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I. STATEMENT  
1. 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.  
2. On October 1, 2015, Liberty Taxi Corporation (Liberty Taxi or Applicant) filed an Application for New Permanent Authority to Operate as a Common Carrier of Passengers by Motor Vehicle for Hire (October 1 Filing).  That filing commenced this Proceeding.  
3. On February 5, 2016, Decision No. R16-0089-I permitted Liberty Taxi to amend the October 1 Filing and established the scope of the authority sought in this Proceeding.  Unless the context indicates otherwise, reference in this Interim Decision to the Application is to the October 1 Filing as amended by Decision No. R16-0089-I.  
4. On October 5, 2015, the Commission issued its Notice of Application Filed (Notice) in this Proceeding (Notice at 5); established an intervention period; and established 
a procedural schedule.  On November 23, 2015, Decision No. R15-1244-I vacated that procedural schedule.  
5. On November 12, 2015, by Minute Order, the Commission deemed the October 1 Filing complete as of that date.  Decision No. R16-0089-I noted Applicant’s waiver of 
§ 40-6-109.5(2), C.R.S., and advised the Parties that the § 40-6-109.5, C.R.S., timeframe within which a Commission decision should issue does not apply in this Proceeding.  
6. On November 12, 2015, by Minute Order, the Commission referred this Proceeding to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  
7. The following intervened as of right:  Colorado Cab Company, doing business as Denver Yellow Cab and Boulder Yellow Cab (Colorado Cab); Colorado Coach Transportation, LLC (Colorado Coach); Colorado Springs Shuttle, LLC (CS Shuttle); Colorado Springs Transportation LLC, doing business as Yellow Cab Company of Colorado Springs 
(CS Transportation); MKBS, LLC, doing business as Metro Taxi (Metro Taxi); MT Acquisitions LLC, doing business as Mountains Taxi (Mountains Taxi); and Ramblin’ Express, Inc. (REI).  
8. By Decision No. R16-0089-I, the ALJ granted the requests of Colorado Coach, CS Shuttle, Mountains Taxi, and REI to withdraw their interventions.  
9. Colorado Cab, CS Transportation, and Metro Taxi, collectively, are 
the Intervenors; each individually is an Intervenor.  Applicant and Intervenors, collectively, are the Parties; each individually is a Party.  Each Party is represented by legal counsel in 
this Proceeding.  
10. On February 19, 2016, by Decision No. R16-0130-I, the ALJ scheduled an April 19 and 20, 2016 evidentiary hearing and established the procedural schedule, including filing dates, in this Proceeding.  
11. On March 17, 2016, Applicant filed its List of Witnesses and Exhibits.  On March 22, 2016, Colorado Cab and CS Transportation filed their List of Witnesses and Exhibits.  On March 28, 2016, Metro Taxi filed its List of Witnesses and Exhibits.  No Party filed a corrected list of witnesses, and no Party filed a corrected exhibit.  
12. On April 13, 2016, Metro Taxi filed (in one document) a Motion to Dismiss or Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing (April 13 Filing).  
13. On April 13, 2016, Liberty filed its Response to the April 13 Filing (April 13 Response).  
14. On April 13, 2016, Metro Taxi filed a Motion for Leave to File Reply.  Metro Taxi’s reply to Liberty’s Response is incorporated in that filing.  The ALJ will waive response time, finds that the Motion for Leave to File Reply states good cause, and will grant the Motion for Leave to File Reply.
  In ruling on the April 13 Filing and Supplement, the ALJ considered the reply incorporated in the Motion for Leave to File Reply.  The substance of the reply is contained in the Supplement filed on April 14, 2016, to which Liberty filed a response on April 15, 2016.  Thus, Liberty is not prejudiced by the ALJ’s consideration of the reply.  
15. On April 14, 2016, Metro Taxi filed a Supplement to the April 13 Filing (April 14 Supplement).  
16. In view of the scheduled April 19 and 20, 2016 evidentiary hearing, the ALJ shortened (to noon on April 15, 2016) the response time to the April 13 Filing and the April 14 Supplement.
  
