintiffs; and Michael 

Leslie on behalf of the Developer Plaintiffs.1   Deposition notices shall also be served on Case 

Anywhere.   

C. Notice of Intent to Attend a Deposition 

In order for counsel to make arrangements for adequate deposition space, written notice of 

the names of those attorneys intending to attend a deposition shall be provided not fewer than five 

(5) business days prior to the deposition, whenever feasible.  Paul Kiesel’s office shall provide the 

names of all counsel representing the Private Plaintiffs who will attend; Jessica Brown’s office 

shall provide the names of all counsel representing the Government Plaintiffs who will attend; 

Michael Leslie’s office shall provide the names of all counsel representing the Developer 

Plaintiffs who will attend; and David Schrader’s office shall provide the names of all counsel 

representing the Defendants who will attend.  Unnecessary attendance by counsel is discouraged 

and may not be compensated in any fee application to the Court.  Counsel hosting the deposition 

shall not be required to provide space for more than twenty (20) attending attorneys.  Nothing in 

this agreement will preclude each of the three Government Plaintiffs from seeking costs or fees 

1 “Developer Plaintiffs” are those plaintiffs in the matters of Toll Brothers, Inc., et al. v. Sempra Energy, et al. 
(BC674622). Inclusion of the Developer Plaintiffs in this Protocol, including agreement regarding the Developer 
Plaintiffs’ allotment of time for depositions as set forth herein, does not constitute agreement that there should be a 
separate track for Developer Plaintiffs and does not waive the rights of any party to dispute or oppose the 
designation of a separate Developer Plaintiffs track in this litigation.  
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for a representative attorney.  Nothing in this agreement shall preclude a party from opposing any 

request for cost or fees.   

D. Scheduling 

To the extent practicable, at least thirty (30) days in advance of scheduling proposed 

depositions for a calendar week, counsel identified in Paragraph I.B., above, or their designees, 

shall meet and confer in an effort to schedule the depositions proposed for the calendar week at 

mutually convenient times and locations. To the extent that the parties cannot reach agreement 

regarding scheduling of depositions of fact witnesses, the parties shall present the dispute to the 

Court in a joint statement that includes each party’s separately proposed schedule. 

E. Deposition Day 

Unless otherwise agreed, a deposition day shall generally commence at 9:00 a.m.  

Variation from this schedule may be made by agreement of counsel who noticed the deposition 

and counsel for the witness.  Each deposition day shall have at least a 15–minute morning break 

and a 15–minute afternoon break, with one (1) hour for lunch.   

F. Costs 

The noticing party shall bear the expense of stenographic recording, video recording (if 

applicable), and any applicable witness fees.  Motions to recover these costs and expenses may be 

made at the conclusion of the litigation in accordance with applicable law.  Nothing in this 

agreement shall prevent a party from opposing such a motion.  

II.  CONDUCT OF DEPOSITIONS 

A. Examination of Parties and Party-Affiliated2 Witnesses 

1. The Parties agree to meet and confer during the scheduling of fact witness 

depositions to divide parties and party-affiliated witnesses into two separate groups for deposition 

purposes, as further explained below.   

2. Group One shall be comprised of parties and party-affiliated witnesses who 

2 A “party affiliated” witness is a current employee, officer, director, managing agent, or consultant or a former 
employee, officer, director, managing agent, or consultant of one or both Defendants who will be represented by 
Defendants’ counsel at the deposition. 
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had a finite role in the events underlying the claims in this lawsuit. The side (i.e., plaintiffs or 

defendants) noticing a deposition shall have no more than seven (7) hours for direct examination 

of a Group One party or party-affiliated witness.  The side defending a Group One witness 

deposition shall have up to thirty (30) minutes to question the witness.  Thus, the total deposition 

time for a party or party-affiliated Group One witness shall not exceed seven and one-half (7.5) 

hours.   

3. Group Two shall be comprised of parties and party-affiliated witnesses who had or 

have a more substantial role than Group One witnesses in the events underlying the claims in this 

lawsuit and, as a result, their depositions cannot reasonably be completed within one day. The 

side (i.e., plaintiffs or defendants) noticing a deposition shall have no more than 14 hours to 

conduct direct and re-direct examination of a Group Two party or party-affiliated witness.  The 

side defending a Group Two witness deposition shall have up to one hour to question the witness.  

Thus, the total deposition time for a party or party-affiliated Group Two witness shall not exceed 

fifteen (15) hours.   

4. The Plaintiffs believe that some witnesses will require more than 14 hours for the 

deposition and will notify Defendants of their intention to seek more than 14 hours for a 

particular witness’s deposition at least 30 days prior to the deposition.   

