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1 Lansing, Michigan

2 “ Monday, May 22, 2006

3 At 9:12 a.m.

4 - - —_

5 (Hearing resumed after adjournment of December 6,

6 2006.)

7 JUDGE FELDMAN: On the record. Good

8 H morning. This is in the matter of The Ontonagon County

9 Rural Electrification Assocation, Case No. U-14713. This
10 " is a time and place set for a second prehearing
11 conference in this matter.
12 “ Could I ask counsel to put their
13 | appearances on the record, please.
14 MR. ERNST: Appearing on behalf of the
15 I applicant, Ontonagon County Rural Electrification
16 Assocation, Albert Ernst of Dykema Gossett.
17 H MR. ORRIS: Michael Orris on behalf of
18 the Michigan Public Service Commission staff.
19 JUDGE FELDMAN: Thank you. We have had
20 some brief off-the-record discussion this morning. This
21 | prehearing conference has been adjourned several times,
22 and while the parties pursue settlement with regard to
23 this case, and while it's my understanding that the
24 parties still do intend to settle, at least one of the
25 W parties was not willing to adjourn today's prehearing

1
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1 conference, and of course I am quite happy to see
2 everybody to get a more indepth status report. And it's
3 my intention that we go ahead and set a schedule in this
4 case, even if we don't need it.
5 Mr. Ernst, would you like to indicate for
6 the record where things stand?
7 MR. ERNST: Yes, your Honor. I believe
8 that the parties have reached a substantive agreement on
9 the settlement. The reason for the delay is that one of
10 the wholesale contracts was not -- did not become
11 effective till May 15, 2006, just a week ago, and in fact
12 the filing was made with the Federal Energy Regulatory
13 Commission for approval.
14 We have submitted supplemental testimony
15 and exhibits, which have been reviewed by staff, with the
16 new numbers, and the staff has asked for a settlement
17 agreement which I intend to provide the staff within 24
18 hours.
19 JUDGE FELDMAN: Excellent. Mr Orris?
20 MR. ORRIS: That is my understanding.
21 JUDGE FELDMAN: All right. Well, as I
22 did with our other case this morning, I will set a
23 schedule with some fairly tight timeframes in it. I will
24 wait a week to put the scheduling memo in the file on
25 this, with the hope that I may have settlement agreements
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1 “ by Friday. And I will also tell you that there is

2 H flexibility in the schedule; I just wanted to get

3 something on the record so if turns out that for some

4 “ unexpected reason you do need to litigate this case, and

5 some of those dates don't work out or need to be

6 : modified, just contact me.

7 So with that having been said, I would

8 | expect staff testimony to be filed not later than

S I June 16, 2006, with company's rebuttal not later than

10 June 30, 2006. Motions to strike would be due July 7,
11 || 2006, cross—examination would take place July 14, 2006,
12 I briefs would be due August 4, 2006, and reply briefs

13 would be due August 18, 2006.

14 Is there anything further that we need to
15 do this morning?

16 MR. ERNST: No, your Honor.

17 MR. ORRIS: Nothing from staff.

18 JUDGE FELDMAN: Great, excellent. Thank
19 you all. We're adjourned.
20 (At 9:15 a.m., the hearing was adjourned to July 14,
21 2006, for cross-examination.)
22 || - - -
23
24
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