
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF
COLORADO

DOCKET NO. 09M-616E

IN THE MATTER OF INTEGRATED PLANNING FOR CONSTRUCTION OF
ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION FACILITIES PURSUANT TO § 40-4-117, C.R.S.

COLORADO INDEPENDENT ENERGY ASSOCIATION COMMENTS

The Colorado Independent Energy Association (CIEA) files the following

comments pursuant to the Commission's Order ofHearing Commissioner James K.

Tarpey Concerning Draft Transmission Planning Proposal (the Proposal) mailed on

January 28, 2010.

INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF POSITION

CIEA applauds the Commission for its work on this important issue. In general

CIEA supports the Draft Transmission Planning Proposal and believes that it is a positive

first step towards coordinated, open and transparent planning. CIEA believes that the

Commission has done an a good job of identifying the important issues and responds to

the Reasons for Actions section of the Proposal in Section 1 of these comments. CIEA

responds to specific requirements and details regarding the Proposal in Section 2.

Generally in Section 2 CIEA supports the requirements contained in the Proposal and

commends the Commission for including requirements related to short and long term

plans and the need for studies of transmission impediments to economic dispatch. CIEA

also suggests that the Commission consider hiring independent third party coordinators as
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is suggested by FERC to strengthen the Proposal. In Section 3 CIEA attempts to answer

some of the Commission's specific questions presented in its Order. I

Initially, CIEA recommends that the Commission clarify that the suggestions

contained in the Proposal will become a part of a formalized rulemaking in the near

future and that cost allocation and implementation issues are addressed simultaneously.

Without formal rules that include Commission authority to approve, deny, or modify

submitted transmission plans, the Proposal may have little to no effect on actual

transmission development.

Further, CIEA recommends that the Commission specifically refer to portions of

this rulemaking that effect other current PUC rulemakings such as the long range

planning requirements under proposed Rule 3206(h) in Proposed Rules Related to

Construction or Extension of Electric Transmission Facilities, 4 Code of Colorado

Regulations 723-3, Docket. No. 09R-904E. In the situation, where one proposed Rule

affects or references another proposed rule, the PUC should provide placeholders or

emergency rules where appropriate in order to facilitate rapid transmission build outs.

CIEA also points out that while this Proposal is a good first step to better

transmission planning, there must also be better rules and policies in place to make sure

that transmission plans are actually built in the lowest cost, most efficient manner. CIEA

has presented some suggestions on this topic in Section 2 and urges the Commission to

develop a similar plan to ensure that any unified plans are implemented in a timely

manner. As such, the Commission should have a goal of addressing these issues to result

in the construction of needed transmission by the next resource acquisition period.

I See, Order of Hearing Commissioner James K. Tarpey Concerning Draft Transmission
Planning Proposal, Docket No. 09M-616E, p. 2.
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COMMENTS

1. The PUC has Properly Identified the Important Issues

ClEA agrees with most of the Commission's Reasons for Action section

beginning on page 3 of the Proposal. The Commission has properly identified many of

the existing problems with the current transmission planning process. CIEA agrees, as it

has stated previously, that future transmission and generation expenditures that directly

affect ratepayers "need to be made in a strategic and cost effective manner".2

a. Local Government Opposition

ClEA also agrees that there needs to be a coherent, coordinated, and long range

plan when applying for permits from local governments.3 Such an approach seems

necessary in order to get local interests involved early in the planning process so as to

avoid NlMBY'ism and other local opposition to last minute upgrades. Transmission

providers' plans are often not known to local communities until significant money has

been spent on planning at which point local opposition becomes costly and causes serious

project delays. By utilizing more long term planning, local interests can be a part of the

process early instead of being an obstacle to efficient development.

b. Synchronize Timeframe for Generation and Transmission Planning.

The Commission has also properly recognized that the time frame for generation

planning and transmission planning needs to be synchronized.4 CIEA applauds this

recognition and agrees with the Commission's conclusion that because generating

2 Transmission Planning Proposal, Docket No. 09M-616E, Decision No. RIO,
Attachment A, p. 4.
3 [d.
4 Id.
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resources can be constructed faster than associated transmission, too many radial, single

purpose, and customer-owned transmission lines have had to be built.