17. On April 15, 2016, Liberty timely filed its Responses to the April 13 Filing and the April 14 Supplement (April 15 Response).  
18. Neither Colorado Cab nor CS Transportation filed a response.  
19. On April 20, 2016, the ALJ held a motions hearing.
  The Parties were present, were represented, and participated.  During the motions hearings, the ALJ made a number of rulings.  As discussed below, this Interim Decision memorializes those rulings.  
A. Documents No Longer Confidential.  

20. On March 17, 2016, Liberty filed some documents as confidential.  Because Liberty filed the documents as confidential, when Metro Taxi filed the same documents in Exhibit B to its April 14 Supplement, Metro Taxi filed the documents as confidential.  When Liberty filed the same documents as an attachment to its April 15 Response, Liberty did not file the documents as confidential.  

21. At the prehearing conference, Liberty stated that none of the documents provided in response to discovery propounded by Metro Taxi on March 30, 2016 is confidential.  In addition, Liberty stated that, to the extent the documents provided in response to the March 30, 2016 discovery requests duplicate documents filed as confidential by Liberty on March 17, 2016, the documents filed on March 17, 2016 are not confidential.  As a result of Liberty’s representations, the documents are no longer confidential.  
22. The ALJ will order Staff of the Commission to make the following document publicly available (i.e., not confidential) in the E-Filings System:  the confidential version of Exhibit B to the Supplement filed by Metro Taxi on April 14, 2016.  
B. Motion to Dismiss.  
23. This discussion addresses only the Motion to Dismiss contained in the April 13 Filing, as supplemented on April 14, 2016.  
24. As good cause for dismissing this Proceeding, Metro Taxi states:  (a) due to Liberty’s failure to comply with filing instructions contained in Decision No. R15-1295-I,
 the evidentiary hearing scheduled for February 10 and 11, 2016 was vacated; (b) the evidentiary hearing now is scheduled for April 19 and 20, 2016; (c) on March 30, 2016, Metro Taxi propounded discovery to Liberty; (d) responses to that discovery were due on April 11, 2016; (e) Liberty did not file its responses, did not seek additional time within which to respond, and did not seek a protective order with respect to the discovery; (f) after being contacted by counsel for Metro Taxi on April 12, 2016, counsel for Liberty served the discovery responses on April 13, 2016; (g) “[t]he written discovery responses ultimately provided by Applicant are wholly deficient” (April 14 Supplement at ¶ 4), as explained in the April 14 Supplement at ¶¶ 4-8; and (h) Liberty’s failure to provide responses to the propounded discovery resulted in prejudice to Metro Taxi, which cannot prepare adequately for the scheduled hearing and which “continues to incur needless expense to litigate this matter as a result of Applicant’s conduct” (id. at ¶ 11).  Metro Taxi concludes that dismissal of this Proceeding is appropriate because, given its actions in this case, “Applicant should not be rewarded with yet another opportunity to comply with the Commission’s rules to the detriment of the other parties” (April 14 Supplement at ¶ 11).  

25. Liberty opposes the Motion to Dismiss on these grounds:  (a) Liberty responded to the Metro Taxi discovery but sent the responses to the wrong e-mail address for Metro Taxi’s counsel; (b) Liberty provided the discovery responses to Metro Taxi’s counsel on April 13, 2016; (c) Metro Taxi’s counsel has sufficient time to prepare for hearing because the discovery responses “allow Metro Taxi adequate information [as] most of the documents requested were already a part of the original application and exhibits” (April 15 Response at ¶ 4); and (d) “[a]fter reviewing the specifics of Metro Taxi’s discovery issues, Liberty Taxi has gone back through the questions and completed a second response to the discovery requests ... trying to address the questions as provided in the Motion to Dismiss” (April 15 Response at ¶ 7), and “Metro should be ready to proceed after reviewing these answers” (April 15 Response at ¶ 8).  
26. As the party seeking to dismiss this Proceeding, Metro Taxi has the burden to establish that the Commission should grant the requested relief.  Section 24-4-105(7), C.R.S.; Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1500.  

