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I. STATEMENT

1. A more detailed procedural schedule is included in Decision No. R18-0497-I.  The procedural facts relevant to this Decision are included below.  

2. On June 15, 2018, the parties filed a Joint Stipulated Motion for Stay (Joint Motion).  In the Joint Motion, the parties stated that “[s]imilar issues are currently being litigated in another matter before this Commission, PUC v. Rasier, LLC, 17G-0783TNC”
 and those legal issues will be resolved in that earlier-filed proceeding.  The parties requested a stay of this proceeding “pending resolution of 17G-0783TNC” and “[i]n the interest of efficiency for both the court and the Parties, and in an effort to maintain consistency in the litigation of these matters.”
  At the time, a Petition for Declaratory Order was pending before Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Denman in Proceeding No. 17G-0783TNC that requested a decision on several legal issues.    

3. On June 22, 2018, the ALJ issued Decision No. R18-0497-I that granted the Joint Motion, but also required the parties to file a Joint Status Report within 14 days of the issuance of the decision in Proceeding No. 17G-0783TNC on the Petition for Declaratory Order.  Specifically, Decision No. R18-0497-I required the parties to explain in the Joint Status Report: (a) why the stay should not be lifted once ALJ Denman issued his decision on Rasier’s Petition for Declaratory Order filed in Proceeding No. 17G-0783TNC; and (b) if the parties contend that this proceeding should remain stayed after the issuance of ALJ Denman’s decision, the subsequent event or circumstances (identified with specificity) that the parties believe should trigger the lifting of the stay.  

4. On July 13, 2018, ALJ Denman issued Decision No. R18-0558-I ruling on the Petition for Declaratory Order.  

5. On July 27, 2018, the parties filed their Joint Status Report in which they stated that “they do not have a reason why the stay in this case should remain in place and have stipulated that the stay should be lifted.”
  They stated further that they would file “a stipulated motion with the court to adopt a new procedural schedule for this case and may request a 
pre-hearing conference to address other matters.”
 

6. Based on the parties’ stipulation, the stay entered in this proceeding is lifted.  

7. To date, the parties have not filed the promised motion.  As a result, the ALJ will order the parties to file a joint motion that includes a proposed schedule by August 22, 2018.  If the parties cannot agree on a stipulated schedule, they shall include in the joint motion the schedule proposed by each party together with a brief explanation by each party explaining its proposed schedule and why it is preferable to the schedule proposed by the other party.  The dates of October 3 through 12, 2018 are unavailable for hearing and shall not be used.  If the parties believe a prehearing conference would be helpful, they can request one in the joint motion and propose four dates when the parties are available.  

II. ORDER

A. It Is Ordered That:  

1. The stay entered in this proceeding on June 22, 2018 in Decision No. R18-0497-I is lifted.  

2. As described in more detail in paragraph 7 above, the parties shall file a joint motion proposing a stipulated schedule or competing schedules for the proceeding by August 22, 2018.  

3. This Decision is effective immediately.
	(S E A L)

[image: image1.png]



ATTEST: A TRUE COPY


[image: image2.wmf] 

 

 


Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


CONOR F. FARLEY
________________________________
                     Administrative Law Judge




� Joint Motion at 1 (¶ 2).  


� Id. at 1 and 2 (¶ 3). 


� Joint Status Report at 2 (¶ 6).  


� Id. at 2 (¶ 7).  





4

_1219490348.doc
[image: image1.png]Lo




[image: image2.png]





 












