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AL:1/SK/ra 

87 12 049 DEC 171987 Decision ------- @OOD~uRJ/~rl . 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAXE OF ~Rh~ 

Second application of Pacific Gas 
and Electric Co~pany for approval 
of certain standard offers pursuant 
to Decision 82-01-103 in Order 
Instituting Rulemaking No. Z. 
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And Related Matters. 
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Application 82-04-44 
(Filed April 21, 1982; 
amended April 28, 1982; 

July 19, 1982, July 11, 1983, 
August 2, 198-3, 

and August 2l, 1986) 

Application 82-04-46 

Application 82-04-47 

Application8.Z-03-26· 

Application 8.2-03-37 

Application 82-03-62 

Application 82-03-67 ' 

Application 82-03-78 

Application 82-04-2l 

ORDER. GRANTING REQUEST TO WITBDRAW 
PEl'ITION FOR lIOD.XFICM'XQR 

Belridge Cogeneration Partners, Ltd. (Belridge) has 
sul:>~itted a request to withdraw, without prejudice', its petition 
for modification (dated May S, 1987) of Decision 83-09-0'54. We 
grant the request. 

By its petition, Belridge was essentially protestinq as 
unreasonable the refusal by Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
to consent to the assignment of an interim Standard ,Offer 4 power 
purchase agreement from Petro-Lewis Corporation (PetrO-Lewis) to 
Belridqe. Petro-Lewis had executed this agreement with PG&E on 
November 30, 1984 • 
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A.82-04-44 et al. ALJ/SK/ra * 

On September 22, 1987, 'Administrative Law Judge (AtJ) 

Kotz issued a ruling'direeting the parties to enter negotiations 
and to tile a status report on October 30, ~9$7. ~he report was to 
either (1) state the terms of any resolution achieved by the 
parties and request withdrawal of the petition; (2) request 
additional time tor negotiation; or (3) stipulate to relevant facts 
and governing law and identify the issues tor which the parties 
sought Commission determination. At the request of the parties, 
the ALJ on November 10 extended the negotiation period to 
December 4, 1987. 

Belridge has since reevaluated its project and has 
determined that it cannot go forward. Belridge reaches this 
conclusion ~ased on the time already elapsed and anticipated 
tur-~er delays due to the large gap persisting between the parties' 
negotiating positions. Thus, Belridqe has decided to terminate its 
involvement and seeks to withdraw its petition without prejudice. 

We see no affirmative reason, given Belridge's decision, 
for fUr""..her proceedinq on the merits of this mat-:er. Also" PG&:e: 
supports Belridge's request. We therefore grant Bclridge's 
request. 
Pindin9:--ot Fa~ 

Belridqe asks permission to' withdraw, without prejudice, 
its petition for modification of Decision 83-09-054. 
ConelJl§lon ot Law 

No aftirmative reason appears for turther proceeding on 
the merits of Belriaqe's petition • 
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( • IT IS ORDERED that the request of Belridqe cogeneration 

• 

• 

Partners, Ltd., to withdraw without prejudice its'petition (dated 
May 5, ~987) tor modification of Decision 83-09-054 is granted • 

. :~~ ord.~.rD£t~f7ersar~·t.~~~~:_ sa~" irMeiseo;"caiii~~ia~ 
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S'I'A..'iLEYw. HOI.ttr 
Presid.eDt 

DONALD VIAL 
C. MITCHEl·I. WItX 
JOHN B. OHANIAN 

CommissiOZlCtS 
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A.S2-04-44 et ale ALJ/SK/ra ... 

On September 22, 1987, Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) 

·Kotz issued a ruling directing the parties to enter negotiations 
and to file a status report on october 30, 1987. The report was to 
either (l) state the terms of any resolution achieved by the . 
parties and request withdrawal of the petition; (2) request I'~ 
additional time tor negotiation; or (3) stipulate to relevant taots 
and governing law and identity the issues for which the parties! 
sought commission c1ete:r1D.ination. At the request of the parti/s, 
the ALJ on November 10 extended the negotiation period:L t 
December 4, 1987. 

Belridqe has since reevaluated its project an has 
determined that it cannot go forward. Belridge reaches'this 
conclusion based on the time already elapsed and anti~ipated 
further delays due to the large gap persisting betw/en the parties' 
negotiating positions. Thus, Belridqe has decide~to terminate its 
inVOlvement and seeks to withdraw its petition ~thout prejudice. 

We see no affirmative reason, given Belridqe's decision, 
for further proceeding on the merits of this ~tter. We therefore 
qratl,t Belridge' s request. / 
finding or FAct 

Belridge asks permission to withdraw, without prejudice, 
its petition for modification of Decisi~ 83-09-054. 

SWlcluSion or LAw / 
No affirmative reason appea s for further proceeding on 

the merits ot Belridge's petition • 
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