27. Involuntary dismissal of a proceeding is a harsh remedy that should be granted sparingly, as, for example, when a less drastic remedy is unavailable or would not address adequately the issues raised by the moving party.  As discussed above, the bases for the Motion to Dismiss are:  (a) Applicant’s failure to comply with Interim Decisions led to a previous rescheduling of the evidentiary hearing; (b) Applicant’s failure timely and completely to respond to discovery impairs Metro Taxi’s ability to prepare for the scheduled April 2016 hearing; and (c) Applicant’s actions have caused Metro Taxi to incur unnecessary litigation expense.  
28. The ALJ has considered the Motion to Dismiss, the April 14 Supplement, the Response and the April 15 Response, the argument of counsel, and the entire record.  Based on that consideration, the ALJ finds that granting the Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing (discussed below) is a less drastic remedy that will address Metro Taxi’s stated concerns.  For this reason, the ALJ will deny the Motion to Dismiss.  

C. Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing.  
29. This discussion addresses only the Motion to Compel [Motion to Compel] and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing [Motion to Vacate] contained in the April 13 Filing, as supplemented on April 14, 2016.  
30. In the Motion to Compel and the April 14 Supplement, Metro Taxi asserts that Liberty provided no response at all, or provided incomplete responses, to Metro’s Discovery Requests.  The discovery responses are Exhibit B to the April 14 Supplement.  After Metro Taxi filed its April 14 Supplement, Liberty provided supplemental discovery responses to Metro Taxi.
  In addition, at the motions hearing, Liberty agreed to provide, not later than April 25, 2016, an additional document (i.e., Liberty’s lease) in response to Metro Taxi’s discovery.  As a result of Liberty’s supplemental responses and agreement to provide the additional document, Discovery Request No. 12 is the only request at issue in the Motion to Compel.  
31. Discovery Request No. 12 reads:  

 
Please provide copies of all documents evidencing funds available to Applicant for its operations including, but not limited to, bank statements for the six (6) months preceding this discovery request, promissory notes, and documents evidencing any lines of credit issued to Applicant.  
Motion to Compel at Exhibit A.  The Discovery Request seeks documents for the period October 2015 through and including March 2016.  
32. The discovery responses appended as Exhibit B to the April 14 Supplement contain Liberty’s bank statements.  During the motions hearing, Liberty agreed to provide, not later than April 25, 2016, its bank statements for the period October 2015 through March 2016.  Metro Taxi agreed to this proposal, which effectively withdrew the Motion to Compel as to Liberty’s bank records.  
33. The remaining discovery dispute centers on the bank statements of individuals.  The discovery responses appended as Exhibit B to the April 14 Supplement contain bank statements from several individuals; the most recent provided bank statements apparent to be dated July 2015.  Metro Taxi seeks the October 2015 through and including March 2016 bank statements of any individual who is willing to make funds available to Applicant for its operations; these individuals include at least the individuals whose bank statements Liberty provided in its April 13 and April 14, 2016 discovery responses.  Liberty opposes that request.  
34. As the party seeking to compel response to Discovery Request No. 12, Metro Taxi has the burden to establish that the Commission should grant the requested relief.  
Section 24-4-105(7), C.R.S.; Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1500.  

