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On Deoe.-nDsr 9, I ' i ^S , •ppl lc4nt .n t l m s l y f i l e d a supp l«ment 
to f : e i p p r e v i o u s l y f i l e d p e t i t i o n to reopen t h l a prcowedlriK. 
Before t.*ie Cotiralaalon di^cldes whether to reopen t h i s 
proceed l a g , ather p t r t l e s inay submit r e p l l e addressing whether 
a p p l i c a n t s lave s a t i s f i e d the requirements of our .-'eg'Ji.aiClon.'j 
f o r p e t i t l o r a to .-o->pen (i»9 C.P.F. 1115.3) , nanely, new 
evidence, 'hanged clrcara.itancea, or m a t e r i a l e r r o r . 

?urth-sr', the p a r t i e s are asiceil to suggest a procedura l 
schedule u ide r which t h i s case would be handled, i f rhe 
Corwilaalor decides to grant a p p l i c a n t s ' request to reopen. 

have suggested t.hat t h e i r I n i t i a l e v i d e n t i a r y 
would be due on or about Pebr-iary 10, 1987, tha t 
evidence would be due 45 daya l a t e r , and tha t 

r e b u t t a l evidence would be due 15 daya t h e r e a f t e r , 
any necessary orr . l ' learlnga would ba scheduled. 

3'4ga»3t that 3lmultaneoua brlcTs be ' " l i e d 30 .lay."? 
wi th o r a l argument: ,̂ oon i f t e r 

Appllcant. ' i 
submtsslo1 
responsive 
a o p i i c a n t s ' 
S.ihsequ9ntl y 
They f u r r h e r 
A f t e r the close .^ f the .-ecord, 
:he corny I s c l o n t.he b r i e f i n g 

q u a i l f 
<i '»c ls l .n -*.L1 not i l g n i f l c a n ' -•^•..i«r the 

'•.h^ -luman environment or dneigy conse rva t ion . 

I • l a o rde red : 

3 . ^art '.A3 -̂ ay -
,^rc (c.gested crocedur 
"•nLs -iscision. 

-ppl lcant .^ ' p e t i t i o n r-ooa-
,ai!ule * l t n i n -20 day." 
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