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							November 9, 2000

ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION
PRIVILEGED & CONFIDENTIAL

MEMORANDUM

VIA E-MAIL

To:	Peggy J. Banczak, Esq.			Enron Mexico Corp.

Cc:	Rogelio López-Velarde

From:	David Jiménez Romero
	Hernán González
	
Re:	Consorcio Desarrollo Económico Mexicano, S.A. de C.V. v. the President of the United Mexican States, et al.                                                                         .
______________________________________________________________________

	We refer to the appeal filed by Consorcio Desarrollo Económico Mexicano, S.A. de C.V. (the “Plaintiff”), against the judgment dismissing the Amparo complaint in the above-styled matter. 

Further to our previous Memorandum dated November 6, 2000, please be informed that we held a meeting with Messrs. Guillermo Rodríguez y Rodríguez, General Counsel of the Energy Regulatory Commission (Comisión Reguladora de Energía) (“CRE”), and Enrique Puchet, Deputy Assistant to the General Counsel of the CRE, to discuss the six Amparo complaints filed by the Plaintiff against almost all of the IPPs and large cogeneration projects being implemented in Mexico (collectively, the “Amparo Proceedings”).

Enclosed herewith you will find a chart describing the main features of such Amparo Proceedings.  As you may note from the enclosed chart:

(i)	the six Amparo Proceedings involved the granting of important power generation permits being mostly developed by foreign companies in Mexico;

(ii)	all of the Amparo Proceedings have been dismissed by the lower court,[footnoteRef:2] basically on the same grounds, namely, lack of legal standing by the Plaintiff; [2:  All of them federal District Courts.] 


(iii)	all such first trial courts resolutions have been appealed by the Plaintiff; and

(iv)	all resolutions issued by the corresponding appeal courts,[footnoteRef:3] have confirmed the resolution rendered by the lower court dismissing the corresponding  [3:  Federal Circuit Courts, and in some cases the Federal Supreme Court.] 


Amparo complaint. There are two appeals pending resolution: ours, and the IPP permits granted to Transalta (Campeche), and the one granted to Mitsubishi (Altamira). The CRE expects to obtain a favorable resolution in both appeals. In all of the appeals resolved, the court of appeals has taken approximately three months to dismiss the appeal filed by the Plaintiff.
 
As discussed, we are planning to meet next week with the appeal court in chambers, in order to discuss our case, and more importantly, to reveal the pattern of complaints filed by the same Plaintiff over the same issues.  

	As always, we will keep you apprised of your endeavors.


							Very truly yours,
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