35. During the motions hearing, counsel for Liberty acknowledged:  (a) the individuals whose bank statements Liberty provided in its April 13 and April 14, 2016 discovery responses have agreed to provide financial support to Liberty for its operations; and (b) their stated willingness to provide financial support is part of the funding on which Liberty relies in this Proceeding.  
36. Applicant’s financial fitness and operational fitness are at issue in this Proceeding.
  The source of funds on which Applicant relies to establish its fitness is relevant to those issues.  When it provided the bank statements of individuals on April 13 and 14, 2016, Liberty identified each of those individuals as at least a potential source of “funds available to Applicant for its operations” (Discovery Request No. 12).  In addition, at the motions hearing, Liberty’s counsel acknowledged Liberty’s reliance on the individuals’ willingness to provide funds for Liberty’s operations.  For these reasons, the ALJ finds that Metro Taxi has met its burden with respect to -- and the ALJ will grant -- the Motion to Compel a response to Discovery Request No. 12 with respect to the October 2015 through and including March 2016 bank statements of any individual who is willing to make funds available to Applicant for its operations; these individuals include at least the individuals whose bank statements Liberty provided in its April 13 and April 14, 2016 discovery responses.  
37. For the foregoing reasons, the ALJ will order Liberty to respond, not later than May 13, 2016, to Discovery Request No. 12 as follows:  provide the October 2015 through and including March 2016 bank statements of any individual who is willing to make funds available to Liberty for Liberty’s operations; these individuals include at least the individuals whose bank statements Liberty provided in its April 13 and April 14, 2016 discovery responses.  
38. The ALJ now turns to the Motion to Vacate.  

39. As support and good cause for granting the Motion to Vacate, Metro Taxi provides the same reasons as those stated in support of the Motion to Dismiss and discussed above.  In opposition to the Motion to Vacate, Liberty provides the same reasons as those stated in its opposition to the Motion to Dismiss and discussed above.  

40. As the party seeking to vacate the April 19 and 20, 2016 evidentiary hearing, Metro Taxi has the burden to establish that the Commission should grant the requested relief.  
Section 24-4-105(7), C.R.S.; Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1500.  

41. The ALJ finds that Metro Taxi has met its burden with respect to the Motion to Vacate.  Liberty’s admitted failure to respond timely to Metro Taxi’s discovery and Liberty’s continued updating and supplementing of its discovery responses until late on April 14 or early on April 15, 2016 hampered Metro Taxi’s ability to prepare for the April 19 and 20, 2016 evidentiary hearing.  The ALJ will grant the Motion to Vacate and will vacate the April 19 and 20, 2016 hearing.
  
42. By Decision No. R16-0130-I, the ALJ established the procedural schedule, including filing dates, in this Proceeding.  The procedural schedule contains a date by which the Parties are to file any stipulation or settlement reached and a date by which the Parties are to file post-hearing statements of position.  Because these filing dates assume a February 19 and 20, 2016 hearing, the ALJ will vacate these filing dates.  
43. For the stated reasons, the ALJ will grant Metro Taxi’s Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing.  

D. Motion for Protective Order and Motion Contained in Response to 
Motion for Protective Order.  

44. On April 20, 2016, Applicant served a second set of written discovery on Metro Taxi.  On April 22, 2016, Metro Taxi filed a Motion for Protective Order.  In that filing, pursuant to Colorado Rule of Civil Procedure 26(c), which is incorporated by reference into Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations (CCR) 723-1-1405(a),
 Metro seeks an Interim Decision that Metro Taxi need not respond to Applicant’s second set of written discovery.  The filing of the Motion for Protective Order stays, pending further order, the time within which Metro Taxi must respond to the second set of discovery served on April 20, 2016.  
45. On April 25, 2016, Applicant filed its Response to Motion for Protective Order (April 25 Response).  In that filing, Applicant “request[s] an order from the [ALJ] prohibiting [Metro Taxi from asserting the argument ascribed to Metro in the Response at paragraphs 2 and 3], since it is beyond the scope of their ability to intervene.”  April 25 Response at paragraph 5 (emphasis in original).  
46. In essence, the April 25 Response (at ¶¶ 2-5 and the wherefore clause) contains 
a motion to determine the scope of the issues that Intervenors may raise in this Proceeding.   As a result, the ALJ will treat this portion of the April 25 Response as a motion to which Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1400 applies.
  