These radial lines do not contribute to system reliability and tend not to increase

overall capacity to important Generation Development Areas (GDAs), but are paid for

through PPAs and passed on to utility customers. If these radial lines were considered to

be network upgrades, then the lines could be planned according to system needs and

right-sized to open up access to needed transmission capacity to serve ratepayers and

shippers. As such, CIEA urges the Commission to help a~sure that such lines are planned

with the goal of contributing to system reliability and increasing overall transmission

capacity. This is in the best interest of utility customers and will substantially improve

system operation.

c. Colorado Needs A Coherent Long Term Plan That Will Be

Implemented in Stages

CIEA also agrees that there should be a comprehensive long-term transmission

plan that will be implemented in stages in order to meet renewable portfolio standard

(RPS) requirements while meeting system reliability requirements.5 The Commission is

correct that many factors must be taken into account in these long range plans including,

possible future carbon reduction goals, possible increases to Colorado's RPS or a federal

RPS, planned energy efficiency measures, and planned demand side management

measures.

The Commission also correctly states that cost allocation issues have been a

serious impediment to implementing major new transmission projects. This is especially

5 See id.
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true when such projects cross state lines, cross utility regions, or are for projects

specifically designed to integrate renewable resources.6

CIEA notes that while the Commission has drafted a workable transmission

planning process, the Commission's Draft Transmission Planning Proposal presented

here does not address how the plans will be implemented and built or how these cost

allocation issues will be resolved. CIEA assumes that the Commission intends to address

these issues in a separate filing, or workshop within this docket, but submits the

following summary as a suggested course of action and as a way to open the door to these

discussions.

d. Summary ofSuggested Planfor Implementing Transmission Plans

and Addressing Cost Allocation Issues.

CIEA believes that labeling transmission projects as network upgrades, economic

upgrades, or any other label makes the whole building and CPCN process very

complicated. CIEA urges the Commission to consider "starting from scratch" with

regards to transmission build outs and to consider simply funding all new transmission in

the state by a tariff that is applied to all retail load in the state, expressed as a charge per

MWh - an amount that would be partially offset by revenues received for third-party

usage of such transmission lines. In addition CIEA recommends that the implementation

of approved transmission plans not be restricted exclusively to utilities, following recent

precedents realized in Kansas and Texas where independent transmission developers

have been awarded transmission expansion projects. We encourage the Commission to

consider a process that would allow qualified companies to compete to build needed new

6 Id. at 5.
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non-distribution level lines in a more timely and cost effective way for Colorado

ratepayers. Competition generally helps to encourage innovation and technological

advancement. If the Commission wishes to pursue this proven course of action, new

legislation may be required.

To the extent that the Commission does not "start from scratch" but maintains

traditional cost allocation methods, CIEA urges the Commission to begin considering

multi-state or multi-utility lines as beneficial network upgrades and allow for cost based

rate recovery. Cost recovery for such lines would come from both ratepayers and

customers that use such lines for interstate commerce. We think that there is merit to the

consideration of "special riders to transmission" rates as suggested by FERC. There are

some significant benefits to local ratepayers who have access to high voltage interstate,

inter-utility, and regional lines.

By integrating such cross-jurisdictional backbone transmission lines, Colorado

utility customers would have increased access to additional generation resources, thereby

increasing competition and potentially lowering power costs to those customers. In the

same vein, Colorado generators would have the ability to sell power out ofstate and

could substantially prosper from new market opportunities. Such increased generation

would benefit all Colorado citizens (all ofwhom are ratepayers at some level) through

higher tax revenues, and increased economic and job growth.

Lines built primarily to integrate renewable generation should also be considered

beneficial because ratepayers benefit through reduced C02 and pollution emissions and

the associated reduced health costs. Ratepayers also benefit from these lines if they are

planned with an eye towards developing the cheapest generation resources for an entire
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generation area, not just a single project. Such transmission upgrades can be viewed as

an investment that sees a return for ratepayers through reduced future fuel costs as well.

CIEA recognizes that these comments regarding implementation of plans may

exceed the scope of the current inquiry regarding transmission planning but does urge the

Commission to address implementation and cost allocation issues in this Docket. CIEA

believes that such issues must be addressed by the Commission in order to fulfill their

statutory duty under C.R.S. 40-4-117.