5. If the parties are not able to agree on the designation of a party or party-affiliated 

witness as either a Group One or Group Two witness, or to more than 14 hours for a particular 

witness deposition, the parties shall bring the dispute to the Court for resolution, either by a 

discovery conference or joint statement, at least ten (10) days before the scheduled deposition 

date.  The deposition shall not proceed until the dispute is resolved by the Court or mutual 

agreement. The groups and time frames identified above do not apply to Person Most 

Knowledgeable (PMK) depositions. The parties shall meet and confer on the time needed for any 

PMK depositions, and if they are unable to agree, shall present the dispute to the Court for 

resolution at least ten (10) days prior to the commencement of the deposition.    

6. Questioning by Plaintiffs will be done by designated attorneys for the Private 

Plaintiffs, Government Plaintiffs, and Developer Plaintiffs. In advance of the deposition, the 
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Plaintiff groups will decide among themselves which Plaintiff group will question the fact witness 

first and how time for questioning will be allocated, within the allowed total time limits.  Counsel 

for Defendants shall be advised of the proposed order and allocation before the deposition 

proceeds, and of any subsequent adjustments to the proposed order and allocation that may arise 

during the deposition.  

7. Unless agreed otherwise, the allocation of time for depositions noticed by 

Plaintiffs is as follows: 

a. For depositions taken in accordance with paragraphs 2-4 above, time will 

be divided among the Plaintiff groups as follows: 45% to Private Plaintiffs, 45% to Government 

Plaintiffs, and 10% to Developer Plaintiffs.  Plaintiffs may reallocate the time, provided the 

primary examination does not exceed the time permitted for the deposition as set forth in section 

II.A above.  Any reallocation must be put on the record. 

b. No more than two (2) attorneys from the Private Plaintiffs, one attorney for 

Developer Plaintiffs, and two (2) attorneys from the Government Plaintiffs, for a total of five (5) 

attorneys, may question a witness provided, however, the questioning attorneys shall examine the 

witness sequentially and otherwise avoid duplicative questioning and/or assertions of objections. 

8. All “on-the-record” time shall count toward the time limits designated herein.  

9. Notwithstanding the limitations expressed above, all deposition limitations may be 

modified, by agreement of all parties or when necessary to fairly examine a deponent.  Any 

disputes regarding modification shall be brought to the Court for informal resolution either by 

discovery conference or joint statement. 

a. To the extent that any party contends that the time provided for herein is 

insufficient to adequately complete a particular deposition, counsel for the party who has been 

designated to examine the witness and counsel for the witness shall, prior to any relief being 

sought from the Court, meet and confer in an attempt to reach agreement on the length of the 

deposition. 

b. If the parties cannot agree on whether additional time is needed, the Court 

shall decide on a deposition-by-deposition basis.  The party seeking additional time must arrange 
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for the dispute to be brought before the Court in sufficient time to be resolved before the 

commencement of the deposition or upon realization that additional time will be needed, but in no 

instance later than the next court day following the deposition. In addition, if the conduct of the 

witness or counsel defending the deposition prevents the deposition from being completed within 

the time permitted, a party may seek additional time from the Court promptly after the deposition 

otherwise concludes.  

B. Examination of Third Party Witnesses 

The counsel identified in paragraph I.B., or their designees, shall meet and confer at least 

10 days in advance of a third party fact witness deposition to discuss and agree upon allocation of 

time. If they cannot agree, the parties will present the dispute to the Court in advance of the 

deposition.  The deposition shall not proceed until the dispute is resolved by the Court or by 

agreement between the parties. 

C. Objections  

Each side shall identify one attorney responsible for making any objections.   Unless 

otherwise specified, an objection by such counsel shall be deemed an objection by all similarly 

situated counsel (i.e., all plaintiffs or all defendants).  However, unless otherwise specified, an 

instruction not to answer by counsel should not be deemed an instruction not to answer by any 

other similarly situated counsel. 

D.  Location of Depositions 

During the meet and confer regarding deposition scheduling described in Paragraph I.D. 

above, the parties shall also discuss the location of each deposition and attempt to reach 

agreement on where the deposition will take place. The parties will make best efforts to take all 

depositions in the City of Los Angeles as set forth below. In the absence of agreement, California 

law shall apply.  

1. For depositions of witnesses affiliated with Defendants, the deposition will be held 

at the offices of Morgan Lewis & Bockius, 300 S. Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, CA.  For 

witnesses not required to appear for deposition in the City of Los Angeles, Defendants will advise 

Plaintiffs of any alternative location at least ten (10) days prior to the deposition.  If the parties 
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cannot agree on an alternative location, the parties shall bring the dispute to the Court at least 

seven (7) days before the scheduled deposition date for informal resolution either by conference 

call or joint statement.  