47. At the expiration of the response time and by separate Interim Decision, the ALJ will address Metro Taxi’s Motion for Protective Order and, as appropriate, Applicant’s motion to determine the scope of the issues that Intervenors may raise in this Proceeding.  
E. Evidentiary Hearing and Procedural Schedule.  
48. At the motions hearing, the Parties proposed evidentiary hearing dates of July 7 and 8, 2016.  The ALJ finds these dates acceptable given Applicant’s waiver of § 40-6-109.5, C.R.S.  The ALJ will schedule the evidentiary hearing in this Proceeding for July 7 and 8, 2016.  
49. On March 17, 2016, Applicant filed its Witness and Exhibit Summary.  

50. On March 22, 2016, Colorado Cab and CS Transportation jointly filed their Witness and Exhibit Lists.  

51. On March 28, 2016, Metro Taxi filed its Witness and Exhibits Lists.  

52. At the motions hearing, the Parties expressed a preference for additional filing dates to allow supplementing of the previously-filed lists of witnesses and copies of exhibits.  
53. The ALJ will order the following procedural schedule:  (a) not later than May 25, 2016, Applicant will supplement its March 17, 2016 Witness and Exhibit Summary; (b) not later than June 8, 2016, Colorado Cab and CS Transportation will supplement their March 22, 2016 Witness and Exhibit Lists; (c) not later than June 8, 2016, Metro Taxi will supplement its March 28, 2016 Witness and Exhibits List; (d) not later than June 17, 2016, each Party will file, but only as necessary to correct an error in a previously-filed list of witnesses or the 
previously-filed exhibits, its corrected list of witnesses and complete copies of the corrected exhibits that it will offer in its case; (e) not later than June 24, 2016, each Party will file its prehearing motions, including dispositive motions and motions in limine; (f) not later than noon on July 5, 2016, the Parties will file any stipulation
 or settlement agreement
 reached; (g) the evidentiary hearing will be held on July 7 and 8, 2016;
 and (h) not later than July 22, 2016, each Party will file its post-hearing Statement of Position, to which (absent further order) no response will be permitted.  

54. Each witness who will be called to testify (except a witness called in Applicant’s rebuttal case) must be identified on the list of witnesses or on the supplemental list of witnesses that each Party is required to file.  The list of witnesses must contain the following information for each listed witness:  (a) the name of the witness; (b) the address of the witness; (c) the business telephone number or daytime telephone number of the witness; and (d) a detailed summary of the testimony that the witness is expected to give.  The Parties are advised and are on notice that that a list of the topics or subject matter areas about which a witness is expected to testify, without more, is unacceptable and does not meet the requirements of this paragraph.  

The Parties are advised and are on notice that, absent an order to the contrary, no person will be permitted to testify on behalf of a party (except in Applicant’s rebuttal case) 

55. unless the person is identified on the list of witnesses filed in accordance with Decision 
No. R16-0130-I or ¶ 54 of this Interim Decision, or both.  

56. Complete copies of all exhibits (except an exhibit offered in rebuttal or an exhibit to be used in cross-examination) must be filed as required in Decision No. R16-0130-I or the instant Interim Decision, or both.  

57. The Parties are advised and are on notice that, absent an order to the contrary, no document -- including the Application and its supporting documents -- will be admitted into evidence (except in Applicant’s rebuttal case or when used in cross-examination) unless the document is filed in accordance with Decision No. R16-0130-I or the instant Interim Decision, or both.  

F. Form of Applicant’s Filings.  

58. In Decision No. R15-1295-I,
 the ALJ wrote:  
 
Decision No. R15-1244-I advises the Parties that “they must be familiar with, [and] must abide by, ... the Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 CCR 723 Part 1.  These Rules are available on-line at www.colorado.gov/dora/puc.”  Decision No. R15-1244-I at ¶ 30.  

 
Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1202 pertains to and establishes the format of filings made in a Commission Proceeding, such as the instant case.  Neither the Motion nor the Procedural Schedule & Filing Deadlines, both filed by Applicant, comply with the Rule requirements.  

