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I. STATEMENT  
1. On May 27, 2015, Colorado Jitney, LLC (Jitney or Complainant), filed a formal Complaint against the City and County of Denver (Denver) and Colorado Tour Line, LLC, doing business as Gray Line of Denver (Gray Line).  That filing commenced this Proceeding.  

2. Denver and Gray Line, collectively, are the Respondents; each individually is a Respondent.  Complainant and Respondents, collectively, are the Parties; each individually is a Party.  Jitney and Denver are represented by legal counsel.  

3. On June 4, 2015, by Minute Order, the Commission referred this matter to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  

4. The procedural history of this Proceeding is set out in Interim Decisions previously issued in this matter.  The procedural history is repeated here as necessary to put this Interim Decision in context.  

5. On June 12, 2015, Denver filed its Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction (Motion to Dismiss) and asked that the Complaint be dismissed.
  On June 26, 2015, Complainant filed its Response in Opposition to that motion.  

6. As of the date of this Interim Decision, Gray Line has not responded to the Complaint by answer and has not filed a motion.
  

7. On July 24, 2015, by Decision No. R15-0760-I, the ALJ scheduled a September 23 and 24, 2015 evidentiary hearing on subject matter jurisdiction and established a procedural schedule.  Pursuant to Decision No. R15-0760-I, Complainant was to file, not later than August 14, 2015, its list of witnesses in its direct case and complete copies of the exhibits that it will offer in its direct case.  

8. On August 14, 2015, Complainant filed an Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to File Complainant’s Witness List and Exhibits (Motion).  

9. In the Motion at 2, Complainant represents that Denver does not object to the relief sought in the Motion.  As the Motion is unopposed, no party will be prejudiced if response time to the Motion is waived.  The ALJ will waive response time to the Motion.  

10. In the Motion, Jitney seeks this relief:  (a) an extension of time, to and including August 21, 2015, within which to file its list of witnesses in its direct case and complete copies of the exhibits (except the exhibit described in (b)) that it will offer in its direct case; and (b) an extension of time, to and including September 14, 2015, within which to file “the recording of the legislative deliberations on [House Bill (HB)] 11-1198” (Motion at 4).  

11. The Motion states good cause and is unopposed.  No Party will be prejudiced if the Motion is granted and the relief sought (as clarified below) is granted.  

12. The ALJ will grant the Motion with respect to extending the time within which Complainant will file its list of witnesses in its direct case and complete copies of the exhibits (with the exception discussed below) it will offer in its direct case.  The ALJ will modify the procedural schedule established in Decision No. R15-0760-I as follows:  not later than August 21, 2015, Complainant will file its list of witnesses in its direct case and complete copies of the exhibits (other than the exhibit discussed below) that it will offer in its direct case.  

13. The ALJ will grant, with a clarification, the Motion with respect to Complainant’s request for permission to file an additional exhibit not later than September 14, 2015.  There is a possible inconsistency with respect to the exhibit that Complainant will file if the extension of time is granted:  Complainant seeks additional time to file “the recording of the legislative deliberations on HB11-1198” (Motion at 4 (emphasis supplied)), and Denver agrees to an extension of time so that Jitney can file “the completed legislative transcript[,]” from the Legislative Service Office, of the General Assembly’s deliberations on HB 11-1198 (Motion at 2 (emphasis supplied)).  The ALJ will give effect to Denver’s agreement because that is the agreement that makes the Motion unopposed.  As a result, not later than September 14, 2015, Complainant will file as an exhibit that Complainant will offer in its direct case the following:  the “completed legislative transcript [of the General Assembly’s deliberations on HB 11-1198]” from the Legislative Service Office (Motion at 2).  

14. Except as modified by this Interim Decision, Decision No. R15-0760-I remains in effect and governs this Proceeding.  

II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. Consistent with the discussion above, the Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to File Complainant’s Witness List and Exhibits is granted.  

2. Consistent with the discussion above, the procedural schedule established in Decision No. R15-0760-I is modified as follows:  not later than August 21, 2015, Colorado Jitney, LLC (Complainant), shall file its list of witnesses in its direct case and complete copies of the exhibits (other than the exhibit discussed in Ordering Paragraph No. 3) that it will offer in its direct case.  

3. Consistent with the discussion above, not later than September 14, 2015, Complainant shall file the following exhibit that it will offer in its direct case:  the completed legislative transcript of the General Assembly’s deliberations on House Bill  11-1198 from the Legislative Service Office.  

4. Response time to the Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to File Complainant’s Witness List and Exhibits is waived.  

5. Except as modified by this Interim Decision, Decision No. R15-0760-I governs this Proceeding.  

6. The Parties are held to advisements contained in the Interim Decisions issued in this Proceeding.  

7. This Interim Decision is effective immediately.  
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


MANA L. JENNINGS-FADER
________________________________
                     Administrative Law Judge




�  The Motion to Dismiss tolls the time within which Denver must file an answer.  As a result, Denver has not filed its answer to the Complaint.  


�  For the reasons stated in Decision No. R15-0739-I issued in this Proceeding on July 21, 2015, Gray Line may not participate in this Proceeding without legal counsel.  As of the date of this Interim Decision, legal counsel for Gray Line has not entered an appearance.  
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