The statute requires that the Commission address whether future legislative action

is necessary to ensure continued progress with respect to the transmission system in

Colorado.7 CIEA believes that the legislature is interested in assuring that long term

plans be implemented, not just properly coordinated. As such, CIEA believes the

Commission has a duty to address in its report to the legislature whether legislation is

needed to assure that plans are actualized. In order to do that, the Commission should

address these important cost allocation and implementation issues before the July 1, 2010

deadline.

2. CIEA's General Comments on the Proposal

In general CIEA applauds the Commission for taking this step towards a more

transparent, open, and sensible transmission planning process. Overall, the Proposal is a

positive first step towards the planning, construction and operation of a more integrated,

efficient, and coordinated transmission system. Many of the recommendations contained

in the Proposal would help to promote transparency, coordinate planning, and encourage

7 COLO. REv STAT. 40-4-117(c) (2009).
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competition in Colorado's generation industry and help to facilitate the retirement of

Colorado's oldest and dirtiest power plants.

Where it is not stated otherwise below, CIEA agrees with the details of the

Commission's Proposal or has no strong opinion at this time. However CIEA does have

a few additional suggestions and will highlight a few of what it sees as the most

important aspects ofthe Commission's Proposal.

a. Basic Premise ofthe Plan

The Proposal states, "all transmission providers in a geographic region within

Colorado will collectively analyze the needs of the region and develop a unified plan for

that region. Local issues will be studied on a local level and statewide issues will be

studied on a statewide level.',g The Commission also states that the Proposal places

increased emphasis on the single-system planning concept. CIEA believes that this

general approach is a good first step towards more unified single-system planning and is

the right course of action for the near term future. However, CIEA asks the Commission

to consider whether requiring reports to be submitted through six separate planning

regions is the best way to achieve such a unified 'single-system planning regime? c'IEA

is concerned that six reports could mean six separate opportunities for intervention,

appeal, and other delays. CIEA urges the Commission to simply require one unified

state-wide plan.

CIEA generally supports the requirements that the Proposal requests regarding

submission of Reliability Criteria, Voltage Coordination Guidelines, and Transmission

Studies to be Performed. CIEA applauds this move towards increased transparency and

8 Transmission Planning Proposal, p. 11.
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fully supports making this information more available to the public and to the

Commission through one common website.9 CIEA agrees that currently it is very

difficult to find data on the websites of the various transmission providers and that

without such access, open and transparent transmission planning required by FERC Order

890 cannot occur.

b. Coordination Among Geographic Regions within Colorado

In the section entitled "Coordination Among Geographic Regions within

Colorado" the Commission proposes that comprehensive transmission plarming efforts be

conducted under the auspices of CCPG, WestConnect, or WECC and that such studies be

made available to the Commission. In its discussion the Commission considers the

notion ofcompensating CCPG members who take on studies on behalf ofall of CCPG. 10

CIEA supports this notion and agrees that compensation would reduce reluctance to

accept study responsibilities.

The Commission also notes that FERC has encouraged transmission providers to

consider a mechanism for regional cost recovery of expenses incurred in a regional

planning process. CIEA again suggests that simply funding all new transmission in the

state including planning costs by a tariff that is applied to all retail load in the state

expressed as a charge per MWh and ultimately offset by third-party customers of the

transmission system, could be a sensible and simple solution to what is now a

complicated and contentious problem.

9 Id. at 19.
10Id. at 12.
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c. Short and Long Range Planning

The Proposal does a good job of laying out both short and long tenn planning

horizons with sensible objectives and varying requirements. CIEA has consistently stated

in the past that both short tenn and long tenn planning studies should be perfonned

together by the same transmission planners. The five and ten-year planning studies and

the 20 and 30-year long range conceptual plans proposed by the Commission provide

sensible timeframes for transmission planning purposes. Requiring that these be

submitted to the Commission every two years ensures openness and transparency in the

process.

The ten-year studies are intended to identify those transmission additions that

have a longer lead-time solution and also to encourage planners to have a longer

perspective and discourage them from only focusing on short tenn solutions. I I CIEA

believes that 10 year plans, ifproperly crafted and made publicly available, could reduce

local land use conflicts, better facilitate development of Colorado's GDAs, and better

ensure that lines are right sized for forecasted load growth.

The five-year studies will allow planners to modifY assumptions that may have

been incorrect in ten-year studies due to changed circumstances. The Proposal correctly

points out that there is more certainty regarding forecasted loads, planned generation, and

planned transmission additions on a five-year planning horizon.12 CIEA believes this is a

good timeframe to give planners a "last chance" to identify problems and to present

solutions. 13

II ld. at 14.
12 1d.
13 1d.