 
All filings made in this Proceeding must comply with the applicable Rules.  The Parties are advised and are on notice that, absent unusual circumstances, the ALJ likely will not consider future filings that do not comply with the Rules of Practice and Procedure.  

Decision No. R15-1295-I at ¶¶ 29-31 (bolding in original).  The referenced Decision 
No. R15-1244-I was issued in this Proceeding on November 23, 2015.  

59. In Decision No. R16-0130-I,
 the ALJ wrote:  
 
Decision No. R15-1244-I advises the Parties that “they must be familiar with, [and] must abide by, ... the Rules of Practice and Procedure, 4 CCR 723 Part 1.  These Rules are available on-line at www.colorado.gov/dora/puc.”  Decision No. R15-1244-I at ¶ 30.  

 
Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1202 pertains to and establishes the format of filings made in a Commission Proceeding, such as the instant case.  Because it is single-spaced, the Procedural Schedule & Filing Deadlines filed by Applicant [on February 16, 2016] does not comply with the Rule requirements.  

 
All filings made in this Proceeding must comply with the applicable Rules.  The Parties are advised and are on notice that the ALJ likely will 
not consider future filings that do not comply with the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure.  

Decision No. R16-0130-I at ¶¶ 26-28 (bolding in original).  

60. Despite these clear and precise instructions and advisements, Applicant continues to make filings that do not comply with the Rules of Practice and Procedure.  See, e.g., Response to Motion for Protective Order filed on April 25, 2016 (single-spaced document).  
61. Applicant is advised and is on notice that the ALJ will not consider a filing made by Applicant in this Proceeding after the date of this Interim Decision unless the filing complies with the Rules of Practice and Procedure.  
G. Additional Advisement.  

62. The Parties are advised and are on notice that, until modified, the provisions of Decision No. R16-0130-I at ¶¶ 22-25 govern this Proceeding.  
II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. The documents filed on April 14, 2015 as the confidential version of Exhibit B to the Supplement to Motion to Dismiss or Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing are not confidential.  They are publicly-available.  
2. Staff of the Commission shall place the documents filed on April 14, 2015 as the confidential version of Exhibit B to the Supplement to Motion to Dismiss or Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing in the publicly-available file of this Proceeding.  

3. A motions hearing is scheduled, nunc pro tunc, on the following date, at the following time, and in the following location:  

DATE:
April 20, 2016  

TIME:
10:00 a.m.   

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room  

1560 Broadway, Suite 250  

Denver, Colorado  

4. Consistent with the discussion above, the Motion to Dismiss filed on April 13, 2016 is denied.  

5. Consistent with the discussion above, the Motion to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing filed on April 13, 2016 is granted.  

6. Consistent with the discussion above, the evidentiary hearing in this Proceeding scheduled for April 19 and 20, 2016 is vacated nunc pro tunc.  

7. Consistent with the discussion above, these procedural dates established in Decision No. R16-0130-I are vacated:  (a) the April 15, 2016 filing date for any stipulation or settlement agreement that the Parties have reached; and (b) the May 9, 2016 filing date for 
post-hearing Statements of Position.  

8. Consistent with the discussion above, the Motion to Compel filed on April 13, 2016 is granted.  

9. Not later than May 13, 2016, Liberty Taxi Corporation shall respond to the MKBS, LLC, doing business as Metro Taxi, Discovery Request No. 12 as follows:  provide the October 2015 through and including March 2016 bank statements of any individual who is willing to make funds available to Liberty Taxi Corporation for its operations; these individuals include at least the individuals whose bank statements Liberty Taxi Corporation provided in its April 13 and April 14, 2016 discovery responses (see Exhibit B to the Supplement to Motion to Dismiss or Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing).  
10. The evidentiary hearing in this Proceeding is scheduled on the following dates, at the following times, and in the following location:  