2.  For depositions of witnesses affiliated with one or more of the Government 

Plaintiffs, the deposition will be held at the offices of Miller Barondess LLP, 1999 Avenue of the 

Stars, Suite 1000, Los Angeles, CA; and  

3.  For depositions of Private Plaintiffs or witnesses affiliated with one or more 

Private Plaintiffs, the deposition will be held at the offices of Golkow Court reporting services, 

555 W. 5th Street, 32nd Floor, Los Angeles, CA, or at the offices of Private Plaintiffs’ counsel in 

the City of Los Angeles to be identified at least ten (10) days before the deposition. 

4. For depositions of witnesses affiliated with the Developer Plaintiffs, at the offices 

of Boies Schiller Flexner LLP, 725 S. Figueroa St., 31st Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90017. 

5. The parties shall meet and confer prior to the depositions to discuss necessary 

equipment needs. 

E.  Telephonic Participation 

Arrangements shall be made at the deposition location to allow parties to participate in the 

conduct of the depositions by telephone. Anyone who is listening to the deposition telephonically 

or by other means must be identified for the record.  The Court Reporter shall take telephonic 

appearances ten (10) minutes before the start of the deposition (i.e., at 8:50 a.m. for a deposition 

scheduled to start at 9:00 a.m.).  Counsel appearing by telephone shall mute their telephones. 

Technical difficulties with telephonic appearances shall not constitute grounds for continuing or 

terminating the deposition or for rendering deposition testimony inadmissible that would 

otherwise be admissible in evidence. Counsel participating in the deposition in-person may 

terminate the arrangements for remote participation at any time during the deposition if it is 

disrupting the deposition.  Nothing herein is meant to prevent counsel participating remotely in 

the deposition from communicating with co-counsel. 
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F.  Documents Used in Connection with Depositions  

1. Production of Documents in Connection with Depositions 

a. Production of custodial documents for Defendants’ custodians shall be 

governed by the terms of the Alternative Discovery Plan.  If additional custodial documents 

encompassed by the Alternative Discovery Plan are identified after the production of a custodial 

file, Defendants shall produce such documents as expeditiously as feasible prior to the deposition.  

If such documents are produced less than three (3) business days prior to the scheduled 

deposition, Plaintiffs may continue the deposition. 

b. Custodial documents for Plaintiffs’ custodians, to the extent not previously 

produced, shall be produced as expeditiously as feasible prior to the deposition.  If additional 

custodial documents are produced less than three (3) business days prior to the deposition, 

Defendants may continue the deposition. 

2. Use of Documents at Deposition    

a. Deposing counsel shall provide to each of the questioning counsel 

personally attending a deposition copies of the documents on which deposing counsel expects to 

examine a deponent.   

b. Documents that have been previously produced shall be referred to by the 

Bates number appearing on the document and shall be assigned an exhibit number at the 

deposition.  Documents that have not been previously produced and/or that do not have Bates 

numbers shall be assigned an exhibit number at the deposition.  

c. All exhibits shall be marked with the following numbers and symbols in 

the following order: (1) the number of the deponent in the case (e.g., if deponent is the 12th 

deponent, regardless of the party on whose behalf the witness is appearing, the first number 

would be “12”); (2) a hyphen; and (3) the sequential number of that exhibit at the particular 

deposition. Thus, for example, if the deponent is the 12th deponent in the order of depositions, 

and that deponent is being showed the first exhibit at that deposition, the exhibit would be marked 

as follows: 12-1.  In the case of multiple depositions occurring on or about the same date, 
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deposition liaison counsel for the Parties shall meet and confer in advance of the depositions and 

decide which deponent will be given which deponent number. 

3. Objections to Documents.     

Objections to the relevance or admissibility of documents used as deposition exhibits not 

made during the deposition are not waived, and are reserved for later ruling by the Court.  

G. Video Depositions 

The video operator shall preserve custody of the original video medium (tape or DVD) in 

its original condition until further order of the Court.  Copies shall be provided to the parties upon 

request and at the requesting party(ies)’s expense.  No part of the video or audio recording of a 

video deposition shall be released or made available to any member of the public, except for use 

in these proceedings in accordance with the terms of the Protective Order entered in this JCCP 

(“Protective Order”).      

H. Deposition Transcripts 

1. Corrections to a deposition shall be listed on an errata sheet, which the deponent 

shall submit to the court reporter within thirty (30) days of the deponent’s, or his or her counsel’s 

receipt of the final transcript, whichever is earlier.  The court reporter shall serve copies of the 

errata sheet on all parties purchasing the transcript.  The parties may upon agreement modify this 

requirement as may be necessary.  Any modification shall be placed on the record at the 

deposition. 

2. If no corrections are made within 30 days after receipt of the transcript from the 

court reporter, and if good cause is not shown for an extension of the 30 days’ limitation, the 

parties shall have the right to use a certified copy of the transcript in any further proceedings as 

though the copy were the original transcript.   

