
BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re: Prudence review to 
determine regulatory treatment 
of Tampa Electric Company's Polk 
Unit. 

DOCKET NO. 960409-EI 
ORDER NO. PSC-96-0749-PCO-EI 
ISSUED: June 6, 1996 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF FILING DATES 

A hearing has been scheduled for Wednesday and Thursday, 
July 17 and 18, 1996, in this docket to determine the prudence of 
and appropriate regulatory treatment for Tampa Electric Company's 
Polk Unit. 

On May 24, 1996, the Staff of the Florida Public Service 
Commission filed a Motion for Extension of Filing Dates for staff 
testimony and rebuttal testimony. Currently, staff testimony is 
due June 7, 1996, and rebuttal testimony is due June 24, 1996 , as 
set forth in the Order Est~blishing Procedure, Order No. PSC-96-
0567-PCO-EI. Staff requests an extension of the date due for staff 
testimony to June 14, 1996, and for rebuttal testimony to July 1, 
1996. Staff asserts that the extension of these dates is necessary 
to allow staff to fully analyze the complex issues in this docket 
and assure the availability of a complete record. Staff also 
asserts that this extension will not effect the hearing dates in 
this docket. 

On May 31, 1996, Tampa Electric Company (TECO) filed a 
Memorandum in Opposition to Staff ' s Motion for Extension of Filing 
Dates. TECO argues that the extension of these dates will 11 

•• • 

encroach upon Tampa Electric's ability to meaningfully engage in 
discovery." Memorandum at 2 . TECO then adds that the discovery 
deadline is July 2, 1996, and states that TECO's ability to conduct 
discovery should not be further reduced. 

I find that staff's request for an extension of the filing 
dates for staff testimony and rebuttal testimony is reasonable. 
Since the filing date for rebuttal testimony will also be extended, 
TECO will still have the same amount of time in which to respond to 
any testimony staff might file. In addition , I note that the 
correct deadline for discovery, as set forth in Order No. PSC-96-
0567-PCO-EI, is July 10, 1996. Staff's Motion for Extension of the 
Filing Dates for staff testimony and rebuttal testimony is, 
therefore, granted. All other dates set forth in the Order 
Establishing Procedure will remain the same. 
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It is, therefore, 

ORDERED by Commissioner Joe A. Garcia, as Prehearing Officer, 
that Staff's Motion for Extension of Filing Dates for staff 
testimony and rebuttal testimony is granted to the extent set forth 
in the body of this Order. 

By ORDER of Commissioner Jo 
this 6th day of ___ J_u_n_e ________ -+-l 

(SEAL) 

BC 

Garcia, as Prehearing Officer, 
1996 . 
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