JO



The Proposal would also require that all transmission providers in Colorado

collectively prepare long range conceptual 20 and 30 year plans and submit them to the

Commission every two years. The goal of this requirement would not be to develop a

consensus on a specific scenario, but to identify commonalities among planners that may

inform short term decisions. 14

CIEA agrees with the Proposal's conclusions that these long-term studies will

help to alleviate localized land use issues that have often been a major impediment to

developing new transmission infrastructure.1
5 In addition, CIEA believes that the

information in the long range plan should provide the Commission with the necessary

information to support decisions on rights of way, and will allow them to make better

decisions regarding the size of new lines. CIEA applauds the Commission for its

statements in this Proposal that indicate its efforts to right size new lines at voltages

higher than is needed in the near term or with more circuits than are needed in the near

term. 16

d. Specific Studies to be Performed

CIEA supports requiring transmission planners to submit studies created under

NERC, FERC, CCPG, WestConnect or WECC to the Commission as it has proposed. In

particular CIEA believes that studies of the transmission impediments to economic

dispatch is a crucial requirement and that the Commission should eventually formalize

this requirement in a rulemaking.

14 [d. at 17.
15 [d.
16 Id.
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, The Proposal requires transmission plarmers to make an assessment of

transmission obstacles to a statewide economic dispatch of generation for 5 and 10 year

planning horizons. By requiring transmission planners to ignore institutional ownership

of generating facilities and to assume that the goal is to have the most efficient generation

be dispatched first, the Commission can ensure that the best GDA's are developed to

facilitate cleaner, more efficient and cheaper power for Colorado ratepayers. 17

The transmission impediments to economic dispatch studies would also have to

include assessments of any transmission limits that prevent optimal dispatch. The costs

of the required transmission upgrades would have to be compared to the costs of sub-

economic dispatch, and where the costs of transmission additions are cheaper but the

utilities choose not to go through with the additions, a thorough explanation of the

decision should be required. 18 CIEA believes that this is a key requirement to getting

cheaper electricity and to building the grid efficiently to take advantage of the best

generation resources.

Also, CIEA believes that it is appropriate and beneficial to require that plarmers

prepare studies that evaluate alternate scenarios or potential public policy initiatives such

as carbon reduction goals or new RPS goals. These measures encourage proactive

plarming, which is necessary to ensure that our transmission system is reliable, efficient,

and adequate in the future.

e. Commission Involvement

The Proposal envisions an evidentiary proceeding after the transmission plans are

filed. This proceeding would be open to interventions by stakeholders in each of the

17 Id. at 16.
18 Id. at 16-17.
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projects included in the plan. 19 CIEA supports this recommendation because this will

give the public and all of the many stakeholders an opportunity to challenge assumptions,

incorrect facts, or the transmission plans themselves. Presumably the Commission would

hold this evidentiary proceeding once every two years to review the five and ten year

plans as well as the long range conceptual 20 and 30 year plans. This would help to

ensure that any important or incorrect planning assumptions are quickly identified.

The Proposal suggests that at the conclusion of the evidentiary hearing the

Commission would approve or reject each of the transmission plans. If the plans were

approved this would create a rebutable presumption of need for all projects consistent

with that plan, subject to changed circumstances?O This is intended to fast-track the

jurisdictional utility's future application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and

Necessity (CPCN).

This requirement appears to be tied to proposed Rule 3206(h) in the

Commission's recent Notice of Proposed Rulemaking for CPCNs for transmission

facilities. 2
I As stated in CIEA's reply comments in that rulemaking Docket, CIEA

believes that Rule 3206(h) should reference whatever final rule comes from this Draft

Transmission Planning Proposal's long range planning requirements.

f. Including an Independent Third Party Coordinator Should be

Considered as Part ofthe Commission's Planning Proposal

CIEA's biggest criticism of the Proposal is that the Commission did not

incorporate an independent third party coordinator to be a part of the new planning

19 Id. at 20.
20 Id.

21 See, Proposed Rules Related to Construction or Extension of Electric Transmission
Facilities, 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-3, Docket. No. 09R-904E.
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process. The Proposal recognizes that FERC acknowledges that an independent third-

party coordinator would provide benefits for transmission planning. The Proposal goes

on to state that it is possible to comply with FERC 890 planning principles without the

use of an independent third party.22

CIEA believes that the benefits of a third party coordinator in transmission

planning are akin to the benefits of having an independent evaluator in the resource

acquisition (RFP) process. A third party coordinator could independently evaluate the

plans of the transmission providers from a neutral, non-biased, technical and economic

perspective. The Commission's Proposal already requires that all of the information

necessary to conduct a third party evaluation be submitted as part of this planning

process.