DATES:
July 7 and 8, 2016  

TIMES:
9:00 a.m. each day  

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room  


1560 Broadway, Suite 250  


Denver, Colorado  

11. The following procedural schedule is adopted:  (a) not later than May 25, 2016, Liberty Taxi Corporation shall supplement its March 17, 2016 Witness and Exhibit Summary; (b) not later than June 8, 2016, Colorado Cab Company, doing business as Denver Yellow Cab and Boulder Yellow Cab, and Colorado Springs Transportation LLC, doing business as Yellow Cab Company of Colorado Springs, shall supplement their March 22, 2016 Witness and Exhibit Lists; (c) not later than June 8, 2016, MKBS, LLC, doing business as Metro Taxi, shall supplement its March 28, 2016 Witness and Exhibits List; (d) not later than June 17, 2016, each Party shall file, but only as necessary to correct an error in a previously-filed list of witnesses or the previously-filed exhibits, its corrected list of witnesses and complete copies of the corrected exhibits that it will offer in its case; (e) not later than June 24, 2016, each Party shall file its prehearing motions; (f) not later than noon on July 5, 2016, the Parties shall file any stipulation or settlement agreement reached; and (g) not later than July 22, 2016, each Party shall file its post-hearing Statement of Position, to which (absent further order) no response will be permitted.  

12. Consistent with the discussion above, the Response to Motion for Protective Order contains a motion for determination of the issues that Intervenors may raise in this Proceeding.  Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1-1400 applies to that motion for determination of issues.  
13. Consistent with the discussion above, the Motion for Leave to File Reply filed on April 13, 2016 is granted.  

14. MKBS, LLC, doing business as Metro Taxi, may file the reply contained in the Motion for Leave to File Reply filed on April 13, 2016.  
15. Consistent with the discussion above, response time to the Motion to Dismiss or Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing (filed on April 13, 2016) and to the Supplement to the Motion to Dismiss or Alternative Motion to Compel and to Vacate the Evidentiary Hearing (filed on April 14, 2016) is shortened to noon on April 15, 2016.  
16. Consistent with the discussion above, response time to the Motion for Leave to File Reply is waived.  

17. The Parties are held to the advisements in the Interim Decisions issued in this Proceeding and to the requirements of this Interim Decision.  

18. This Interim Decision is effective immediately.  

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


MANA L. JENNINGS-FADER
________________________________
                     Administrative Law Judge




�  By electronic correspondence sent on April 15, 2016, the ALJ informed the Parties of these rulings.  This Interim Decision memorializes the rulings.  


�  By electronic mail correspondence dated April 14, 2016, the ALJ informed the Parties of this ruling.  This Interim Decision memorializes that ruling.  


�  The ALJ scheduled the motions hearing by electronic correspondence dated April 15, 2016.  This Interim Decision memorializes that ruling.  


�  That Interim Decision was issued in this Proceeding on December 7, 2015.  


�  These were provided late on April 14 or early on April 15, 2016.  These supplemental responses are in addition to the second response attached to the April 15 Response.  


�  Identifying these two issues does not indicate -- and is not intended to indicate -- that these are the only issues in this Proceeding.  As discussed below, if appropriate, the ALJ will address the scope of the issues in this Proceeding in a subsequent Interim Decision.  


�  By electronic mail correspondence dated April 15, 2016, the ALJ informed the Parties of this ruling.  This Interim Decision memorializes that ruling.  


�  This Rule is found in the Rules of Practice and Procedure, Part 1 of 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723.  


�  By electronic mail correspondence sent on April 27, 2016, the ALJ advised the Parties of this ruling.  This Interim Decision memorializes that ruling.  


�  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1407 governs and pertains to stipulations.  


�  Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1408 governs and pertains to settlement agreements.  


�  As a preliminary matter on the first day of hearing, the ALJ will hear argument on pending prehearing motions, if any.  


�  That Interim Decision was issued in this Proceeding on February 19, 2016.    


�  That Interim Decision was issued in this Proceeding on December 7, 2015.    
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