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June 23, 2000
60869-0020

ORIGINAL BY E-MAIL  AND HAND DELIVERY

Andrea L. Biren

Administrative Law Judge 

505 Van Ness Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94104

Re:    I.99-07-003 - Opposition Of El Paso Natural Gas Company To Receipt Of Exhibit 28 And             Motion For Admission Of Alternate Exhibit 602 

Dear Judge Biren:

Near the conclusion of evidentiary hearings in I.99-07-003, your honor observed that there are significant differences of opinion among parties to the proceeding concerning mismatches of capacity upstream and downstream of SoCalGas receipt points and directed SoCalGas to prepare a late-filed exhibit to fully explain these mismatches and the factual basis for the parties different positions on this issue.  See generally, RT. Vol. 8, p. 1017-1021 and RT Vol. 9, p. 1095-1098, and particularly RT. Vol. 8, p. 1020-1021 and RT Vol. 9, p.1231.  SoCalGas was required to work with other parties to the proceeding and, if possible, obtain agreement to an exhibit that could be introduced by stipulation.  If no agreement was reached, parties were granted leave to file alternative exhibits together with declarations in support of such exhibits.   

On June 21, 2000, after discussion with parties, SoCalGas filed its proposed Exhibit 28.  El Paso has worked in good faith with SoCalGas to reach agreement on an exhibit responsive to your request, but has been unable to do so.  As a result, pursuant to your ruling of June 8, 2000, El Paso hereby lodges its Opposition To Receipt Of Exhibit 28 And Motion For Admission Of Alternate Exhibit 602.  

Four copies of this pleading and attached Exhibit 602 have been enclosed for your convenience. Copies of this letter and its enclosures have also been served by e-mail and by U.S. mail on all persons on the service list in I.99-07-003.  






Very truly yours, 






Edward W. O’Neill

Attorneys for  El Paso Natural Gas Company

Enclosures

cc: Service list for I.99-07-003