Third party evaluation could provide the Commission and the public with

valuable non-biased information. CIEA believes that an independent evaluator would

help ensure that Colorado ratepayers are getting the lowest cost most efficient energy

production and transmission. CIEA urges the Commission to take the next step and to

further investigate the benefits ofhiring a third party coordinator to assist in this

complicated process.

3. Answer to Specific Commission Questions

The Following section is intended to address specific questions posed by the

Commission in its Order?3

22 The Proposal, p. 9.
23 See, Order of Hearing Commissioner James K. Tarpey Concerning Draft Transmission
Planning Proposal, Docket No. 09M-616E, p. 2.
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a. Under the Draft Transmission Planning Proposal, would the

Commission have all ofthe information necessary to assess whether

the existing transmission infrastructure is adequate, efficient, and

reliable, and will continue to be so in the future?

CIEA believes at this point that under the Draft Transmission Planning Proposal,

the Commission would appear to have all of the information necessary to assess whether

the existing transmission infrastructure is adequate, efficient, and reliable, and will

continue to be so in the future. CIBA has no further suggestions for additional reporting

requirements at this time.

b. Does the Draft Transmission Planning Proposal request information

that is necessaryfor the assessment mentioned above?

Yes, CIEA believes that the information requested by the Commission is

important to facilitate better system planning, increased transparency, and more efficient

grid development.

c. Does the Draft Transmission Planning Proposal request inforination

not otherwise needed to fulfill the requirements promulgated by

FERC in Order 890, the NERC Reliability Standards, the policies

and procedures of WECC or CCPG, or good utility practices?

No, CIEA does not believe that the Proposal requests information that is not

otherwise needed to fulfill the requirements promulgated by FERC in Order 890, the

NERC Reliability Standards, the policies and procedures of WECC or CCPG, or good

utility practices.
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d. Will the Transmission Planning Proposal result in coordinated,

open,anduanspanntpwnnmg?

Yes, CIEA believes that the Proposal is a positive step forward that will

encourage coordinated, open, and transparent planning. CIBA sees this Proposal as the

right first step to improving transmission in the State by suggesting a workable process

for planning.

However, CIEA believes that the Proposal will not resolve all of the issues that

must be addressed to actually implement substantial new build outs. CIEA recommends

that the Commission formalize this Proposal in a formal rulemaking to guide

transmission planning in Colorado. CIEA further recommends that the Commission

initiate a rulemaking to help fund and implement the transmission plans that will be

generated by this new planning process.

e. Will all transmission providers in Colorado fully co-operate in the

transmission planning process envisioned by the Proposal?

Maybe. CIEA does not have an answer to this question but suggests that this may

be an area where new legislation may be required to insure compliance.

f. In addition to the questions contained the Draft Transmission

Planning Proposal, should the Commission ask any additional

questions tofulfill its responsibilities under § 40-4-117, eR.S.?

No, not that CIEA knows ofat this time.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, CIEA applauds this effort and encourages the Commission to

institute a formal rulemaking to implement these proposed planning policies as soon as

'16



possible. CIEA, believes that the addition of a third party evaluator could greatly

improve the proposed planning process and suggests the Commission investigate

incorporating a third party evaluator into the process. Generally CIBA supports the

measures suggested here and views this proposed transmission-planning process as a

positive first step towards a better, more unified transmission planning process.

CIEA eagerly anticipates further action on this critically important topic including

further plans and rules to address building and implementation issues. Colorado needs

new transmission infrastructure now in order to facilitate economic growth, meet out RPS

goals, facilitate interstate commerce, eliminate transmission constraints, and strengthen

our aging grid. CIEA urges the Commission to act quickly to ensure that adequate plans

are in place and implemented in a timely manner.

