Decision No. C02-1142

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

DOCKET NO. 02R-137E

IN THE MATTER OF PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE ELECTRIC INTEGRATED RESOURCE PLANNING RULES, 4 CCR 723-21.

Order Requesting Supplemental 
And Reply Comments

Mailed Date:  October 10, 2002

Adopted Date:  October 10, 2002

I.
BY THE COMMISSION

Statement

1. On September 30, 2002, Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) filed its Second Application for Rehearing, Reargument, or Reconsideration (RRR) in this case.  The Application for RRR seeks reconsideration of Decision No. C02-991 in which we preliminarily adopted Electric Least Cost Resource Planning Rules.  Public Service's Application for RRR suggests that the definition for "Net Present Value of Rate Impact" (Proposed Rule 3600(h)) included in the rules attached to Decision No. C02-991 is inappropriate.  In particular, Public Service asserts that the Commission's definition is mathematically incorrect (i.e., that the definition incorrectly describes the mathematical formula for calculating the net-present-value-of-rate-impact test).  Public Service's comments do not explain to us in sufficient detail why the definition is incorrect.

2. To obtain further input from the parties regarding the correctness of proposed Rule 3600(h), on our own motion, we allow the parties to file supplemental and reply comments on this issue.  Since Public Service raised this matter and asserts that the definition is inconsistent with the manner in which its PROSCREEN model calculates the net present value of rate impacts, we request that Public Service provide the following information:

(1)
The mathematical equation that Public Service proposes to calculate the current worth of the average annual rates associated with a particular resource portfolio;

(2)
A sample calculation using this equation;

(3)
A written description of the mathematical calculation for the equation;

(4)
Equations, examples, and descriptions of the mathematical process used in the PROSCREEN model on this issue, if different than those specified in items 1-3, above.

Interested parties may also file a response to Public Service's Second Application for Rehearing, Reargument, or Reconsideration.  These responses may address only Public Service's assertion that the definition in Rule 3600(h) is incorrect.
  All comments, both supplemental and reply, must be filed by noon, October 15, 2002.

II.
ORDER

A. The Commission Orders That:

3. Interested parties may file supplemental or reply comments consistent with the above discussion by noon, October 15, 2002.

4. This Order is effective on its Mailed Date.

B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ DELIBERATIONS MEETING
October 10, 2002.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO



RAYMOND L. GIFFORD
________________________________



POLLY PAGE
________________________________



JIM DYER
________________________________

Commissioners
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ATTEST: A TRUE COPY
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Bruce N. Smith
Director
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� Responding parties are not invited to file comments regarding whether the Net Present Value of Rate Impact test should be used in the rules.
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