3. Each party shall bear its own costs in securing copies of the deposition transcript 

and exhibits, videotape, or DVD from the court reporter.  

I. Treatment of Confidential Documents or Testimony 

All parties shall comply with the Protective Order.  Certain documents that may be used in 

depositions may be designated “Confidential” or otherwise protected under the terms of the 
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Protective Order because (a) the parties have so agreed; (b) a party has designated the document 

to be Confidential pursuant to the Protective Order; or (c) the Court has so ordered.  Attendance 

at any portion of a deposition in which documents that are designated as “Confidential” or 

otherwise subject to that designation shall be restricted to those persons authorized by the 

Protective Order to view such documents.  This restriction includes those attending a deposition 

telephonically.  Any portion of the deposition transcript containing Confidential Information shall 

be handled in the manner set forth in the Protective Order.  Confidential portions of deposition 

transcripts may be opened, read, and used only for purposes as permitted by the terms of the 

Protective Order.  

J. Stipulation Regarding the Transcript  

1. Depositions of Parties:  Unless otherwise agreed, the following stipulation shall 

apply to all depositions taken of parties and party-affiliated witnesses in this JCCP and shall be 

included in each transcript by the court reporter: 

Upon completion of the transcription of this deposition, the original transcript shall be 

sent to counsel for the witness by the court reporter.  Counsel shall promptly forward it to the 

witness for review, correction, and signature under penalty of perjury.  Within 30 days of 

receiving the transcript from the court reporter, the witness’s counsel shall forward the original 

transcript plus corrections to the court reporter, who will promptly notify (a) all counsel who 

questioned the witness and (b) the counsel identified in Paragraph I.B., above of its receipt and 

any changes made by the witness.  The parties may shorten this time period by agreement and, if 

the parties cannot agree, the party seeking a shortened time period may seek relief from the Court.  

2. If a party or party-affiliated witness is not represented by counsel, the original 

transcript will be sent to the witness by the court reporter.  After review, correction, and signature 

within 30 days from the date of receipt, the witness shall return the original transcript to the court 

reporter, who will notify all counsel of its receipt and any changes to testimony made by the 

witness.  The parties may shorten this time period by agreement and, if the parties cannot agree, 

the party seeking a shortened time period may seek relief from the Court.  
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Case No. 15K15982

Steven Wolfson, Esq. 
Law Offices of Steven Wolfson 
4766 Park Granada Boulevard, Suite 208 
Calabasas, CA  91302 

Counsel for Plaintiffs in Constantino v. Southern 
California Gas Company, et al.; LASC, Case 
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Mulholland v. Southern California Gas Company, 
et al.; LASC, Case No. BC618460 - Coordinated 
with JCCP 5/12/16

Dro Zarik Menassian 
Menassian Law Firm LLP 
1615 W. Mines Avenue, Suite A1 
Montebello, CA  90640 

Counsel for Plaintiffs in Menassian Holdings, 
LLC; et al. v. Southern California Gas Company, 
et al. LASC Case No. PC056974 (Chatsworth) – 
Coordination Pending

Jesse S. Salas 
Law Office of Jesse S. Salas 
1721 W. Fern Avenue 
Redlands, CA  92373 

Counsel for Plaintiffs in Steven Collis v. Sempra 
Energy, et al.; LASC Case No. BC621933 -
Coordinated with JCCP 7/27/16

James Benedetto 
Benedetto Law Group 
2372 Morse Avenue, Suite 130 
Irvine, CA  92614 

Counsel for Plaintiffs in John Carnevali, et al. v. 
Southern California Gas Company, et al.; 
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Garabed Kamarian 
Kamarian Law, Inc. 
210 North Glenoaks Boulevard, Suite D 
Burbank, CA 91502 
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Loren N. Meador 
Gurvitz, Marlowe & Ferris LLP 
21800 Oxnard Street, Suite 1080 
Warner Center Towers 
Woodland Hills, CA  91367 

Counsel for Plaintiffs in J. Scott Ferris, et al. v. 
Southern California Gas Company, et al., LASC 
Case No. BC659414 

James A. Morris 
Shane Greenberg 
BRENT COON & ASSOCIATES 
4111 West Alameda Avenue Suite 611 
Burbank, CA 91505 

Counsel for Plaintiffs in Michael Kimler, et al. v. 
Southern California Gas Company, et al., LASC 
Case No. BC662247 - Coordinated with JCCP 6/13/2017
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11766 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 280 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 
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Michael Avanesian 
JT Legal Group, APC 
801 North Brand Boulevard, Suite 1130 
Glendale, CA  91203  

Counsel for Plaintiffs in Eliahu Dolgin, et al. v. 
Southern California Gas Company, et al., LASC 
Case No. BC669310 - Coordinated with JCCP 8/8/2017

Ani Gevshenian 
Law Offices of Ani Gevshenian 
3500 West Olive Avenue, Suite 300 
Burbank, CA  91505 

Counsel for Plaintiffs in Sam Gevshenian, et al. v. 
Southern California Gas Company, et al., LASC 
Case No. BC670137

Dean A. Mensah 
Esther Sampong 
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1 GENERAL OBJECTIONS 

2 The following General Objections apply to each and every separately-numbered document 

3 demand ("Request") and topic oftestimony ("Topic") listed in the Notice and are incorporated by 

4 reference into each and every specific response as if set forth in full. 