Respectfully Submitt· ,

~
Nic olas G. Muller, Executive' irector

Colorado Independent Energy Association

17



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on this 18th day of February 2010, a disk and an original and
ten (10) copies of COLORADO INDEPENDENT ENERGY ASSOCIATION
COMMENTS in Docket No. 09M-616E, COMMISSION'S ORDER OF HEARING
COMMISSIONER JAMES K. TARPEY CONCERNING DRAFT
TRANSMISSION PLANNING PROPOSAL mailed on January 28, 2010 was served
to the following:

Doug Dean, Director (Via Hand-Delivery and Via CD-ROM)
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
1560 Broadway, Suite 250
Denver, Colorado 80202
Dou .Dean dora. state.cO.us

and was served to the following via email, unless no email address is indicated in which
case the parties were served via U.S. Mail:

Interwest Energy Alliance
Ron Lehr & Craig Cox
P.O. Box 272
Conifer, CO 80433
rllehr@msn.com
cox@interwest.org

Dietze & Davis, P.C.
Mark Detsky
2060 Broadway Suite 400
Boulder, CO 80303Colorado
mdetsky@dietzedavis.com

Ms. Leslie Glustrom
4492 Burr Place
Boulder, CO 80303
19lustrom@gmail.com

Trans-Elect, Inc.
Jerry Vaninetti
Vice President
Western Development
10581 Jaguar Glen
Littleton, CO 80124
jvaninetti@trans-elect.com

1.8

Climax Molybdenum Company
c/o Richard L. Fanyo, Esq.
Dufford & Brown PC
1700 Broadway Suite 2100
Denver, CO 80290-2101
Rfanyo@duffordbrown.com

Governor's Energy Office
Morey Wolfson
1580 Logan Street Suite 100
Denver, CO 80203
Morey. Wolfson@state.co.us

Mr. William Levis
Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel
1560 Broadway Suite 200
Denver, CO 80202

Western Resource Advocates
John Nielsen
2260 Baseline Road Suite 200
Boulder, CO 80302



Black Hills/Colorado Electric Utility
Company LP
Ms. Judith M. Matlock Esq
Davis Graham & Stubbs LLP
1550 17th Street Suite 500
Denver, CO 80202
Judith.matlock@dgslaw.com

City and County ofDenver
Mr. Charles T. Solomon Esq
City and County ofDenver
201 West Colfax Avenue DEPT 1207
Denver, CO 80202
Charles.Solomon@Ci.denver.co.us

Michelle Brandt King Esq.
Holland & Hart, LLP
555 Seventeenth Street Suite 3200
Denver, CO 80202
mbking@hollandhart.com

Colorado Energy Consumers Group
Mr. Robert M. Pomeroy Jr., Esq
Holland & Hart LLP
6380 South Fiddler's Green Circle,
Suite 500
Greenwood Village, CO 80111
rpomeroy@hollandhart.com

Colorado Energy Consumers Group
Mr. Thorvald A. Nelson Esq.
Holland & Hart LLP
6380 South Fiddler's Green Circle,
Suite 500
Greenwood Village, CO 80111
tnelson@hollandhart.com

Colorado Independent Energy
Association
Robyn A. Kashiwa Esq.
Mark Davidson, Esq.
Holland & Hart LLP
555 Seventeenth Street Suite 3200
Denver, CO 80202
rakashiwa@hollandhart.com
madavidson@hollandhart.com

19

Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel
Christopher M Irby Esq.
Assistant Attorney General
Office ofConsumer Counsel Unit
Colorado Office of the Attorney General
1525 Sherman Street Floor 7
Denver, CO 80203
Chris. irby@state.co.us

Colorado Office of Consumer Counsel
Mr. Stephen W. Southwick Esq.
First Assistant Attorney General
Office ofConsumer Counsel Unit
Office ofthe Attorney General
1525 Sherman Street Floor 7
Denver, CO 80203
stephen.southwick@state.co.us

Colorado Office ofEnergy Management
and Conservation
Jerry W. Goad Esq
Assistant Attorney General
Colorado Office of the Attorney General
1525 Sherman Street Floor 5
Denver, CO 80203
jerry.goad@state.co.us

Interwest Energy Alliance
Elizabeth Tormoen Hickey Esq.
14 North Sierra Madre Street Suite A
Colorado Springs, CO 80903
Iisabicke.y@coloradoJawy;era.net

Public Service Company of Colorado
Mr. Gregory E. Sopkin Esq
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey L.L.P.
1600 Stout Street Suite 1550
Denver, CO 80202
gsopkin@ssd.com

