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I. statement

1. On October 16, 2003, Town & Country Transportation Services, Inc. (Applicant), filed its Application for an Extension of Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC Number 53589 (Application).  That Application commenced this docket.  

2. On October 20, 2003, the Commission gave public notice of the Application in the Notice of Applications Filed (Notice).  See Notice, dated October 20, 2003, at 1.  The Notice, inter alia, established a procedural schedule and scheduled the hearing in this matter for December 18, 2003.  

3. On November 19, 2003, Boulder Shuttle, LLC, and Boulder Taxi, LLC (collectively, Boulder) filed an intervention of right.  On November 25, 2003, Shamrock Taxi of Fort Collins, Inc., doing business as Shamrock Shuttle, Inc. (Shamrock) filed an intervention of right.  These are the only interventions.  

4. On November 21, 2003, the Commission issued its Order Setting Hearing and Notice of Hearing.  This Order set the hearing for December 18, 2003, before an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  The Order also notified the parties that the Commission deemed the Application complete on November 21, 2003.  

5. On November 25, 2003, Applicant filed its Request to Reschedule Hearing (Motion).  In the Motion Applicant requested that the scheduled hearing date be vacated and rescheduled to a date between January 26, 2004 and February 27, 2004.  

6. On November 25, 2003, Boulder filed its response to the Motion.  Boulder stated that it had no objection to the Motion.  Boulder noted that its counsel has already-scheduled matters which conflict on specified dates in February.  

7. On December 2, 2003, by telephone, counsel for Shamrock contacted the undersigned ALJ and stated that Shamrock has no objection to the granting of the Motion.  Shamrock noted that its counsel has already-scheduled matters which conflict with the suggested time period of January 26, 2004 through February 27, 2004.  The ALJ understands that counsel for Shamrock will file and serve on the parties his dates of unavailability.  

8. The Motion states good cause and is unopposed.  No party will be prejudiced by the granting of the Motion.  The Motion will be granted.  The hearing in this matter scheduled for December 18, 2003, will be vacated.   

9. A new hearing date must now be scheduled.  Applicant will be ordered to file, on or before December 12, 2003, a list of three proposed hearing dates and a statement as to the city in which the hearing should be held.  This filing must be based on discussions held with Boulder and Shamrock and must contain dates acceptable to all parties and the city designation acceptable to all parties.  If possible, the ALJ will select a date and a city based on this filing.  If the parties are unable to agree on proposed dates and/or on the city in which the hearing should be held, Applicant shall make a filing, on or before December 12, 2003, which informs the ALJ of this fact.  In that event, the ALJ will select the hearing date and the city in which the hearing will be held.  

10. In considering possible hearing dates, the parties should keep in mind that the Commission deemed the Application complete on November 21, 2003.  Absent Applicant’s waiver of the statutory time frame or a finding of extraordinary circumstances, a Commission decision in this proceeding should issue within 210 days of that date (i.e., June 18, 2004).  See §§ 40-6-109.5(2) and 40-6-109.5(4), C.R.S.  The proposed hearing dates must take into consideration, and allow time for, preparation of a recommended decision, preparation of parties’ exceptions to the recommended decision (and response to exceptions), and preparation of a Commission decision on exceptions,
 all of which should occur by June 18, 2004.  

11. The procedural schedule established in the Notice of Applications Filed remains in effect.  If a party wishes to do so, it may file to have the procedural schedule changed in light of the rescheduled hearing.  Absent further Order, however, the existing procedural schedule remains in effect.  

order

A. It Is Ordered That:  

1. The Request to Reschedule Hearing filed by Applicant Town & Country Transportation Services, Inc., is granted.  

2. The hearing in this matter scheduled for December 18, 2003, is vacated.  

3. On or before December 12, 2003, Applicant Town & Country Transportation Services, Inc., shall make a filing pursuant to, and in accordance with, ¶ I.9 and ¶ I.10, above.  

4. This Order shall be effective immediately.  
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�  As a general rule, these activities consume two and one-half to three months.  This does not include time necessary to prepare a transcript, if one is ordered.  
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