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I. STATEMENT

1. On July 29, 2008, Complainants, Corinthiah Smith (Smith) and Christopher Hughes (Hughes), filed a Formal Complaint (Complaint) with the Colorado Public Utilities Commission (Commission) in the captioned docket against Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service).

2. By Decision No. R08-0913-I, Public Service is prohibited from discontinuing utility service to Hughes, at 12788 E. Kansas Drive, Building P-103, Aurora, Colorado 80012, subject to the condition that Hughes is keeping current with charges incurred for future utility services provided to him by Public Service at 12788 E. Kansas Drive, Building P-103, Aurora, Colorado 80012 after July 29, 2008.  

3. By Decision No. R08-0979-I, the hearing on the Complaint was scheduled to be held on October 6, 2008.  

4. At the scheduled time and place, the hearing was called to order.  Smith and Hughes appeared pro se and Public Service appeared through counsel.  Preliminary matters were addressed.  Rulings thereon were orally announced at hearing and memorialized in Decision No. R08-1066-I.

5. By Decision No. R08-1066-I, Confidential Exhibits 1 and 2 were not admitted into evidence, but were to be retained as part of the Commission’s file; Complainants were compelled to respond to the First Set of Discovery Requests of Public Service Company of Colorado to the Complainants by Decision No. R08-1052-I; and the hearing in this matter was continued to December 4, 2008.  At the rescheduled time, the hearing resumed.

6. Ms. Smith reported that she had moved and her current address is 2010 Florence Street, Apartment D, Aurora, Colorado 80010.

7. After further discussion among the parties, Public Service acknowledged and confirmed Ms. Smith’s new utility account.  Based thereupon, the parties jointly proposed that the disputed amounts in the Complaint be transferred to her account so that bills for the Kansas Drive address would only include charges for services at that address.  All disputed matters having been resolved, the parties jointly requested and agreed that the Complaint be dismissed and that Confidential Exhibits 1 and 2 be removed from the Commission’s records and turned over to Ms. Smith.  

8. The stated agreement, agreed to by both parties, fully resolves all disputed matters in the Complaint.  The compromise reached by the parties is just and reasonable.  The settlement will be approved and Confidential Exhibits 1 and 2 have been returned to Ms. Smith. The Complaint will be dismissed, and this docket will be closed.  

9. In accordance with § 40-6-109, C.R.S., it is recommended that the Commission enter the following order.  

II. ORDER

A. The Commission Orders That:

1. The stipulated settlement of the parties is approved.  

2. Confidential Exhibits 1 and 2 have been removed from the Commission’s file and turned over to Ms. Corinthiah Smith (Smith).

3. The address of record for Ms. Smith shall be updated in the Commission’s records to reflect her current address:  2010 Florence Street, Apartment D, Aurora, Colorado 80010.

4. The Complaint filed by Smith and Christopher Hughes is dismissed.  

5. Decision No. R08-0913-I is vacated.

6. Docket No. 08F-327EG is closed.   

7. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it becomes the Decision of the Commission, if that is the case, and is entered as of the date above.  

8. As provided by § 40-6-106, C.R.S., copies of this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file exceptions to it.  

 
a)
If no exceptions are filed within 20 days after service or within any extended period of time authorized, or unless the recommended decision is stayed by the Commission upon its own motion, the recommended decision shall become the decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of § 40-6-114, C.R.S.  

 
b)
If a party seeks to amend, modify, annul, or reverse a basic finding of fact in its exceptions, that party must request and pay for a transcript to be filed, or the parties may stipulate to portions of the transcript according to the procedure stated in § 40-6-113, C.R.S.  If no transcript or stipulation is filed, the Commission is bound by the facts set out by the administrative law judge; and the parties cannot challenge these facts.  This will limit what the Commission can review if exceptions are filed.  

9. If exceptions to this Recommended Decision are filed, they shall not exceed 30 pages in length, unless the Commission for good cause shown permits this limit to be exceeded.  
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


G. HARRIS ADAMS
________________________________

Administrative Law Judge
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� The Complaint named “Excel Energy” (sic) as the Respondent.  However, Public Service conducts utility business in Colorado as a wholly-owned subsidiary of Xcel Energy, Inc., a public utility holding company.  As a result, Public Service is the proper designation for the Respondent in this matter.
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