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 Pursuant to Rule 11.1(e) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 

Procedure, Sierra Park Water Company (“Water Company”) opposes the Motion 

Of Complainants For Leave To File Newly Acquired Information That Shows That 

The Sierra Park Water Company Was Not Truthful In Their Comments Filed 

September 8, 2015 And November 19, 2015 With The Commission. The motion 

should be immediately denied. 

 Complainants have, yet again, simply ignored applicable Commission 

rules. The motion is in reality an improperly named motion to set aside 

submission and reopen the record under Rule 13.14. Complainants have 

however failed to follow Rule 13.14. A motion to set aside and reopen must 

“specify the facts claimed to constitute grounds in justification thereof, 

including material changes of fact or of law alleged to have occurred since the 

conclusion of the hearing. It shall contain a brief statement of proposed 

additional evidence, and explain why such evidence was not previously 

adduced.” While the motion references two documents it asserts support 

allowing the documents to be filed, it does not state material changes in law or 

facts alleged to have occurred since submission. It also fails to briefly state the 

actual proposed additional evidence to be submitted, making substantive 

response impossible. This is particularly important because the title of the 

motion accuses the Water Company of falsehood. 

 The Water Company respectfully requests the Commission to deny the 

motion immediately. The Complainants’ history of ignoring the CPUC’s rules, 

after repeatedly being told by the ALJ not to do so, additionally warrants 

denying the motion with prejudice to filing it again.  
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