5 1. Some ofthe events that may be relevant to the matters addressed by the Notice 

6 occurred decades ago. As a result, individuals with personal knowledge of certain topics 

7 identified in the Notice are unavailable to SoCalGas. SoCalGas objects to this Notice on the 

8 ground that the lack of temporal limits renders the Notice unduly burdensome, oppressive and 

9 harassing to Defendants. In agreeing to produce a witness in connection with any specific Topic, 

10 SoCalGas is not admitting that it is required to answer any individual specific question or that any 

11 question during the deposition is within the scope ofthe Topic. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

2. SoCalGas objects that Plaintiffs' document demands and each and every Request 

violate the August 14,2017 Alternative Discovery Plan ("ADP") (and Case Management Order 

No.9 ("CMO No.9")), which expressly applies to documents requested in connection with a 

deposition notice, as set forth in Sections 1,9, and 12 thereto. Specifically, SoCalGas objects that 

Plaintiffs' Requests are oppressive, unduly burdensome, harassing and duplicative in that they 

seek the same information that has already been searched for and produced pursuant to the terms 

ofthe ADP and unduly burdensome to the point of harassing to the extent Plaintiffs seek the 

specific identification of documents that have already been produced in the various productions. 

Further, to the extent Plaintiffs' Requests extend to topics or date ranges outside the scope ofthe 

ADP, Plaintiffs are required to, but did not, "meet and confer in good faith to determine whether 

the requested documents and ESI could be produced by modifying the ADP pursuant to Section 

10 .... " (ADP, Section 6). SoCalGas, therefore, likewise objects that the Requests are overly 

broad as to time and scope, oppressive, unduly burdensome and harassing on this basis as well. 

Plaintiffs' attempts to seek documents fully outside of the negotiated ADP process imposes an 

extreme burden on SoCalGas, which has spent countless hours over many months to review and 

produce numerous documents under the procedures and schedule specified and agreed to by all 
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1 the ADP in response to the Notice. In providing information and/or producing or identifying 

2 documents dated outside of the scope of the topics or date ranges specified in the ADP, if any, 

3 SoCalGas does not waive this objection. 

4 3. SoCalGas objects to the extent Plaintiffs seek information and/or documents that 

5 are the subject of ongoing meet and confer processes between the Parties pursuant to the ADP 

6 and will not produce or otherwise identify such information or documents in connection with this 

7 Notice. 

8 4. SoCalGas objects to the time requested for production of documents as it is 

9 unreasonably short, unduly burdensome, and an inappropriate attempt to evade the timeframe 

10 provided for the production of documents under California Code of Civil Procedure section 

11 2031.260 and, as described above and applicable here, the agreed-to scope, process and 

12 timeframe specified in the ADP. 

l3 5. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request to the extent that they call 

14 for the production and/or disclosure of privileged information, including but not limited to 

15 information and documents protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, 

16 and any other applicable privilege or protection. SoCalGas makes any response on the condition 

17 that the inadvertent production and/or disclosure of such information does not waive any of 

18 SoCalGas' rights to protect such information and that SoCalGas may withdraw any such 

19 information inadvertently produced and/or disclosed as soon as it is identified. 

20 6. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request insofar as they are vague, 

21 ambiguous, overly broad as to time and scope with respect to the issues in this litigation, unduly 

22 burdensome, harassing, duplicative, oppressive, and to the extent they seek information that is 

23 neither relevant to the subject matter of this action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 

24 discovery of admissible evidence. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

7. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request to the extent they seek 

trade secrets and/or confidential, sensitive or proprietary documents or information protected by 

the right of privacy and/or other applicable law. Any such information is currently subject to the 

Protective Order - Confidential Designation Only [CMO No.4] entered by the Court on 
MORGAN, LEWIS & 
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1 August 12,2016 and shall be marked as such. SoCalGas makes any response on the condition 

2 that the inadvertent production and/or disclosure of such information does not waive any of 

3 SoCalGas' rights to protect such information and that SoCalGas may withdraw any such 

4 information inadvertently produced and/or disclosed as soon as it is identified. 

5 8. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request to the extent they purport to 

6 impose obligations of disclosure beyond those required by the California Code of Civil 

7 Procedure, any other applicable law, and/or any Case Management Orders and agreements 

8 reached by the parties. 