Public Service Company of Colorado
Mr. William M. Dudley Esq.
Public Service Company of Colorado
1225 17th Street Suite 1200
Denver, CO 80202
bill.dudley@xcelenergy.com



Public Service Company of Colorado
Ms. Ann E. Hopfenbeck Esq
C/O Xcel Energy
1225 17th Street Suite 900
Denver, CO 80202
ann.e.hopfenbeck@xcelenergy.com

Public Service Company of Colorado
Ms. Paula M. Connelly Esq
Xcel Energy Services
1225 17th Street Suite 900
Denver, CO 80202
paula.connelly@xcelenergy.com

Ratepayers United of Colorado, LLC
Gina B. Hardin Esq.
Law Office of Gina Hardin, LLC
3330 West 31st Avenue
Denver, CO 80211
ginahardin@msn.com

Southwest Energy Efficiency Project
Steven S. Michel Esq.
Energy Program Senior Attorney
Western Resource Advocates
2025 Senda de Andres
Santa Fe, NM 87501
smichel@westernresource.org

Trans-Elect, Inc.
Mr. Jeffrey G. Pearson Esq
Jeffrey G. Pearson PC
1570 Emerson Street
Denver, CO 80218-1450
igplaw@qwest.net

Tri-State Generation & Transmission
Association, Inc.
Kenneth V Reif Esq
Vice-President and General Counsel
Tri-State Generation & Transmission
Association, Inc.
P.O. Box 33695
Denver, CO 80233
kreif@tristategt.org

20

Tri-State Generation & Transmission
Association, Inc.
Mr. Kent L. Singer Esq
Colorado Rural Electric Association
5400 North Washington Street
Denver, CO 80216
kentsinger@aol.com

Tri-State Generation & Transmission
Association, Inc.
Mr. Thomas J. Dougherty Esq.
Rothgerber Johnson & Lyons LLP
1200 17th Street Suite 3000
Denver, CO 80202-0202
tdougherty@rothgerber.com

Tri-State Generation & Transmission
Association, Inc.
Tamara F. Goodlette
Rotbgerber Johnson & Lyons LLP
1200 17th Street Suite 3000
Denver, CO 80202-0202
tgoodlette@rothgerber.com

Western Resource Advocates
Ms. Victoria R. Mandell Esq
Western Resource Advocates
2260 Baseline Road Suite 200
Boulder, CO 80302
vmandell@westernresources.org

Colorado Public Utilities Commission
David A. Beckett Esq
Assistant Attorney General
Colorado Office of the Attorney General
1525 Sherman Street Floor 5
Denver, CO 80203
david. beckett@state.co.us



Colorado Public Utilities Commission
Anne K. Botterud Esq
Assistant Attorney General
Colorado Office of the Attorney General
1525 Sherman Street Floor 5
Denver, CO 80203
anne.botterud@state.co.us

Colorado Public Utilities Commission
Ms. Jean S. Watson-Weidner
Assistant Attorney General
Colorado Office of the Attorney General
1525 Sherman Street Floor 5
Denver, CO 80203
isww@state.co.us

Colorado Public Utilities Commission
Mr. Inez Dominguez
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
1560 Broadway Suite 250
Denver, CO 80202
Inez.dominguez@dora.state.co.us

Colorado Public Utilities Commission
Mr. Duane Braunagel
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
1560 Broadway Suite 250
Denver, CO 80202
Duane.Braunagel@dora.state.co.us

Mr. Ronald Davis
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
1560 Broadway Suite 250
Denver, CO 80202
Ronald.Davis@dora.state.co.us

Colorado Public Utilities Commission
Ms. Julie Haugen
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
1560 Broadway Suite 250
Denver, CO 80202
Julie.Haugen@dora.state.co.us

21

Colorado Public Utilities Commission
Richard Mignogna
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
1560 Broadway Suite 250
Denver, CO 80202
Richard.Mignogna@dora.state.co.us

Colorado Energy Coalition
Tom C Clark
Executive Vice President
Denver Chamber of Commerce
1445 Market Street # 4
Denver, CO 80202
Tom.c1ark@denverchamber.org

Public Service Company of Colorado
Schuna Wright
Xcel Energy
1225 17th Street Suite 1000
Denver, CO 80202
Schuna.Wright@xcelenergy.com


