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POMPANO BEACH
The Petitions.
	Margate, the City of Coral Springs and the City of Coconut Creek filed their original petitions for administrative hearing on April 19 and April 24, 2001.  Broward County filed motions to intervene directed at each of the three petitions on May 8, 2001.

	DEP indicated informally that it intended to dismiss the three petitions on grounds of procedural deficiency, but did not enter an order doing so.

	On May 9, 2001 Pompano Beach Energy Center filed motions to dismiss directed at each of the three municipalities’ petitions.

	On May 21, 2001 DEP acted as it had indicated and dismissed the three petitions on grounds of deficiency of pleading with three orders.  The orders of May 21 do not mention Pompano Beach Energy Center’s pending motions to dismiss.  The DEP orders allowed the municipalities fifteen days within which to submit amended petitions.
The Amended Petitions.
	Exactly fifteen days from the DEP orders, the three municipalities submitted amended petitions on June 5, 2001.

	Pompano Beach Energy Center’s motions to dismiss the amended petitions of June 5 were due twenty days later on June 26.  On June 22, Pompano Beach Energy Center submitted motions to dismiss directed at each of the three municipalities’ amended petitions.
The Second and Third Amended Petitions.
	Before any DEP ruling on the pending motions to dismiss the amended petitions, all three municipalities on June 29, 2001 submitted second amended petitions for administrative hearing.  On July 2, the City of Margate submitted a third amended petition.
DEP Rulings on Motions to Dismiss Petitions and Broward Intervention.
	On June 28, 2001, DEP issued an order ruling upon Pompano Beach Energy Center’s original motions to dismiss filed on May 9, 2001.  The June 28 order denies the May 9 motions to dismiss.  The DEP order also provides that the denial is without prejudice to the Pompano Beach Energy Center to re-file motions to dismiss in response to the June 5 amended petitions.

	Because the rules require that a motion to dismiss be filed within twenty days of a given petition, motions to dismiss the amended petitions had already been filed on June 22, 2001.

	On June 28, 2001 DEP ruled upon the motion to intervene submitted by Broward County on May 8.  The motion to intervene was denied without prejudice to Broward County to re-file another motion to intervene based upon the amended petitions submitted on June 5, 2001.

	Motions to dismiss directed at Coconut Creek’s and Coral Springs’ second amended petitions filed on June 29, 2001 are due within twenty days, or Thursday, July 19, 2001.  A motion to dismiss directed at Margate’s third amended petition is due on Monday, July 23, but we intend to file the motion on July 19 along with the motions directed at the second amended petitions of Coconut Creek and Coral Springs.
DEP Requests Assignment of Administrative Law Judge.
	On July 3, 2001 DEP ruled that it had decided not to act as administrative law judge for purposes of ruling upon the second amended petitions, and requested that the case be assigned to an administrative law judge of the Division of Administrative Hearings.





DEERFIELD BEACH
	On June 26 and June 27, 2001 the City of Coconut Creek, the City of Coral Springs and Broward County submitted petitions for administrative hearing.  Motions to dismiss from the Deerfield Beach Energy Center are due within twenty days, or on Monday, July 16, 2001.
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