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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

	Application of Southern California Edison Company (E 3338-E) for Authority to Institute a Rate Stabilization Plan with a Rate Increase and End of Rate Freeze Tariffs.

	
Application 00-11-038
(Filed November 16, 2000)

	
Emergency Application of Pacific Gas and Electric Company to Adopt a Rate Stabilization Plan.		(U 39 E)

	
Application 00-11-056
(Filed November 22, 2000)

	
Petition of THE UTILITY REFORM NETWORK for Modification of Resolution E-3527.

	
Application 00-10-028
(Filed October 17, 2000)

	
Order Instituting Rulemaking into Implementation of Public Utilities Code Section 390.

	
Rulemaking 99-11-022
(Filed November 18, 1999)




ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING
SHORTENING TIME FOR COMMENT

On July 13, 2001, the Independent Energy Producers Association (IEP) filed a petition for modification of Decision (D.) 01-06-015 (Petition) in the proceedings listed above.  IEP requests that the reference in D.01-06-015 at page 4 to the date of July 15, 2001 be extended to July 31, 2001.  July 15, 2001 was the date set by the decision for three types of contract modifications to the contracts of qualifying facilities (QFs) which would be deemed reasonable if the modification was “made prior to July 15, 2001.” 
IEP states that due to the July 4, 2001 holiday, and the difficulty of concluding the contract modifications contemplated by the Commission, some QFs need an extension of time in order to consummate their contract amendment negotiations.  IEP also states that the extension would not prejudice any party to this proceeding.  IEP also requests that the response period to the Petition be shortened due to the July 15, 2001 date set by the decision.  
On or about July 13, 2001, the Cogeneration Association of California (CAC) submitted for filing a “motion” in support of the IEP’s Petition.[footnoteRef:2]  CAC states that QF generation has provided important contributions to the state’s overall system reliability and economy.  Due to these long term benefits and the corresponding long term obligations of the QFs, CAC believes that the request for an extension is reasonable.  [2:  On or about July 16, 2001, CAC submitted for filing an “amended response” in support of IEP’s Petition.  The amended response states that it mislabeled its pleading as a motion, and that it should have been labeled as a response.  ] 

Rule 48(b) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure provides that a request for an extension of time to comply with a Commission decision may be made by letter to the Executive Director.  Such a request, however, must be received by the Executive Director at least three business days before the existing date for compliance.  IEP’s request was not submitted to the Commission until July 13, two calendar days before the July 15 date.  One could argue that since the July 15 date is the deadline for deeming certain modifications reasonable, that Rule 48 does not apply because the date of July 15 is not a compliance date.
Since IEP’s Petition was not filed in time for the full Commission to act on the Petition before July 15, 2001, I will, pursuant to Rules 48 and 63, extend the July 15, 2001 date set forth in D.01-06-015 until the Commission can act on IEP’s Petition.  
Due to the establishment of the July 15, 2001 date within the decision, it is in the interest of the parties and the Commission that IEP’s petition be resolved as soon as possible.  Therefore, IEP’s request to shorten time to respond to the Petition is granted.  Interested parties may file a response to IEP’s petition on or before July 27, 2001 with the Commission’s Docket Office.  Anyone filing a response to the Petition shall file and serve the response on the service lists that are captioned in this ruling in accordance with Article 2 of the Commission’s rules.  In addition, an electronic copy of the ruling shall be sent to those persons on the service list who have e-mail addresses on or before July 27, 2001.
IT IS RULED that:
1. The July 15, 2001 date set forth at page 4 of D.01-06-015 shall be extended until the Commission has an opportunity to consider Independent Energy Producers Association’s (IEP) Petition.
2. IEP’s motion to shorten the time for responding to the Petition is granted.
a. Interested parties may file a response to IEP’s Petition on or before July 27, 2001.
b. Anyone filing a response to the Petition shall follow the filing and service requirements indicated in this ruling.
Dated July 19, 2001, at San Francisco, California.



	
	
	/s/ JOHN S. WONG

	
	
	John S. Wong
Administrative Law Judge
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I certify that I have by mail, and by electronic mail to the parties to which an electronic mail address has been provided, this day served a true copy of the original attached Administrative Law Judge’s Ruling Shortening Time for Comment on all parties of record in this proceeding or their attorneys of record.
Dated July 19, 2001, at San Francisco, California.



	/s/ ERLINDA PULMANO

	Erlinda Pulmano




NOTICE
Parties should notify the Process Office, Public Utilities Commission, 505 Van Ness Avenue, Room 2000, San Francisco, CA  94102, of any change of address to insure that they continue to receive documents. You must indicate the proceeding number on the service list on which your name appears.

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

The Commission’s policy is to schedule hearings (meetings, workshops, etc.) in locations that are accessible to people with disabilities. To verify that a particular location is accessible, call: Calendar Clerk (415) 703-1203.

If specialized accommodations for the disabled are needed, e.g., sign language interpreters, those making the arrangements must call the Public Advisor at (415) 703‑2074,
TTY 1-866-836-7825 or (415) 703-5282 at least three working days in advance of the event.
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