
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF MISSOURI 

 
 

In the Matter of Cathy J. Orler et al. 
                                                        
                                     Complainants,  
v. 
 
Folsom Ridge, LLC, 

and 
Big Island Homeowners Water and 
Sewer Association, Inc., f/k/a Big Island 
Homeowners Association, Inc.,  
                                                
                                      Respondents. 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. WC-2006-0082 et al. 
 

   
 

PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE PROPOSED BY SPECIFIED COMPLAINANTS, OFFICE 
OF THE PUBLIC COUNSEL, FOLSOM RIDGE AND THE STAFF  

 
 COMES NOW the Staff of the Missouri Public Service Commission (“Staff”) on behalf 

of itself; Complainants Cathy Orler, Benjamin D. Pugh, Ben F. Weir, Stan Temares, Judy 

Kenter, Joseph J. Schrader, Cindy Fortney, and Dean Leon Fortney (“Complainants”); the Office 

of the Public Counsel (“Public Counsel”); Folsom Ridge, LLC, by and through counsel, and in 

response to the Commission’s April 7, 2006 Order Extending Time to File Procedural Schedule 

ordering Staff to file a proposed procedural schedule by April 21, 2006, states:  

1. On March 31, 2006, a pre-hearing conference was held to discuss the scheduling 

of an evidentiary hearing.  No final schedule was agreed upon at this conference.  

2. The parties have not been able to reach unanimous agreement on a proposed 

procedural schedule.  Specifically, Staff has been unable to contact counsel for Big Island 

Homeowners Association, Inc. (“BIHOA”), and is unaware of the position BIHOA holds of this 

procedural schedule.  
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3. Further, the Commission should be made aware that it is Staff’s sad information 

and belief that the Complainant Duane Stoyer has passed away. 

4. Public Counsel requests the inclusion of a local public hearing as soon as possible 

in the schedule to allow other interested community members the opportunity to voice 

information and concerns, if any, to the Commission. The exact date is unspecified to allow for 

setting on the first date available to the Commission. A date for the close of discovery is not 

included in this proposed procedural schedule due to disagreement amongst the parties.   

5. The Movants believe that the schedule they are proposing is appropriate and 

reasonable. Therefore, Movants respectfully propose that the Commission adopt the following 

procedural schedule for this case:   

    Local Public Hearing             To Be Determined 
                By Commission 
 
    Issues List / List of Witnesses / Order of Witnesses Testifying            June 30, 2006      
 
    Evidentiary Hearing (5 days) 1                 July 17-21, 2006   
      
  
 WHEREFORE, the Staff, on behalf of itself, the Complainants, Public Counsel, and 

Folsom Ridge respectfully request that the Commission issue its order adopting the procedural 

schedule specifically set forth above. 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
1 At this time, the parties do not know how many pro se complainants will testify or witnesses will be called, so it is difficult to 
estimate the number of hearing days required.  In order to finish in the time reserved for this hearing it was agreed that setting 
aside five days would be prudent. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Shelley E. Syler___________________ 
       Shelley E. Syler 
       Senior Counsel 
       Missouri Bar No. 52173 
        
       Attorney for the Staff of the  
       Missouri Public Service Commission 
       P. O. Box 360 
       Jefferson City, MO 65102 
       (573) 526-7393 (Telephone) 
       (573) 751-9285 (Fax) 
       shelley.syler@psc.mo.gov  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Certificate of Service 
 

I hereby certify that copies of the foregoing have been mailed, hand-delivered, 
transmitted by facsimile or electronically mailed to all counsel of record this 21st day of April 
2006. 

 
/s/ Shelley E. Syler___________________ 

 


