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I. STATEMENT

On December 23, 2002, Respondent Public Service Company of Colorado (Respondent or PSCo) filed a Motion to Dismiss the Complaint in this docket (PSCo motion).  Respondent served a copy of its motion on Robert L. and Meri J. Haworth (Complainants).  

On the same date Complainants, who appear in this proceeding pro se, filed a request to vacate and to reschedule the hearing in this docket.  The hearing is set for February 18, 2003.  Due to an unspecified scheduling conflict, Complainants request that the hearing be rescheduled.  They suggest a new hearing date “sometime during the week of March 3, 2002, if possible[, or, in the alternative,] February 26, 27, or 28.”  See letter dated December 20, 2002.  Complainants did not serve a copy of this letter on counsel for Respondent.
  

By this Order the Respondent receives notice of Complainants’ request to vacate and to reschedule the February 18, 2003 hearing date.  On or before January 10, 2003, Respondent shall file its response to the request to vacate and to reschedule the hearing date.  

To assist in rescheduling the hearing, should that be necessary, in its response PSCo shall indicate the date(s) during the last week of February and the first week of March on which it is available for hearing.  

Rule 22(b) requires that a response to a motion be filed within 14 days of the date on which the motion was mailed.  Thus, Complainants’ response to the PSCo motion would be due January 6, 2003.  Because Complainants appear on a pro se basis, they are likely unaware of the above filing deadline.  Rule 22(b) allows the Commission to enlarge the time for filing a response to a motion.  The response time to the PSCo motion will be extended to January 10, 2003.  Failure to file a response within the time allotted may be judged to be a confession of the PSCo motion and may result in dismissal of this proceeding.  

ORDER

A. It Is Ordered That:


1.
Respondent Public Service Company of Colorado shall file, on or before January 10, 2003, its response to the request, filed by Complainants Robert L. and Meri J. Haworth, to vacate and to reschedule the hearing date in this docket.  


2.
The time for Complainants Robert L. and Meri J. Haworth to respond to the Motion to Dismiss Complaint filed by Public Service Company of Colorado is extended to January 10, 2003.  


3.
This Order shall be effective immediately.  

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
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�  Complainants are advised to obtain, and to become familiar with, the Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1.  (Upon request, a copy may be obtained from the Commission.)  Further, Complainants are advised that the rules require that an original and eight copies of all submissions be filed with the Commission and that a copy of all submissions be served on counsel for Respondent.  Failure to observe these requirements may result in submissions being stricken from the record.  
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