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Gentlemen:

The recent rescheduling of responses to Central's
Petition For Rehearing poses a problem that could be remedied
by an order clarifying the status of the proceedings.

As we understand the Commission's action of July 10,
1981, the Commission no longer considers its order of June 26,
1981 a final order but, instead, proposes to receive additional
pleadings and consider them before issuing its final order.

Because the Commission has extended the time for Staf f's
response until August 18, 1981, it appears that the Commission's
order disposing of the rehearing petition will likely issue
subsequent to the expiration of the 60-day period allowed by
28 U.S.C. 52344 for filing of a petition for review of the
June 26 order. Therefore, in order to preserve the jurisdiction
of the Court of Appeals, Central will be obliged to file a
petition for review before the Commission decides the
rehearing question unless the Commission clarifies the
status of the proceeding so as to make this unnecessary.

Counsel for the other parties .have been contacted
regarding this matter and would not object to an order,

,

clarifying the status of the proceedings in this regard.' ~

'Respect f ully submitted ,
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Sean T. Beeny //
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1523 L Street, N.W.
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Washington, D.C. 20005

cc: All Counsel
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