9 9. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request to the extent that they call 

10 for a legal conclusion, assume facts not in evidence, or fall within the purview of expert discovery 

11 and call for expert opinion. 

12 10. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request to the extent that they seek 

13 information or documents that are or may be subject to confidentiality restrictions imposed by 

14 CPUC in the exercise of its exclusive jurisdiction, in conjunction with DOGGR, to investigate the 

15 root cause of the SS-25 failure. 

16 11. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request to the extent that they seek 

17 to require it to provide information other than that which may be obtained through a reasonably 

18 diligent search of SoCalGas' records. 

19 12. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request to the extent that they seek 

20 to require it to provide information which is publicly available or otherwise equally available to 

21 the Plaintiffs as to SoCalGas. 

22 13. SoCalGas objects generally to each Topic and Request to the extent that they seek 

23 to require it to respond on behalf of any entity other than SoCalGas. 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

14. If Plaintiffs assert an interpretation of any aspect of the Topics or Requests that is 

different from the interpretation that SoCalGas has of those Topics or Requests, SoCalGas 

reserves the right to supplement its objections and/or responses. No response herein to any of the 

Topics or Requests should be deemed or construed as a representation that SoCalGas agrees with 
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1 implied by the Notice. 

2 15. No express, incidental or implied admissions are intended by SoCalGas' testimony 

3 or these responses. The fact that SoCalGas may agree to testify or provide information or 

4 documents in response to a particular Topic or Request is not intended, and shall not be 

5 construed, as an admission that SoCalGas accepts or admits the existence of any such information 

6 or document set forth in or assumed by such Topic or Request, or that any such information or 

7 document constitutes admissible evidence. The fact that SoCalGas may agree to provide 

8 information or documents in response to a particular Topic or Request is not intended, and shall 

9 not be construed, as a waiver by SoCalGas of any part of any objection to such Topic or Request 

10 or any part of any general objection made herein. 

11 16. Without waiving any of the foregoing objections, each of which is expressly 

12 incorporated into each individual response below as if fully stated therein, SoCalGas expressly 

13 reserves the following rights: 

14 a. Any and all testimony, information, and/or documents that may be 

15 produced by SoCalGas in response to the Notice is and will remain subject to all objections as to 

16 relevance, materiality, propriety, and admissibility, as well as to any and all other objections on 

17 any grounds that would require the exclusion ofthe testimony, information, or document or any 

18 portion thereof if such information or document was offered in evidence, all of which objections 

19 and grounds are hereby expressly reserved and may be interposed at the time of any written 

20 discovery, deposition, or at or before any hearing, arbitration or trial in this matter; 

21 b. The right to object on any ground whatsoever at any time to any demand 

22 for further responses to the Notice or any other discovery procedures involving or relating to the 

23 subject matter ofthe Notice; 

24 c. The right to change, amend, or supplement their objections, responses and 

25 production of documents in light of information gathered through further investigation and 

26 discovery, including, but not limited to, the right to use discovered documents and documents 

27 now known but whose relevance, significance, or applicability has not yet been ascertained. 

28 
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1 

2 1. 

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS TO DEFINITIONS 

SoCalGas objects to the definition of the phrase "OPERATING STANDARD" as 

3 vague and ambiguous and overbroad to the extent it covers topics and documents that are not 

4 relevant to any claim asserted by Plaintiffs or any defense of SoCalGas in this matter. SoCalGas 

5 interprets "OPERATING STANDARD" to mean the formal policy or policies governing the 

6 specific subject of the identified Topic. SoCalGas does not interpret "OPERATING 

7 STANDARD" to include legal precedent, rules or regulations issued by any governing body or 

8 agency, and/or third-party industry standard documents that may inform SoCalGas' policies. 

9 SoCalGas further objects to the definition of "OPERATING STANDARD" in its inclusion of 

10 "the methods and means for carrying out such OPERATING STANDARD, [or] the 

11 implementation of such OPERATING STANDARD" as overbroad and unduly burdensome and 

12 for failing to specify with reasonable particularity a topic on which information is sought to the 

13 extent it encompasses any specific act or instance of implementation of an "OPERATING 

15 

16 

14 STANDARD." SoCalGas interprets "OPERATING STANDARD" to include "the methods and 

means for carrying out such OPERATING STANDARD, [or] the implementation of such 

OPERATING STANDARD," only to the extent such methods and means and implementation 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

procedures are set forth in the topic policy or policies. 

2. SoCalGas objects to the definition of the terms "PERSON" and 

"PERSONS" as being overly broad, vague and ambiguous, and unduly burdensome, insofar as it 

fails to reasonably define the scope of information sought and seeks information that is not 

relevant to the subject matter of this litigation and not likely to lead to the discovery of admissible 

evidence. 

