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I. STATEMENT

1. On April 13, 2006, Dallas Creek Water Company (Respondent) filed a motion to dismiss.  Respondent states that Michael A. and Angela M. Williams (Complainants) failed to timely comply with the Commissions Rules of Practice and Procedure by failing to file a certification with the Commission that they intend to proceed to hearing or withdraw the complaint, and failing to file a witness and exhibit list.

2. On April 27, 2006, Complainants, (pro se) filed a Motion to Extend the Compliance Requirements of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. Complainants on the same day, filed a certification to proceed to hearing, a witness list and exhibits, and a request to vacate and reset the hearing, currently scheduled for May 16, 2006.

3. Complainants request an extension of time to file their certification and witness and exhibit list since they did not receive “any documents with regard to Docket No. 06F-100W until the 19th of April, 2006.”  Complainants state that they moved from Tucson to Albuquerque and that the mail was not timely forwarded to their new address.

4. On April 27, 2006, Complainants filed a motion to vacate and reset the hearing currently scheduled for May 16, 2006.  Complainants state that their daughter will have surgery on May 15, 2006 and she will be in their care for five days thereafter.  

5. On May 4, 2006, Respondent filed a response in opposition to Complainants’ motions to extend deadlines and to change hearing date.

6. Since Complainants are not attorneys, and presumably not familiar with the practice before the Commission, their motion for an extension of time will be granted and Respondent’s motion to dismiss will be denied.   The Rules of Practice and Procedure have historically been relaxed for Pro Se litigants. Respondents are urged to become familiar with the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure as they relate to the prosecution of their complaint.  The Commission’s Rules are available on the Commission’s website, at www.dora.state.co.us/puc.

7. Good cause having been shown by Complainants, the motion to vacate and reset the hearing will be granted. 

II. ORDER

A. It Is Ordered That:

1. The motion of Dallas Creek Water Company to dismiss the Complaint is denied.

2. The motion of Complainants Michael A. and Angela M. Williams to extend the time for compliance with respect to the Certification and the filling of a list of witnesses and exhibits is granted.  The time is extended to and including April 27, 2006.

3. The motion of Complainants to vacate and reset the hearing is granted.  The hearing currently scheduled for May 16, 2006 is vacated.

4. The parties shall, within 15 days of the date of this Interim Order, file a list of a range of dates that they will be available for hearing.  Upon receipt of the lists of available dates, the hearing will be reset, and the parties will be notified.

5. This Order is effective immediately.
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


WILLIAM J. FRITZEL
________________________________
Administrative Law Judge


G:\ORDER\R06-0523-I_06F-100W.doc:SRS






3

_1171191204.doc
[image: image1.png]Lo




[image: image2.png]





 












