RULE CHANGE 2019(01)
COLORADO RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE



Rule 6. Time
(a) [NO CHANGE]

(b) Enlargement. When by these rules or by a notice given thereunder or by order of court an
act is required or allowed to be done at or within a specified time, the court for cause shown
may, at any time in its discretion (1) with or without motion or notice, order the period enlarged
if request therefor is made before the expiration of the period originally prescribed or as
extended by a previous order or (2) upon motion made after the expiration of the specified period
permit the act to be done where the failure to act was the result of excusable neglect; but it may
not extend the time for taking any action under Rule 60(b) and may extend the time for taking
any action under Rules 59 only as allowed by that rule-

(¢) - (e) [NO CHANGE]
COMMENTS
2012

[1] After the particular effective date, time computation in most situations is intended to
incorporate the Rule of Seven. Under the Rule of Seven, a day is a day, and because calendars
are divided into 7-day week intervals, groupings of days are in 7-day or multiples of 7-day
intervals. Groupings of less than 7 days have been left as they were because such small numbers
do not interfere with the underlying concept. Details of the Rule of Seven reform are set forth in
an article by Richard P. Holme, 41 Colo. Lawyer, Vol. 1, P 33 (January 2012).

[2] Time computation is sometimes “forward,” meaning starting the count at a particular stated
event [such as date of filing] and counting forward to the deadline date. Counting “backward”
means counting backward from the event to reach the deadline date [such as a stated number of
days being allowed before the commencement of trial]. In determining the effective date of the
Rule of Seven time computation/time interval amendments having a statutory basis, said
amendments take effect on July 1, 2012 and regardless of whether time intervals are counted
forward or backward, both the time computation start date and deadline date must be after June
30, 2012. Further, the time computation/time interval amendments do not apply to modify the
settings of any dates or time intervals set by an order of a court entered before July 1, 2012.



Rule 57. Declaratory judgments
(@) — (i) [NO CHANGE]

(J) Parties; Notice to Sstate or MunicipalityMunicipal-Ordinances. When declaratory relief is
sought, all persons shall be made parties who have or claim any interest which would be affected
by the declaration, and no declaration shall prejudice the rights of persons not parties to the
proceeding. In any proceeding which involves a challenge to -the validity of a municipal
ordinance or franchise, the party challenging the ordinance or franchise shall serve the
municipality with a copy of the relevant motion or pleading and such municipality shall be made
a party, and is entitled to be heard.; If a party files a motion or other pleading asserting that a
state ane-H-the-statute, ordinance, or franchise is aHeged-to-be-unconstitutional, that party shall
serve the state attorney general the-attorney-general-of-the-stateshal-alse-be-served-with a copy
of the proceedingmotion or pleading, and the state and-is entitled to be heard. Notice to the state
or municipality required by this subsection (j) shall be made pursuant to Rule 5(b) within 21 days
of the date when the motion or pleading challenging validity or constitutionality was filed.

(k) — (m) [NO CHANGE]



Rule 59. Motions for Post-Trial Relief

(a) Post-Trial Motions. Within 14 days of entry of judgment as provided in C.R.C.P. 58 or such
greater time as the court may allow pursuant to a request for an extension of time made within
that 14-day period, a party may move for post-trial relief including:

(1) A new trial of all or part of the issues;

(2) Judgment notwithstanding the verdict;

(3) Amendment of findings; or

(4) Amendment of judgment.

Motions for post-trial relief may be combined or asserted in the alternative. The motion shall
state the ground asserted and the relief sought.

(b) — (k) [NO CHANGE]
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Rule 6. Time
(a) [NO CHANGE]

(b) Enlargement. When by these rules or by a notice given thereunder or by order of court an
act is required or allowed to be done at or within a specified time, the court for cause shown
may, at any time in its discretion (1) with or without motion or notice, order the period enlarged
if request therefor is made before the expiration of the period originally prescribed or as
extended by a previous order or (2) upon motion made after the expiration of the specified period
permit the act to be done where the failure to act was the result of excusable neglect; but it may
not extend the time for taking any action under Rule 60(b) and may extend the time for taking
any action under Rule 59 only as allowed by that rule.

(c) — (e) [NO CHANGE]
COMMENTS
2012

[1] After the particular effective date, time computation in most situations is intended to
incorporate the Rule of Seven. Under the Rule of Seven, a day is a day, and because calendars
are divided into 7-day week intervals, groupings of days are in 7-day or multiples of 7-day
intervals. Groupings of less than 7 days have been left as they were because such small numbers
do not interfere with the underlying concept. Details of the Rule of Seven reform are set forth in
an article by Richard P. Holme, 41 Colo. Lawyer, Vol. 1, P 33 (January 2012).

[2] Time computation is sometimes “forward,” meaning starting the count at a particular stated
event [such as date of filing] and counting forward to the deadline date. Counting “backward”
means counting backward from the event to reach the deadline date [such as a stated number of
days being allowed before the commencement of trial]. In determining the effective date of the
Rule of Seven time computation/time interval amendments having a statutory basis, said
amendments take effect on July 1, 2012 and regardless of whether time intervals are counted
forward or backward, both the time computation start date and deadline date must be after June
30, 2012. Further, the time computation/time interval amendments do not apply to modify the
settings of any dates or time intervals set by an order of a court entered before July 1, 2012.



Rule 57. Declaratory Judgments
(@) — (i) [NO CHANGE]

(J) Parties; Notice to State or Municipality. When declaratory relief is sought, all persons shall
be made parties who have or claim any interest which would be affected by the declaration, and
no declaration shall prejudice the rights of persons not parties to the proceeding. In any
proceeding which involves a challenge to the validity of a municipal ordinance or franchise, the
party challenging the ordinance or franchise shall serve the municipality with a copy of the
relevant motion or pleading and such municipality shall be made a party, and is entitled to be
heard. If a party files a motion or other pleading asserting that a state statute, ordinance, or
franchise is unconstitutional, that party shall serve the state attorney general with a copy of the
motion or pleading, and the state is entitled to be heard. Notice to the state or municipality
required by this subsection (j) shall be made pursuant to Rule 5(b) within 21 days of the date
when the motion or pleading challenging validity or constitutionality was filed.

(K) — () [NO CHANGE]



Rule 59. Motions for Post-Trial Relief

(a) Post-Trial Motions. Within 14 days of entry of judgment as provided in C.R.C.P. 58 or such
greater time as the court may allow pursuant to a request for an extension of time made within
that 14-day period, a party may move for post-trial relief including:

(1) A new trial of all or part of the issues;

(2) Judgment notwithstanding the verdict;

(3) Amendment of findings; or

(4) Amendment of judgment.

Motions for post-trial relief may be combined or asserted in the alternative. The motion shall
state the ground asserted and the relief sought.

(b) — (k) [NO CHANGE]



Amended and Adopted by the Court, En Banc, January 10, 2019, effective immediately.

By the Court:

Richard L. Gabriel
Justice, Colorado Supreme Court
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