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I. statement

1. On March 23, 2010, Nucla-Naturita Telephone Company (Nucla) filed an Application for Approval of Refund Plan Regarding TRS and CUSC Fees and Colorado USF Assessments (Application).  The Application requests approval of a refund plan for Telecommunications Relay Service (TRS) fees, Colorado Universal Service Charge (CUSC) fees, and Colorado Universal Service Fund (USF) assessments that were improperly collected.  

2. On March 29, 2010, the Commission provided notice of the Application to all interested parties.

3. On April 7, 2010, Nucla provided confirmation by affidavit to the Commission that it published newspaper notification of its Application in the San Miguel Basin Forum, a newspaper of general circulation on March 24, 2010.

4. On May 10, 2010, Commission Staff (Staff) filed a Notice of Intervention and Request for Hearing in this matter.  Staff determined that some of the issues it intends to raise include the calculations that led to overcharges for the TRS and Colorado High Cost Support Mechanism fees, and whether Nucla’s billing processes have been adequately addressed.

5. At its May 12, 2010 Weekly Meeting, the Commission referred this matter to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  The matter was assigned to the undersigned ALJ.

6. It is appropriate to hold a pre-hearing conference in order to set a procedural schedule in this matter.  The parties should be prepared to discuss the scope of the case, as well as be prepared to discuss and set dates for a hearing on the Application.  The Parties must be prepared to discuss whether the testimony in this proceeding should be presented through written question-and-answer testimony that is pre-filed, or should be presented through oral testimony that is given during the hearing.  If the testimony will be presented orally at hearing, then, for each witness, a detailed summary of testimony will be filed.
  Resolution of this issue will influence the procedural schedule.
The Parties must also be prepared to discuss the following:  if pre-filed written testimony is to filed, then - (a) the date by which Nucla will file its written question-and-answer direct testimony (or if testimony is presented orally at hearing only, then a detailed summary of its direct testimony) and copies of the exhibits it will offer in its direct case; (b) the date by which Staff will file its written question-and-answer answer testimony (or a detailed summary of its answer testimony) and copies of the exhibits it will offer in its case; (c) the date by which Nucla 

7. will file its rebuttal testimony (if the parties agree to written question-and-answer testimony) and copies of the exhibits it will offer in its rebuttal case; (d) the date by which the parties will file corrected written question-and-answer testimony and exhibits or will file updated detailed summary of testimony; (e) the date by which each party will file its prehearing motions;
 (f) the date for a final prehearing conference, if one is necessary; (g) the date by which the parties will file any stipulation reached;
 (h) the hearing dates;
 and (i) whether the parties wish to make oral or written closing statements at the conclusion of the evidentiary hearing.
8. The parties must be prepared to discuss any matter pertaining to discovery if the procedures and time frames contained in Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations  723-1-1405 are not sufficient.
9. A party may raise any additional issues.
10. The undersigned ALJ expects the parties to come to the prehearing conference with proposed dates, including hearing dates, for the procedural schedule.  The parties must consult prior to the prehearing conference with respect to the listed matters and are encouraged to present, if possible, a procedural schedule and hearing dates that are acceptable to all parties.
11. A pre-hearing conference in this matter will be scheduled for June 22, 2010 at 10:00 a.m. 

II. ORDER

A. It is Ordered That:

1. A pre-hearing conference is scheduled in this matter as follows:


DATE:

June 22, 2010


TIME:

10:00 a.m.


PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room



1560 Broadway, Suite 250



Denver, Colorado

2. This Order is effective immediately.

	(S E A L)
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ATTEST: A TRUE COPY
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


PAUL C. GOMEZ
________________________________

Administrative Law Judge










� The detailed summary of testimony will include at least disclosure of the content of the testimony, of the background of the witness, and of the witness's conclusions or recommendations (and the basis for each conclusion or recommendation).  


�  This date can be no later than seven calendar days before the first day of hearing.  


�  This date can be no later than three business days before the first day of hearing.  


� The length of the hearing will depend, to a large degree, on whether written question-and-answer testimony is prefiled.  
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