3. SoCalGas objects to the definition of the term "EMPLOYEE" as being overly 

broad, vague and ambiguous, and unduly burdensome, insofar as it fails to reasonably define the 

scope of information sought and seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation and not likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

4. SoCalGas objects to the definition of the term "INCIDENT" as being overly 
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scope of information sought and seeks information that is not relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation and not likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

The following responses are provided subject to the foregoing Specific Objections to 

Definitions, which are incorporated into the responses. 

SPECIFIC RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO DEPOSITION TOPICS 

TOPIC NO.5: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning FACILITY emergency response, 

including but not limited to: well and/or equipment failure, leaks, and or large scale failure at the 

FACILITY from January 1, 1978 to December 21,2003. 

RESPONSE TO TOPIC 5: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "emergency response," "well," "equipment failure," "leaks" and "large 

scale failure," as vague and ambiguous. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is overbroad as to time and scope, unduly 

burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually­

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

response plans for emergency conditions related to underground gas storage wells at the Aliso 
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Canyon facility. 

TOPIC NO. 6: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning FACILITY emergency response, 

including but not limited to: well and/or equipment failure, leaks, and or large scale failure at the 

FACILITY from January 1,2004 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO.6: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "emergency response," "well," "equipment failure," "leaks" and "large 

scale failure," as vague and ambiguous. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is overbroad as to time and scope, unduly 

burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually-

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

response plans for emergency conditions related to underground gas storage wells at the Aliso 

Canyon facility. 

TOPIC NO. 7: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning operation of the wells at the 

FACILITY from January 1, 1978 to December 31,2003. 
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RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO.7: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "operation" and "wells," as vague and ambiguous. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is overbroad as to time and scope, unduly 

burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, andlor 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually­

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

procedures governing operation of underground gas storage wells at the Aliso Canyon facility. 

Consistent with the objections stated herein and for purposes of clarifying the scope of the Topic 

on which the witness or witnesses will be prepared to testify, SoCalGas interprets the term 

"operation" to mean injection, withdrawal, and other related activities by SoCalGas on 

underground gas storage wells at the Aliso Canyon facility that are owned by SoCalGas. 

TOPIC NO. 8: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning operation ofthe wells at the 

FACILITY from January 1,2004 to present. 

/II 

1/1 

1/1 
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1 RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO.8: 

2 SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

3 Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

4 SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

5 as the undefined terms "operation" and "wells," as vague and ambiguous. 

6 SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is overbroad as to time and scope, unduly 

7 burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this 

8 litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

9 SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

10 privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

11 attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

12 SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

13 private information. 

14 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 
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SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually­

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

procedures governing operation of underground gas storage wells at the Aliso Canyon facility. 

Consistent with the objections stated herein and for purposes of clarifying the scope of the Topic 

on which the witness or witnesses will be prepared to testify, SoCalGas interprets the term 

"operation" to mean injection, withdrawal, and other related activities by SoCalGas on 

underground gas storage wells at the Aliso Canyon facility that are owned by SoCalGas. 

TOPIC NO. 9: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning maintenance of wells including but 

not limited to: basic upkeep, detection of maintenance and/or repair needs, minor repairs, and/or 

significant repairs at the FACILITY from January 1, 1978 to December 31, 2003. 

/1/ 

/1/ 
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RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO.9: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "maintenance," "wells," "basic upkeep," "detection of maintenance and/or 

repair needs," "minor repairs" and "significant repairs," as vague and ambiguous. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is overbroad as to time and scope, unduly 

burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually-

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

procedures governing the maintenance of underground gas storage wells at the Aliso Canyon 

facility. Consistent with the objections stated herein and for purposes of clarifying the scope of 

the Topic on which the witness or witnesses will be prepared to testify, SoCalGas interprets the 

term "maintenance" to mean activities undertaken by SoCalGas or at its direction to ensure that 

underground gas storage wells at the Aliso Canyon facility that are owned by SoCalGas are in 

appropriate condition and working order for their intended use. 

TOPIC NO. 10: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning maintenance of wells including but 

not limited to: basic upkeep, detection of maintenance and/or repair needs, minor repairs, and/or 

significant repairs at the FACILITY from January 1,2004 to present. 
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RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO. 10: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "maintenance," "wells," "basic upkeep," "detection of maintenance and/or 

repair needs," "minor repairs" and "significant repairs," as vague and ambiguous. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is overbroad as to time and scope, unduly 

burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually-

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

procedures governing the maintenance of underground gas storage wells at the Aliso Canyon 

facility. Consistent with the objections stated herein and for purposes of clarifying the scope of 

the Topic on which the witness or witnesses will be prepared to testify, SoCalGas interprets the 

term "maintenance" to mean activities undertaken by SoCalGas or at its direction to ensure that 

underground gas storage wells at the Aliso Canyon facility that are owned by SoCalGas are in 

appropriate condition and working order for their intended use. 

