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I. STATEMENT

1. On December 1, 2007, Complainant, Peoria 33, LLC, a Colorado Limited Liability Company (Peoria 33) filed a formal Complaint with the Colorado Public Utilities Commission (Commission) in the captioned docket against Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service).
  Peoria 33 requests an interim order to prevent the shut off of utilities at 12001 East 33rd Avenue, Aurora, Colorado 80010.  

2. Peoria 33 alleges that it is a homeowner association for the property at 12001 East 33rd Avenue.  Profab was a previous utility customer at the address.  Public Service has billed Peoria 33 for services previously provided to Profab without authorization from Peoria 33.

3. Peoria 33 provides the homeowners association with electrical utilities for common area security lighting.  Peoria 33 alleges that it is not responsible for any Profab obligation.  Further, Peoria 33 alleges that tenant bills should be individually metered in the future.

4. The scope of past due services and the relationship to the current homeowner association is less than clear.  Further, the association directly relies upon electrical service to provide security and protect the public safety.  

5. The Commission has the authority to prohibit discontinuance of utility service, or order reconnection, pending resolution of a proceeding involving a dispute over utility charges upon such terms as it deems reasonable, including the requirement that the Complainant posts a deposit or bond with the utility and/or payment of all undisputed charges.  See, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations (CCR) 723-3-3408(b)(X) and 4 CCR 723-4-4408(b)(X).

6. Commission Staff advises that the amount in dispute is believed to be limited to the disputed Profab balance transfer of approximately $16,000. The Complaint does not state an amount in dispute.

7. The Complainant has alleged circumstances that warrant an order to prevent shut off and continuance of service for the duration of the proceeding.  However, Peoria 33 must remain current for all charges not related to the transfer of Profab’s balance to Peoria 33’s account.

8. Public Service shall not shut off, and shall maintain, gas and electric service to 12001 East 33rd Avenue, Aurora, Colorado 80010, for the duration of this proceeding, provided that Peoria 33 pays all current gas and electric bills in a timely fashion.

II. ORDER

A. It Is Ordered That:

1. Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) shall not shut off, and shall maintain, gas and electric service to 12001 East 33rd Avenue, Aurora, Colorado 80010, for the duration of this proceeding.

2. Public Service shall maintain gas and electric service to 12001 East 33rd Avenue, Aurora, Colorado 80010 for the duration of this proceeding, provided the following condition is met.  Complainant Peoria 33, LLC shall pay for all charges for current gas and electric service going forward as they become due.  If this condition is not met, Public Service may discontinue service without further order from the Commission.

3. This Order shall be effective immediately.
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


G. HARRIS ADAMS
________________________________

Administrative Law Judge


G:\ORDER\R07-1086-I_07F-518EG.doc:HA






� The Complaint named “Peoria 33, LLC” as both Complainant and Respondent.  However, Public Service conducts utility business in Colorado as a wholly-owned subsidiary of Xcel Energy, Inc., a public utility holding company.  The Complaint makes clear that the utility service at issue is that provided by Public Service.  As a result, Public Service is the proper designation for the Respondent in this matter.
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