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I. STATEMENT

1. On March 16, 2007, Union Telephone Company’s Motion Requesting an Extension of Time to File its Annual Report Required by Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations  (CCR) 723-2-2006 (Motion) was filed for the benefit of Union Telephone Company (Union).

2. An extension of time is requested to file Union’s annual report due to specified turnover in Union’s accounting department. 

3. No response was filed in opposition to the Motion. 
4. The Motion is purportedly filed on behalf of Union “by and through its consulting firm GVNW Consulting, Inc.”  See, Motion at ¶ 1.  It is executed by “Jason P. Hendricks, Senior Consultant, GVNW Consulting, Inc.”  See Motion at ¶ 2.

5. Rule 1201(a), 4 CCR 723-1 requires a party in a proceeding before the Commission to be represented by an attorney authorized to practice law in the State of Colorado, except that, pursuant to Rule 1201(b), 4 CCR 723-1, an individual may appear without an attorney:  (a) to represent her/his own interests; or (b) to represent the interests of a closely-held entity, as provided in § 13-1-127, C.R.S.  The Commission has emphasized that this requirement is mandatory and has found, if a party does not meet the criteria of this Rule, that a filing made by non-attorneys on behalf of that party is void and of no legal effect and that a non-attorney may not represent a party in Commission adjudicative proceedings.  See, e.g., Decisions No. C05-1018, No. C04-1119, and No. C04-0884.  

6. The pleading is not executed by Union.  There is no indication in the Motion that Mr. Hendricks is an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Colorado.  To the contrary, his title indicates he is a consultant.  Thus, the filing by Mr. Hendricks is void and of no legal effect.
II. ORDER
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. Union Telephone Company’s Motion Requesting an Extension of Time to File its Annual Report Required by Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-2-2006 is void.
2. This Order is effective immediately.  
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________________________________
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