TOPIC NO. 11: 

[INTENTIONALL Y LEFT BLANK] 

TOPIC NO. 12: 

[INTENTIONALL Y LEFT BLANK] 
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TOPIC NO. 13: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning FACILITY asset integrity including 

but not limited to: identification of assets, identification of asset needs, identification of 

improvements and/or upgrades to assets, prioritization of asset repairs and/or upgrades at the 

FACILITY from January 1, 1978 to December 31,2003. 

RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO. 13: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "asset integrity," "assets," "asset needs," "improvements," "upgrades" and 

"repairs," as vague and ambiguous. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is overbroad as to time and scope, unduly 

burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually-

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

procedures governing the identification of improvements or upgrades to underground gas storage 

assets and the prioritization of improvements and upgrades to underground gas storage assets. 

Consistent with the objections stated herein and for purposes of clarifying the scope of the Topic 

on which the witness or witnesses will be prepared to testify, SoCalGas interprets the term "asset" 

to mean and refer to facility infrastructure, large operating equipment, and underground gas 
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to mean and refer to facility infrastructure, large operating equipment, and underground gas 

storage wells used for injection and/or withdrawal at the Aliso Canyon facility. 

TOPIC NO. 15: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning the operation, maintenance, repair, 

inspection, monitoring, and testing of underground storage wells at the FACILITY from 

January 1,1978 to December 31, 2003. 

RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO. 15: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "operation," "maintenance," "repair," "inspection," "monitoring," 

"testing" "and "underground storage wells," as vague and ambiguous. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is duplicative, overbroad as to time and 

scope, unduly burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 

matter of this litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

because Topic No. 15 is substantively duplicative of Topic Nos. 7 and 9 as to operation, 

maintenance, and repair, SoCalGas incorporates by reference its responses to Topic Nos. 7 and 9, 

above. SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually­

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

procedures governing inspection, monitoring, and testing of underground storage wells at the 

Aliso Canyon facility. 
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TOPIC NO. 16: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning the operation, maintenance, repair, 

inspection, monitoring, and testing of underground storage wells at the FACILITY from January 

1, 2004 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO. 16: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "operation," "maintenance," "repair," "inspection," "monitoring," 

"testing" "and "underground storage wells," as vague and ambiguous. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is duplicative, overbroad as to time and 

scope, unduly burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject 

matter of this litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

because Topic No. 16 is substantively duplicative of Topic Nos. 8 and 10 as to operation, 

maintenance, and repair, SoCalGas incorporates by reference its responses to Topic Nos. 8 and 

10, above. SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a 

mutually-agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non­

privileged testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' 

policies and procedures governing inspection, monitoring, and testing of underground storage 

wells at the Aliso Canyon facility. 

TOPIC NO. 17: 

SoCalGas' OPERATING STANDARDS concerning safety procedures protecting the 
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interests of residents and businesses within a IO-mile radius of the FACILITY from January 1, 

1978 to December 31, 2003. 

RESPONSE TO TOPIC NO. 17: 

SoCalGas reasserts and incorporates each of the General Objections and Specific 

Objections to Definitions as set forth above. 

SoCalGas objects to the terms "OPERATING STANDARDS" and "FACILITY," as well 

as the undefined terms "safety procedures," "protecting" and "interests," as vague and 

ambiguous. SoCalGas interprets this Topic to exclude SoCalGas policies and standards relating 

to the inspection, operation and maintenance of Aliso Canyon facility underground gas storage 

wells and equipment, and, instead, to only include polices and standards specifically focusing on 

residents and/or business in the adjacent community. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it is overbroad as to time and scope, unduly 

burdensome, harassing, and seeks information that is neither relevant to the subject matter of this 

litigation nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks information that is protected by 

privilege, including but not limited to information protected by the attorney-client privilege, the 

attorney work product doctrine and any other applicable privilege or protection. 

SoCalGas objects to this Topic to the extent it seeks confidential, proprietary, and/or 

private information. 

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, SoCalGas responds as follows: 

SoCalGas will produce, as applicable, a witness or witnesses in due course at a mutually­

agreeable time and location, and subject to further meet and confer, to provide non-privileged 

testimony, to the extent not previously provided, regarding the following: SoCalGas' policies and 

procedures for addressing the interests of and/or communicating with the public in the event of a 

significant well-related event at the Aliso Canyon facility. Consistent with the objections stated 

herein and for purposes of clarifying the scope of the Topic on which the witness or witnesses 

will be prepared to testify, SoCalGas interprets the phrase "significant well-related event" to 

mean any event related to an underground gas storage well that required notification to Cal-OES 
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